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of  the  dock. 
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Order — Committee  of  Supply — ^Resolution — 
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mittee of  Supply,"— (ifr.  Chanedkr  of  the  Exchequer)     . .  .  •     203 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair : "— 
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words  "  the  Papers  respecting  the  arrears  of  pay  due  by  the  Government  of  India 
to  Officers  of  the  Royal  Artillery  and  Rovid  ]&igineer8  lie  refezred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee,"— {ColotulJervitf) — ''  tead  thereof  ..  ..      206 
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Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
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by  Parliament,  of  tne  Superannuation  Allowance  of  Officers  whose  Salanes  wars 
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Local  Taxation  (BatomB)  BUir-Ord$r0d  {Mr,  Seht$r-Booth,  Mr,  8eU) ;  proomttd,  and 

read  the  first  time  [Bill  221]  ..  ..      266 

LOBDS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  26. 

Law  axd  Jufimos — Sub&et  Assizes — Question,  The  Earl  of  Onslow ;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Chancellor  ..  ••  ..  ..256 
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After  some  time  spent  therein,  it  being  now  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
oloolc.  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Thunday, 
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The  House  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dock. 
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Jtfbf Mf ,  '*  Thftt,  in  the  opinion  of  thif  Home,  it  ii  inexpedient  for  the  TreMonr  to  depart, 
wiUiout  previouB  notice,  from  the  immemorial  coitom  of  Scotland,  and  for  the  flrtt  time 
to  appropriale  the  eelate  of  an  ioteitate  baMard  when  there  are  blood  relatione  who, 
if  he  naa  been  legitimate,  would  have  been  hii  next  of  km  aooording  to  the  Law  of 
^QltA^MiXx^*'^{ChUm$l  AUxandtr)         ,,  ..  ..      279 

After  debate.  Question  put: — ^The  House  dkuUd;  Ayes  135,  Noes  197  ; 
Majority  62.— (Div.  last.  No.  196.) 

Chxtbgh  Patbokaoe,  BEsoLxmoir — 

Mo90d,  **  That,  in  view  of  the  preralonce  of  limoniaoal  eraaioni  of  the  Law  and  other 
•*^"<^*^«  and  abneee  in  connection  with  the  exerdee  and  dirooeal  of  prirate  patronage 
in  the  Church  of  England,  remedial  meaiuree  of  a  more  stnngent  character  than  any 
reeeatly  introduced  into  this  House  are  urgently  required," — (Jfr.  L$aiham)  . .     298 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leaTe  out  from  the  word  ''  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Queetion,  in  order  to  add  the 
wordi  '*  it  ii  desirable  to  adobt  measuree  for  preventing  eimoniacal  evaeion  of  the 
Law  and  checking  abueee  in  tne  lale  of  livings  in  private  patronage,"— ^ Jfr.  Htird^ 
MutU^ — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  "  —  After  short  deoate,  Amendment  and  Motion,  by 
leave,  withdrawn. 

OmnioH  Patroitagi  (Sali  of  Lrmfos)— 

B$9oh0d,  That  it  is  desirable  to  adopt  measures  for  preventing  simoniaeal  evasion  of 
the  Law  and  checking  abuses  in  the  sale  of  livings  in  private  patronage. 

Snperannuation  (Mercantile  Marine  Fund  Oi&oers)  Bill— Resolution  [June  85] 

nporttdf  and  a0r0Ht  to  .—Bill  ortUrid  (Mr,  Baik$9^  Mr,  WiUimm  Etnry  Smithy  mnd  Sir 
ChmrUt  Add$rlif)  920 

IixiormcATi  IirmTATBs'  Estatbs  (Ekolaiti))  —  Uroaorr's  Oasb — ^Monow 

FOE  A  EeTTTBK — 
Mo9$4  ioTf  a  Return  of  anv  allowances  made  out  of  the  estate,  and  of  any  other  applica- 
tion for  allowance  which  have  been  made,  and  not  acceded  to  by  Uie  Treasury," — 
{Mr,  Oolmsn)  818 

[House  counted  out.] 
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Pabliamxvt— OmoxR  or  Busnnss — Questions,  Mr.  W.  E.  Porster,  Mr. 
Oogan,  Mr.  £*  Jenkins  ^  Answers,  The  QhanoeUor  of  the  Ilbcohequer  ,  •    821 
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Navigation  of  the  Bed  Sea — Question,  Mr.  D.  Jenkins;  Answer,  The 
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Navy— H.M.8.  "Eepume" — Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor;  Answer,  Mr.  A 
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Navt — Ottnneet  Lieutenants — Question,  Captain  Price ;  Answer,  Mr.  A 

F.  Eg^rton 
Abmt— LiEXTTENANT  CoLONEL  Dawkins — Questiou,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton 

Answer,  Mr.  Oathome  Hardv 
BussiA  AND  TuBEET — AUSTRIAN  "PoucY — Questiou,  Lord  Bobert  Montagu 

Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
FoBssT  OF  Dean — Sale  of  Lands — Question,  Colonel  Eingscote ;  Answer 

Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 
BouMANiA — Treatment  of  the  Jews — Question,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon ;  An 

swer,  Mr.  Bourke 
Meboantile  Marine — Holyhead  Harbour — Wreck  of  the  <' Edith" — 

Question,  Mr.  French ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderlej  . . 

Crime  (Libland) — ^Mubdeb  of  Mb.  Toung — Question,  Mr.  K  Jenkins 

Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach 
Yaooination   Aot — Case   of  Joseph   Abel — Question,   Mr.  Pennington 

Answer,  The  Attorney  Qeneral 


•  •  •  ♦ 


Mopsd,  **  That  the  flnt  six  Orders  of  the  Day  be  poetpcmed  till  after  the  Order  for 
Committee  on  the  Sale  of  Intoxioatiiig  liqaom  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  {f$'Commtt$d) 
Bill,"— (Jfr.  ChaneeUor  of  ih$  Sxchtquer.) 

After  short  debate,  Question  put:^The  House  divided;  Ayes  99,  Noes 

23;  Majority  76.— (Div.  list.  No.  196.) 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  '^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 

the  Chair,"— (ifr.  Miehard  Smyth)  ..  . .  . .     SSO 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  ont  ffrom  the  word  **  That**  to  the  end  of  the  Qneition,  in  order  to  add  the 
worda  **  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  la  not  expedient  that  the  proyisions  of  thia 
Bill  should  be  extended  to  the  whole  of  Ireland," — {Mr.  Murphy ,) — inatead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :" — ^After  long  debate.  Moved,  ''  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned," — {Mr,  McCarthy  Downing:) — Question  put: — The 
House  divided;  Ayes  37,  Noes  256;  Majority  219. — (Div.  list.  No. 
197.) 

It  being  after  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  dock,  the  Debate 
stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

LOBDS,  THUESDAT,  JUNE  28. 
Prisons  BUI  (No.  116)— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— T  7%^  Lord  8iewwd)  ' ..     383 

After  short  debate.  Motion  a^^eed  to : — ^Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  eom- 

mtted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Friday,  the  6M  of  July 

next. 
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TOL.  OOKZXY.    [tboo)  sniu.]       [  «  ] 
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Tftodnation,  for  the  purpoie  of  Mcertalning  whether  it  cannot  be  oonductea  in  a  more 
■atiafactory  manner  tnan  it  ii  at  present,"— (iS0r/P#r«y)  ..  782 
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terfere with  the  religioua  teaching  in  pubUo  elementarj  achoola  or  to  make  any  inauirr 
thereon,  thia  Uouae la  of  opinion  that  the  dootrinea  and  praotioea  aet  forth  in  a  Dook 
entitled  *  The  Prieat  in  Abiolution,'  and  carried  out  under  the  name  of  the  Oonfeaaional 
by  certain  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England,  do  tend  to  deprave  and  are  dangeroua 
to  the  boat  intereata  of  aodety  and  of  religion/'— (Ifr.  JTAaIU^)  . .      756 

[House  counted  out] 
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short  debate.  Vote  ofrttd  to  ,, 

(3.)  £2,986,000,  Provisions,  Forage,  Fuel,  Transport,  and  other  Services.— After 
short  debate.  Vote  agr$ed  to  », 

(4O  £805,600,  Clothing  EstabUshments,  Services,  and  Supplies.— After  short  debate, 

\oteaffr0edto  ..  8M 

(5.)  £1,120,000,  Snpvly,  Manufacture,  and  Bepair  of  Warlike  and  other  Stores. — 
After  short  debate.  Vote  d^rMtf  to  ..  ..  834 

(6.)  £828,700,  Superintending  EstabUshment  of  and  Expenditure  for  Works,  Build- 
izLgs,  and  Repairs  at  Home  and  Abroad. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .       837 

£164,400,  Establishments  for  BGHtary  Education,  d^fVMf  to. 

£31,000,  Miscellaneous  Effective  Services.— After  short  debate,  Vote  ofreod  to  . .  838 
(9.)  £249,100,  Administration  of  the  Army. — ^After  short  debate.  Vote  a^riid  to  . .  838 
10.)  £38,600,  Rewards  for  Distinjguished  Services,  off  rood  to, 

1 1.)  £63,600,  Pay  of  (General  Officers.— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .       838 

(13.)  £420,200,  Full  Pay  of  Reduced  and  Retired  Officers  and  Half  Pay.— After  short 
debate,  Vote  offrood  to  . .  . .  839 

£123,600,  l^^^ows*  Pensions,  Ac 
£16,700,  Pensions  for  Wounds. 
It.)  £36,000,  Chelsea  and  KilmaiTiham  Hospitals  (In-Pensions). 
i6.i  £1,006,200,  Out-Pensions. 
17.)  £166,000,  Superannuation  Allowances. 

18.)  £42,100,  Militia,  Yeomanry  Cavalry,  and  Volunteer  Ootps,  Non-Effective  Ser- 
vices.— ^After  short  debate,  Vote  acroed  to  ^.  . .       841 
(19.)  £1,000,000,  Regular  Forces  in  India, 
(so.)  £400,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Army  Purchase  Commission. 

Besolutions  [2nd  July]  and  BesolutionB  of  this  day  to  be  reported  To- 
morrow, at  Two  of  tne  dock ;  Oommittee  to  sit  again  To-morrow,  at  Two 
of  the  dook. 

East  India  Loan  BUI  [BiU  215]— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  . .  . .     841 

After  short  debate,  Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Monday 
next. 

Supreme  Oonrt  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  {ro-eommittei)  Bill- 
Bill  eonsidered  in  Oommittee    {^Fro^eu  26th  Jun»]  . .  .  •     854 
After  some  time  spent  therein,  Oommittee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Mondajf  next. 

Bolicitom  Examination,  &c.  Bill  {Lords)  [BiU  190]— 

Bill  oonsiderod  in  Oommittee     . .  . .  . .     865 

After  short,  time  spent  therein,  Oommittee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

Factors  Act  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  168]— 

Bill  eomidered  in  Oommittee     . .  . .  . .  . .     868 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the 
dock. 

Bvsnnsss  of  the  House — 
Eesolution  (iff.  WhaOey)     *    ..  [House  counted  out]    868 

L0ED8,  ERIDAT,  JULY  6. 
Prleons  Bill  (No.  116}— 

House  in  Oommittee  (according  to  Order)     . .  . .    869 

After  short  time  flpent  therein,  Bill  reported,  without  Amepdment ;  and  tq 
l>e  read  3*  on  Monday  next, 
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Post  Offioi  (TblbobafhsV— Bbbolittion — 

Mt94d^  ^'That  it  is  not  expq&ent  to  agree  to  tiia  introdnctioii  of  tbe  dames  propoaed 
by  Uie  Post  Office  for  partial  protection  of  their  telegraphs  into  certain  private  BiIIB)" 
^(The  Earl  of  RedeMdaU)  ..  ...  .,  ..      878 

After  short  debate.  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

OOHFBSSIONAL  DT  THE  OhUEOH  OF  ElTOLAin) — '*  ThB  PbIEST  IN  AbSOLTTTION" 

— Qaestiony  Observatioiis,  Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne;  Beply,  The 
LordOhanoellor: — Short  debate  thereon  ••  ,.  ..     883 

COMMONS,  PEIDAT,  JULY  6. 

Boiler  Explosions — Questioni  Mr.  Maodonald;   Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 

Cross  #•  •#  ••  ••  885 

The    Meditbseanean    Pleet  —  Besika    Bay  —  Questions,    Sir   Wilfrid 

Lawson,  Mr.  Oourley ;  Answers,  The  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  886 
Pabuament — ^Pbivileoe — ^Reflections  on  the  Speaker  of  this  House — 

WiTHDBAWAL  OF  MoTioN,  Mr.  Puloston — ^Explanation,   Mr.  Famell; 

Observations,  The  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer : — Short  debate  thereon    887 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Navy — ^Naval  Education — ^H.M.S.    "Inflexible"— Observations,  Mr. 
T.  Brassey ;  Beply,  Mr.  A.  P.  Egerton : — Short  debate  thereon  . .     891 

Navy — ^Naval  CoNSTRUonoN — "  Aoahemnon  "  Class — 

Amoidment  proposed. 
To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add 
the  words  *'  it  is  inexpedient  to  build  any  more  vessela  of  the  '  Agamemnon '  class 
until  that  type  has  been  tried,  and  that  the  money  proposed  to  be  voted  for  such 
purpose  be  en>ended  in  building  a  vessel  of  war  with  full  sail  power,  capable  of 
cruising  and  blockading  iinder  sail  alone,  but  able  to  steam  when  necessary  300 
miles  in  24  hours,  with  a  coal  supply  for  7  days,  and  with  an  armament  consisting 
of  one  armour  piercing  gun  of  the  longest  range,  as  well  as  fflirapnel  and  Gatling 
guns  and  toipedo  apparatus," — {Captain  Urn,) — instead  thereof     . .  . .      904 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — ^After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 
Main  Question,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put. 

The   M^DiTEn&ANEAN  Pleet — Besika   Bay — Observations,  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson ;  Beply,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer         . .  . .     914 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


BUPPLY^cimsidered  in  Committee— Navt  Estimates— 

(In  the  Committee.) 
(i.)  £193,S90,  Admiralty  Office. 

(s.)  £207»900,  .Coast  Guard  Service  and  Boyal  Naval  Beserves,  ftc— After  short 
dehate,  Vote  agreed  to  • .  . .  .  •  • .       917 

(3.)  £109,002,  Sdentiflo  Branch.— After  short  dehate  Vote  a^eed  to  .  •       920 

U.)  £76,930,  Victualling  Tarda  at  Home  and  Ahroad. 
hq  £60,150,  Medical  Establishments  at  Home  and  Ahroad. 
(6.)  £21,316,  Marine  Divisions. 
C7.J  £78,010,  Medicines  and  Medical  Stores,  &c. 
? S.)  £8,147,  Martial  Law  and  Law  Charges. 
(9.)  £130,134,  MiscellaneouB  Services. 

(10.)  £880,796,  Half-Pay,  Reserved  Half-Pay,  and  Betirement  to  Officers  of  the  Navy 
and  Boyal  Marines. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £769,940,  he 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  de&ay  tiie  Expense  of  Military  Pensions  and  Allow- 
ances, which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  Maroh  1878 :  ** — Motion,  hy  leave,  withdrawn. 

fii.)  £279,981,  Civil  Pensions  and  Allowanoes. 
13.)  £168,280,  Freight,  kc.  on  account  of  the  Army  Department 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next;  Committee  to  sit  again 

thii  day. 

YOL.  COXXXY.    [thibd  series.]        [  (7  ] 
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Supply — ^Beport— Besolutions  [2nd  and  5th  July]  reported  . .     931 

First  Beven  Besolations  agreei  to. 
Eighth  Besolntion  read  a  second  time. 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  **  £2,986,000,"  in  order  to  insert 

''  £2,985,685,'^— (ifr.  -fioorrf,)— instead  thereof. 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  ''That  '£2,986,000'  stand  part  of  the 

Eesolution:" — The  House  awided;  Ayes  146,  Noes  59 ;  Majority  87. — 

(Div.  List,  No.  224.) 
And  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  dock,  forther  Proceeding 

stood  adjourned  till  this  day. 

And  it  being  five  minutes  to  Seyen  of  the  dock,  the  House  suspended  its 

sitting  

The  House  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dock. 

SxTPPLT — Order  for  Gommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair :  " — 

The  Bobbbts  Ooitbt  Martial — ^Motion  for  ak  Abdrbss^ — 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "ThAt"  to  the  end  of  the  Qnestion,  in  order  to  add  the 
wordB  "  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Mi^estv,  praying  that,  in  view  of 
the  droumstances  disclosed  upon  the  proceedings  of  we  Court  Martial  upon 
Captain  Roberts,  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  reinstate  him  in  his  rank  in  the 
Anny," — {Mr,  Edward  Jinkint,) — instead  thereof  . .  . .      923 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question: '' — After  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided; 
Ayes  137,  Noes  72 ;  Majority  65.— (Div.  List,  No.  225.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  '^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair :" — 

'*  The  P&isst  m  Absolittion  " — ^Besolution,  Mr.  Whalley  .  •     946 

[House  counted  out.] 


L0ED8,  MONDAY,  JULY  9. 

Parliament  —  Election  of  Bepbesentattve  Peebs  fob  Scotland— Eabl- 
DOM  OF  Mar — ^Besolxttion — 

Moved  to  resolve. 

That  upon  hearing  the  petition  of  the  Earl  of  Kar  and  Eellie  thii  Hotue  doth  order 
that  at  all  future  meetinp^  of  the  Peers  of  Scotland  assembled  under  any  Royal 
Proclamation  for  the  election  of  a  Peer  or  Peers  to  represent  the  Peers  of  Scotland, 
the  Lord  Clerk  Register,  or  the  Clerks  of  Session  officiating  in  his  name,  do  call  the 
title  of  Mar  in  the  Roll  of  Peers  of  Scotland  in  Parliament  called  at  such  elections  in 
the  place  and  precedence  to  which  it  has  been  declared  by  the  resolution  and  judg- 
ment of  this  House  on  26th  February  1876  to  be  entitled  according  to  the  date  of  the 
creation  of  that  Earldom,  and  in  no  other  place,  with  a  saving  nevertheless  .as  well  to 
the  said  Earl  of  Mar  and  Kdlie  as  to  all  other  Peers  of  Scotland,  their  rights  and 
places  upon  further  and  better  authority  showed  for  the  same,  —  (Th$  J>uk$  ^f 
Buceieuei)  ••  ..  ..  ..     947 

Preyious  Question  moved,  —  (7%e  Marquesi  of  Suntly:) — After  short 
debate.  Motion  and  original  Motion  (by  leave  of  tiie  House)  with^ 
draum, 

Mo90df  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  the  matter  of  the  petition  of 
the  Earl  of  Mar  and  Kellie  presented  on  the  6th  of  June  1877,  and  the  preoedenti 
applicable  thereto ;  and  to  repwt  thereon  to  the  House, — {Th4  Lord  ChtmctUor,) 

Motion  oifreed  to. 

Committee  nominated ^  July  17 :— last  of  the  Clommittee     • .  •  •     9S8 
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{JtOy  9.] 
EIndowid  Schools  Acts — Motion  fob  ak  Addbsss — 

"  Rdtiim  made  out,  ooonty  by  county,  with  in  eaoh  caso  a  proximato  estimate  of  the 

annual  endowment!  of 
**  U  The  number  of  eohemei  finally  approred  and  in  force  in  England  and  Wales  under 

the  Endowed  Schools  Acts,  1869, 1873,  and  1874 ; 
^  2.  The  number  of  schemes  published  by  the  Chs^ty  Oommissioners  under  those  Acts, 

but  not  vet  finally  approvea ; 
**  8.  The  Endowed  Schools  not  returned  in  1.  and  2.  nor  included  in  section  3.  of  the 

Endowed  Schools  Act,  1873,  which  are  within  the  general  provisions  of  the  Endowed 

Schools  Acts ; 
**  4.  The  aggregate  number  and  income  of  Endowed  Schools  included  in  section  8. 

of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act,  1873 :  Also, 
'*  Return  of  the  number  and  grades  (as  determined  by  maximum  age  of  scholars,  amount 

of  fees  payable,  and  course  of  instruction)  of  schools  establiuied  or  regulated  by 

schemes  approved  under  the  Endowed  Schools  Acts,  in  the  following  form. 


Paff$ 


SoHims  sub- 
mitted by 

1st 
Grade. 

2nd 
Grade. 

3rd 
Grade. 

Elementary 
Schools. 

Endowed    Schools   Com- 
missioners    •  .  .  . 
Oharity  Oommissioners  - 

Total   

— (Th4  BarlIbrt0»eu$.) 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 
Betums  ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House. 
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COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JULY  9. 

Boyal  Dublin  Society  {No.  2)  Bill^ 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time  " 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leare  out  the  word  ''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  three  months,'' — {Mr. 

ff  Shaughneay :) — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leare,  mthdraum. 

in  Question  put,  and  a^eed  to : — Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  eom^ 

mitted. 

**  Thx  Prixst  zk  ABSOLunoxr  "-Question,  Mr.  Whalley     . . 

BUSSXA  AKD  TtTBXXT — EmoUSH  OoOUFATIOlf  OV  OoNSTAKTIKOPLK — QuOStioU, 

Mr.  Monk ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Abmt — TuK  MiUTiA — Thx   Bboulations — Question,  General  Sir  Qeorge 

Balfour ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oathome  Hardy    . . 
Natt — Nayiqatiko  SoB-LncuTSNAirrs— Question,  Mr.  Bruon ;  Answer,  Mr. 

A.  F.  Egerton  • .  . .  . .  . . 

Natt— Tax  MBBRnro  Fishxkixs — Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay;  Answer, 

Mr.  A.  F.  Fg^erton  . .  • . 

Natt  —  Natal  Collxox   Srrx,   Daxtmouth  —  Question,  Mr.   Edwards ; 

Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton 
Thx  Foxxst  ojt  Dkah— Act  op   10  Oxo.  IV.,  o.  60 — Question,  Colonel 

Kingsoote ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 
OxxTEAL   AfBioA  —  Mx.    Stanlxt — ^Thx   Britibh   Flag  —  Question,  Mr. 

Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
Natt  —  Natal   Chaplaiks  —  Tnx   Sooiety   of    "The   Holy   Cross" — 

Question,  Mr.  Whallejr ;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton 
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068 
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068 
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070 
071 
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Navt— H.M.8.  "Inflexible" — A  OoionrTEB  of  Irqtjiet*— Question,  Sr 

John  Hay ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  .  •      972 

EussLA.  AND  Turkey — Eumottred  Intebvention — Question,  Mr.  Whalley ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  •  •      972 

PABLLiMENT — SuPPLY — ObDEB  OF  BxTSINBSS — ^REBOLXmOK — 

Movedy  '*  That,  after  the  Order  of  the  Bay  for  the  Second  Roadinff  of  the  Soath  Africa 
Bill,  this  Houae  will  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of  Supply/*— (Jfr,  Ch<mc$Uor  •/ 
the  Sxehequer)  s,  . .  . .  . .  •  •       972 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 

South  Africa.  BiU  ILorde^  [Bill  196]- 
Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"--(i/r.  /.  Lowther)    . .     974 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave   out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end 

of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three  months," — {Mr. 

Courtney.) 
After  debate,  Question  put,  "That  the  word  *now'  stand  part  of  the 

Question :  "—The  House  divided;  Ayes  81,  Noes  19;  Majority  62.— 

(Div.  Lkt,  No.  226.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time^  and  cowmMed 
for  Thursday. 

SxTPPLY — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  : " — 

Bboadmoob  Cbdonal  Lttnatic  Asylttk — Bepobt  of  the  Cokhitteb  — 
Observations,  Mr.  Bylands ;  Reply,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  •  •  1003 

TuBKEY — Bosnia — Despatch  of  Consttl  Holmes — Observations,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre ;  Reply,  Mr.  Bourke : — Short  debate  thereon     1010 

The  Estimates,  1876-7  —  Wbit  and  Seal  Office  (Ibelaito) — ^Resolu- 
tion— Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That "  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *'  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  the  action  of  the  Treasury  in  omitting  to  place 
a  Vote  on  the  Estimates  for  the  finanrial  year  1876-7,  for  the  payment  of  the 
salary  fixed  by  Statute  to  be  paid  to  the  Junior  Clerk  of  the  Writ  and  Seal  Office 
in  Ireland,  to  which  office  Mr.  D.  R.  Pigot,  junior,  was  appointed  on  the  20th  day 
of  November  1876,  as  directed  by  the  Statute  13  Vic  c.  18,  s.  88,  and  the  duties  <» 
which  he  still  discharges,  is  inconsistent  with  the  intentions  and  spirit  of  the  Act 
17  and  18  Vic.  c.  94,  by  which  the  payments  of  salaries,  declared  |)ayable  by 
Statute  to  the  holders  of  certain  freehold  offices  held  during  good  behaviour,  were 
transferred  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the  Estimates,  without  any  intention  of 
thereby  diminishing  the  security  of  such  payments,  further  than  subjecting  them  to 
the  control  of  Parliament  by  an  annual  Vote  of  this  House," — (iff.  Cbyot,) — 
instead  thereof  ..  ..  ..  ..   1033 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  " — ^After  short  deoate.  Question  put : — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  227,  Noes  38;  Majority  189.— (Div. I^,  No.  227.) 

Russia — Hon.  Colonel  Wellesley — Militaby  Attache — Observations, 
Qeneral  Shute;  Reply,  Mr.  Oathome  Hlurdy : — Short  debate  thereon     1031 

Main  Question,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Cbair,"  bv  leave, 
withdrawn : — Committee  deferred  till  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  tiie  olook. 

Game  Laws  (Sootland)  Amendment  BUI— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Lords  Amendments  be  now  taken  into  Consideration," 
— {Mr.  M Lagan)  ..  ..  .,  ..1087 

After  short  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  181,  Noes 
27;  Majority  104.— (Div.  List,  No.  228.) 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (Ifr.  Pamett :) — Question 
put,  and  agreed  to  .-—Debate  adjourned  till  Thureday. 
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Wine  and  BeexiiooM  Aot  (1869)  Amendment  Bill  [BiU  177]^ 

Movmt,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Moond  time/'-<ifr.  8ta9$ley  HilT\  1088 
Movdf  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned/' — {Lord  Fy$d&riek  Cavmdiih :} 
— ^After  short  debate.  Motion  agr$0d  to : — Debate  adfoumed  till  W$dn$%day, 

Wats  akd  Means — 

ComuUrtd  in  Ckmxmitiee. 

(Tn  the  Committee.) 
R$$ok0d^  That,  towards  making  ffood  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Maleity  for  the 

year  ending  on  the  Slit  daj  of  March  1878,  the  aum  of  £20,000,000  he  granted 

out  of  the  Conaolidated  Fond  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
Reiolotion  to  be  reported  T^o^morrow^  at  Two  of  the  dock ;  Oommittee  to  lit  again 

upon  W9dH$$day* 

L0ED8,  TUESDAY,  JULY  10. 

AanzAifB  Am)  Laboxtrsb^'  Dwzllikgs  Acr^DEMOLrrioNs  nr  Fbttbb  Lake 

—Observations,  The  Earl  of  Shaftesbui]^  ;  I^lj»  ^^jarl  Beauohamp   . .  1089 

Nayt — H.M.S.  "Inflsxiblb"  —  Observations,  The  Duke  of  Somerset; 

Beplj,  The  Duke  of  Biohmond  and  Gordon  . .  . .  1040 

New  Forest  Bill  (No.  120)— 
House  in  Oommittee ;  Bill  reporUd^  without  Amendment ;  and  to  be  read 
8*  on  Thwriday  next  . .  • .  . .  1041 


COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  10. 

IiTLAjn)  BxvEVUB— Srinrrs  vx  Bond — Questioa,  Mr.  O'SuUiyan ;  Answer, 

The  Ohanoellor  of  tiie  Ezohequer  . .  . .  . .  1041 

EdUOATIOIT  DbPABTMSKT — CONTBRXNOB  ON  DoiOSTIO  EOOXTOICT,  BmciHaHAM 

— Question,  Mr.  MuntE ;  Answer,  Yisoount  Sandon       . .  . .  1042 

Nayt — English  Offiobbs  nr  thb  Tukkish  Sbeyiob— Question,  Mr.  W. 

Whitworth ;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  . .  1043 

BussiA  jlkd  Turkbt — ^BiTMOVBXD  LrrBBYBimoN — Question,  Mr.  Whallej; 

Answer,  The  Ohanoellor  of  the  Ezohequer  . .  . .  1044 

Navy — ^Thb  Naval   Oollbob  Sitb,  Dabtmouth— Question,  Sir  Frederick 

Perkins;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton       . .  . .  . .  1045 

South  Africa  Bill— Notice,  Mr.  B.  Jenkins ;  Questions,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster, 

Mr.  Mimtz ;  Answers,  The  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  1045 

Thb   Maoistbaot   (Ibblaxtd) — Mb.   William  Amoxxtxix — Question,  Mr. 

Sullivan;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  1046 

SxTPPLT — Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'<  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair :  "— 

OnriL  Sertiob  Estimatbs— Thb  Education  Yotbs — Dbpaetxbntal  Statb- 
MBNT  —  Paeliahxnt— Bulbs  and  Fbaotiob  of  thb  Housb— Observa- 
tions, Yisooimt  Sandon  . .  . .  1047 

After  short  debate,  Mo9$d^  "  That  this  House  do  now  ac^oum," — (Jfr. 
Wittiam  Edward  Jbri^:)— After  ftirther  short  debate,  Motion,  by 
leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair:"— 

TBAnmro  Oollbobs — ^BBSOLunoN — ^Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaTe  out  from  the  word  "That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  ordar  to  add  the 
worda  "the  English  Education  Oode,  by  reqoixing  that  all  atudenta  of  training 
college  rerHving  OoTi^mmrat  aid  mutt  rptido  within  fcioh  coUegee,  a  condition 
not  iinpoeed  by  the  Hootch  Code,  and  by  withholding  from  graduatea  of  univeraitiei 
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SuppLT—Order  for  Oommittee  read— Tbadtino  OoLiMOB^^Bmojjmov^-^otUinmd, 

the  enoouragement  offered  by  the  Scotch  Code  to  enter  on  the  |»rofe8Bion  of  Ele- 
mentary Teachers,  tends  to  increase  the  cost  of  the  erection  and  maintenance  of  these 
colleges,  and  to  dimimsh  the  numW  of  diUy  qualified  teachers/' — {Mr.  StmmUon^) — 
instead  thereof  ••  ..  ..  ..    1053 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question : " — After  short  debate,  Question  put : — ^The  House 
divided;  Ayes  121,  Noes  78 ;  Majority  48.— (Diy.  List,  No.  229.) 

Eduoation  Department — School  Boabds — Selbotion  of  Subjects — Ob- 
servations, Sir  John  Lubbock : — Short  debate  thereon    . .  , .   1060 

Edxtcatiok  Defabtmbnt — ^Allowances  and  Pensions  of  Teachbbs — 
Observations,  Lord  Francis  Henrej : — Short  debate  thereon  . .   1069 

The  ExPENDiTimE  on  Elementary  Education— Observations,  Mr.  Oham- 
berlain ;  Beply,  Viscount  Sandon  . .  • .  • .   1072 

ULaia  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
a^eedto. 

SUPPLT — eamidered  in  Oommittee— Oivil  Service  Estimates — 

(La  the  Oommittee.) 
Olass  IV. — ^Education,  Science,  and  Art. 

(i .)  £1 ,260,829,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Pahlic  Education,  England  and  Wales.— After 
dkort  dehftte,  Vote  iyr«Mf  to  ..    1079 

(a.)  £224,689,  to  complete  the  ram  for  the  Scienoe  and  Art  Department,  a^r§0d  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Queition  propoeed,  **  That  a  som,  not  exceeding  £288,782,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  lum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  <h  March 
1878,  for  Public  Education  in  Scotland  "  . .  . .  . .   1084 

Mofwlf  '*That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— (ifr. 
L^oH  FUyfair:) — JHoMon  agr$$d  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;  Oommittee  also  report  Progpress ; 
to  sit  ag^ain  T6-morrow. 

PubUo  Health  (Ireland)  BUI  [Bill  116]— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  . .  . .  . .  1085 

After  sbort  debate.  Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  ten  minutes  to  Seyen  of  the  dock. 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dock. 
Ikdia  Tariff — Impobt  Dutibs  on  Ootton  Manufaotubbs — Bbsolution — 

Mo9od^  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Duties  now  levied  upon  Ck>tton 
Manufactures  imported  into  India,  being  protectiye  in  their  nature,  are  contrary 
to  sound  commercial  policy,  and  ought  to  be  repealed  without  delay," — {Mr,  BirUf)  , ,   1085 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word ''  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  the  present  condition  of  the  finances  of  India^  it  is  not  possible  to  abandon 
the  greater  paii  of  the  Import  Duties  without  an  extensive  re-a<yustment  of  the  finan- 
cial system,  and  a  fair  consideration  of  other  claims  to  renussion  of  taxation," — (^i> 
Ooorg$  Campb^ttf) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question : " — After  long  debate,  Ainendment,  by  leaye,  witMraum, 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  add,  at  the  end  of  the  Question,  the  words  *'  so  soon  as  the  financial  condition  of 
India  will  permit," — {Lord  Owrge  Hamilton,) 
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Ikoia  Tabxf^— Impoet  Btmii  oir  Oorroir  MunrvAomM— RisoLvnoir— Mn^^mMf. 
Qaestioiii  **  That  those  words  be  there  added/'  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Ss$Qk$4^  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thii  Honie,  the  Duties  now  levied  upon  Cotton  Hanu- 
faoturee  imported  into  India,  being  proteotiye  in  their  nature,  are  contrary  to  aound 
commercial  poliov,  and  ought  to  be  repealed  without  delay,  so  soon  as  the  financial 
condition  of  India  will  permit. 

Wats  aitd  Mxaits —  \ 

Conaolidated  Fond  (£90,000,000)  BiU- ) 

Raiolution  [ Jnly  01  r^parUd^  and  agr§9d  to ;— Bill  ordir$d  (Mr,  Baik^t  Mr,  ChmMlkr  of 
th$  Ettehiquer^  Mr,  Wiiliam  H^nry  Smith)  ;  prttmt^df  and  read  the  first  time  . .    1 128 

Ohuboh  of  Evoulnd  Endowxutts— Besolation,  Ifr.  Whallej  . .  1128 

[House  counted  out.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JULY  11. 

BoADS  AITD  Brxdobs  (Sootlakd)  Bill — Qucstions,  Sir  Bobert  Anstruther, 

Sir  Windham  Anstruther ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  . .  1129 

Ohuroh  Bates  Abolition  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  80]— 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Mr,  McLaren)     . .  1180 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  now,''  and  at  i^e  end 

of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  three  months,''  — 

{Mr.  Mark  Stmcart.) 
After  long  debate.  Question  put,  *'  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of 

the  Question:" — The  House  divided;  Ayes  148,  Noes  204;  Majority 

61.— (Diy.  List,  No.  230.) 
Words  added : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to : — Second 

Beading  jm^  offtov  three  months. 

Irish  Peerage  Bill  {Lorde)  [Bill  110]— 

Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— ( Jfr.  Phtnket)        . .  1 1 64 
After  short  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  dock, 
the  Debate  stood  acyoumed  till  To-morrow, 

Begistration  of  Leases  (Scoilaad)  Act  (1867)  Amendment  VISir-0rd$r$4  (Mr. 

MontpomirU,  Mr,  MMckintoeh,  Sir  WilUem  CWmi^Aowm)  ;  pr$Hnt$d,  and  rMd  the  flnt 
time  [Bill  246]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1167 

LOBDS,  THTJBSDAT,  JULY  12. 

Their  Lordships  haTing  gone  through  the  Business  on  the  Paper,  without' 
debate  [House  adjourned] 

COMMONS,  THUESDAT,  JOLT  12. 

MiTBOPous — Nkw   Lodgx   nc   Htdb   Pabx — Question,  Sir  Oharles  W. 

Dilke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gerard  Noel  . .  . .  .  •   1168 

Thb  SooTHXBif  Paoitic — Thb   Samoa   Islaicds — Question,    Mr.  Baxter; 

Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  ..  1168 

Qtjnir   Aiocb's   Boitktt   Boabd  —  Question,    Mr.   Bass ;   Answer,    Mr. 

Auheton  Gross  . .   1 1 60 

OiBRAi/rAM — Nsw  OusTOM  Houss  BiouLATioNS — Qucstion,  Mr.  Mac  Irer; 

Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  . .   1 160 

South   Aibiga   OoinriDBBATiON — Thb    Tbamstaal    TBBBrroBT— Question, 

Mr.  A.  MiUs ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  . .   1170 

Thb  Oiyil  Sbbvxob — Writsbs   in  GovBRirMKin'  Opfioes — Question,  Mr. 

Gordon ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  • .  1171 
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TuBKBT— BsLBABB  OT  BuxMLBXAM  PiUKWJttB- ■Qoogtion,  Ut.  Btacter;  An* 

Bwer,  Mr.  Bourke  ..  ..  ..  ..    1171 

Ohbist's   Hospital — Suioidb   of    a   Soholab — Question,   Mr.    Serjeant 

Sherlock ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Gross     . .  . .    1I7S 

Thb   Society   op   the   Holy  Oboss — '*Thb   Priest  nr  Absoltttiow" — 

—Question,  Mr.  Hussej  Yivian;   Answer,  The   Ohanoellor   of  the 

Exchequer      . .  . .  . .  • .  . .    1 174 

Abhy— School  of  Military  Enginebrinq  at  Chatham — Question,  Mr. 

H.  B.  Samuelson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oa&ome  Hardy  . .  • ,    1175 

BussiA   AND   Turkey  —  Alleged   Bxtssiah   Atrooitibs— Questions,  Ifr. 

Bitchie,  Sir  George  Bowjer;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke,  The  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer    . .  . .  . .  . .  .  •    1 175 

Army  Medical  Officers  Betireicbnt — Question,  Dr.  Ward;  Answer,  Mr. 

Qathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .  .  •   1 176 

Endowed   Schools  —  Stamfordham   School— Question,    Mr.   Beaumont ; 

Answer,  Yisoount  Sandon    . .  • .  • .  . .   II 76 

Indian  War  Charges — Question,  Lord  Frederick  Oayendish ;  Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .   1 177 

Army — ^Begihental  Majors  and  Liexttenant   Colonels — Question,  Mr. 

Stacpoole;  Answer,  Mr.  Qathome  Hardy  . .   1177 

France — Passports — Question,  Mr.  Bepton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  .  •   1178 

Navy — Betired  Nayal  Officers — Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor;  Answer, 

Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  ..  ..  1178 

Criminal  Law— Conveyance  of  Prisoners- Question,  Mr.  Paget;   An- 
swer, Mr.  Asdbeton  Cross    ••  ..  ..  ..  1179 

Navy  —  The   New   Naval   College,    Dartmouth  —  Question,    Sir   H. 

Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  . .  . .   1179 

The  Colorado  Beetle — Question,  Captain  fTolan;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 

Hioks-Beach  ..  ..  ..  ..1180 

Peru  —  The   Pbruvl^n    Iron-clad    "  Huascar  "  —  Question,    Captain 

Pirn ;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  . .  . .  . .  1 180 

Navy — H.M.S.  ''L^jexible" — Question,  Captain  Pirn;  Answer,  Mr.  A. 

F.  Egerton     ..  ..  ..  ,.  ..  1181 

United  States — ^Thb  Philadelphia  Exhibition — The  Beport — Question, 

Sir  Henry  Havelock ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  . .  . .   1181 

The  Burials  Question  —  Notice  of  Motion  Withdrawn— Question,  Mr. 

Hussey  Vivian ;  Answer,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan  . .  , ,  1181 

Sale  op  Lttoxicatinq  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Bill— Question,  M^. 

Bichard  Smyth ;  Answer,  The  Obancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . «  1 1 82 

Mov^df  ''That  this  House  do  now  adjourn,"  —  {Mr.  Sullivan:) — ^After 
debate.  Question  put,  and  m^mi. 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

'Inland    Navigation   (Ireland)— Balunamorb   Canal  —  Observations, 
Captain  O'Beime ;  Beply,  Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaoh  . .  1201 

SUPPLY — e<m9%d$r$d  in  Committee— Civil  Sbrvicb  Estimates — Class  IV. 
— ^Education,  Scibnce,  and  Art — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(i.)  £288,782,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Public  Education,  SooUand.— After  debftte, 

Vot6«^r«Mfto  ..  ..  1204 

(fl.)  £430,236,  to  oomplete  the  sum  for  PubUo  Education,  Ireland.— After  debate, 

yote«^r»wfto         ..  ..  ..  ..     1228 

(3.)  £20,028,  to  oom^leea  the  lun  for  the  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland'i  Offioet.— 

After  ihort  debate,  vote  «frfMf  to  ..  1238 

(4.)  £300,  to  complete  the  aum  for  the  Boundary  Surrey,  Ireland,  agr$$d  to, 
(5.)  £1,486,  to  oomplete  the  aum  for  the  Charitable  Ibonationa  and  Bequeata  Office, 

Ir^and,  ugrnd  to. 
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SvmT  — OlYIL    SlBTIOB    EtTIIUTIt— OXJkM    IV.— EdVOATION,    SonifOB,    AMD     AST— 

Oommittoe— MM^iMMMi. 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Quattloii  propoied,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £96,184,  be 
granted  to  Her  Hi^eity,  to  complete  the  sum  neoesaary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  ooune  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of 
March  1878,  for  the  Si^ariei  and  Ezpenaea  of  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
Ireland "  •  •  •  •  1237 

Motion  made,  and  Queftion  propoaed,  '*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £93,184,  be 

nted,  Ac/'— (JTr.  M$idon ;)— After  ihort  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
m. 
Original  Qaeation  again  propoied. 

MoSon  made,  and  Question  propoied,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £93,984,  be 
granted,  Ac," — (ifr.  6^«y  .*)— Question  put:— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  34, 
Noes  166 ;  Majority  122.--(Div.  list,  No.  231.) 
Original  Question  put,  and  a^nd  to. 

Betolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  olook ;  Oommittee  to 
ait  again  To'tnorrow,  at  Two  of  the  olook. 

Poet  Office  Money  Ordere  Bill  [BiU  212]— 

Movidf  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time," — {Lord  John 
3fann4r$)  . .  •  •  1240 

Mov0d,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (5ir  John  Lubhock:)-- 
Motion  0^$^  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

Game  Laws  (Scotland)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  238]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [9th  July]f 
''  That  the  Amendments  made  by  the  Lords  to  the  Bill  be  now  taken 
into  consideration :  " — Debate  resumed  . .  1240 

Lords  Amendments  comtdered,  and  agreod  to. 

L0ED8,  FEEDAT,  JULY  18. 

SociXTY  OF  THX  HoLT  Oboss — ^Th£  Bxv.  E.  H.  Oboss — Observations,  Lord 

Oranmore  and  Browne  . .  1242 

Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Bill  (Nos.  114,  188)— 

House  in  Oommittee  (on  Be-oommitment),  acoordin^  to  Order  . .   1242 

Amendments  made ;  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Tuesday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended  (No.  146.) 

Thb  Obdkakoi  Survst — ^Bsduotiok  of  Staff — Question,  The  Marquess  of 

Lansdowne ;  Answer,  The  Duke  of  Bichmond  and  (Gordon  . .   1267 

COMMONS,  FEIDAT,  JULY  18. 

PiAOB  PassBBVATioxr  (Ieklakd)  Act,   1871^Thb   Oouhty  of   Louth — 

Question,  Mr.  Kirk ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  1268 

PiAOB   Pbxsxbvation   (Irxland)   Act,    1871— Extra   Pouob   m   Ibish 

Ooimms — Question,  Mr.  Kirk;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach     . .  1268 

SuPFLT — Order  fbr  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  theOhair:'' — 

Oomnorr  Prisovs — Disoipuini  Am)  MAKAQXioDrr — Addebss  for  a  Botal 
OoKXissiON — Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **ThAt  to  the  end  of  the  Queetion,  in  order  to  add  the 
woidi  *'  in  the  opinion  of  this  Uouee,  f adlitiee  for  the  independent  inspection  of 
cooTiot  eetabliihmentf  ihould  he  prorided ;  and  that  an  humble  Addreae  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Mi^eity,  praying  that  a  Rojral  Commiwion  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  diaoipline  ana  management  of  theee  priaona,**^(irr.  Purmll^)-^ 
matead  thereof  •.  ..   1269 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question : " — After  short  deDate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  with' 
drawn. 

Main  Question,  '^^That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

VOL.  OOXXXY.   [third  sxrhs.]     [  #  ] 
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SUPPLY— rofiMd^rwf  in  Committee— Civil  Ssstiob  EnnaTSS— Oc.488  U. 
— Salabibs  and  Expenses  of  Public  Depaethsnts — 

(Li  the  Committee.) 

^i.)  £4,476,  to  complete  the  soin  for  the  Publio  Reoord  Office,  Ireland. 

(9.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £21,996,  \m 

granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 

will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  81st  day  en  March 

1878,fortheSalariesandEzpensesof  the  Office  of  Public  Wortm  in  Ireland''      ..      1278 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £12,996,  be 

granted,  &o,"'^{Captain  (/Beirm:) — After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leare,  wUh^ 

drawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  a^rted  to, 
(3.)  £12,279,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Begifltrar  Qeneral*s  Department,  Ao., 

Ireland. 
(4.)  £16,808,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  G^eral  Surrey  and  Yaluation,  Ireland. — 

Alter  short  debate.  Vote  agretd  to  . .  • .     1286 

(5.)  £61,100,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland,  •gro$d  to. 

Class  m. — Law  and  Justiob. 

(6.)  £46,987,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Law  Charges. — After  short  debate.  Vote 
m^rttdto  1386 

(7.)  £132,710,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Criminal  Prosecutions. 
(8.)  £132,630,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Uie  Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .     1386 

(9.)  £47,160,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Queen's  Bench,  Common  Pleas,  and  Ex* 

chequer  Divisions  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agrt^d  to    1292 
(10.)  £69,967,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Probate  and  Divorce  Registries  of  the  High 

Court  of  Justice. 
(11.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £9,831,  be 
granted  to  Her  Migesty,  to  oommete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  3t  March 
1878,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Offices  of  uie  Admiralty  Registrar  and 
Marshal  of  the  Probate,  Divorce,  and  Admiralty  Division  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice"  ..  ..  ..  1292 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £8,231,  be 
granted,  &c.,**— (5ir  Charlu  W,  JHlk$  .^—After  short  debate,  Motfon,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  ap'dtd  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £9,192,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  whidi 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  Si  March 
1878,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Wreck  Commissioner  "     . .     1293 

After  short  debate,  it  being  10  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  dook,  the 
House  re9um$d : — Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Oom- 
mittee  also  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  thU  day, 

Christ's  Hospital--Suioidb  of  a  Soholab— Explanation,  Mr.  Aflshetoa 

Cross  •  •  •  •  1M4 

And  it  being  Seven  of  the  dook,  House  suspended  its  Sitting. 

House  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dook. 

SuFPLY — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

[House  oounted  out.] 

LOEDS,  MONDAY,  JULY  16. 

Privatb  Bills  —  Post  Offiob  (Tklbo&aphb) — Trs  Txlxorapb  Clattsbs — 

The  Christchurdi  Gas  Bill,  having  been  read  a  third  titae,  it  was  moved 

to  insert  certain  of  the  clauses  proposed  by  the  Post  Office  Authorities 

to  be  inserted  in  Private  Bills  which  may  affect  the  Post  Office  Tde- 

gpraph  system. 

On  Question  ?  Motion  ayr#Ml  io. 

V^oT^si  {The  Earl  of  Red$9dah  and  Lwrd  Eammm)  •.  •.  1296 
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Gbdcx  (IbKiAiiix) — ^Pboteotion  of  Lifb — liEGieiiATiov — ObsGTvationSi  Lord 

Oranmore  and  Browne : — Stort  debate  thereon  . .  . .  1297 

PRBOooNinoK  (Scotland) — Sudden  an^^^spioioxts  Deaths — ^Motion  fob 
Retttbks — 

Moved  for,  Returns  from  each  county  in  Scotland  of  the  nnml)er  of  cases  of  sudden  death 
or  of  death  under  suspicious  or  mdmown  circumstances  which  have  heen  the^  subject  of 
precognition  by  procurators  fiscal  in  each  of  the  jeam  1876-76;  also  flpediSdng  the 
number  of  such  cases  as  have  afterwards  been  the  subject  of  criminal  trials, — {The  Sari 
of  MifUo)  ..  ..  ..  ••1316 

Aftte  short  debate,  Motion  amended,  and  agreed  to ;  Betoms  ordered  to 
be  laid  before  the  House. 


COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JULY  16. 

EoiPT — ^Cezttbal   Afeioa — The  King  of  Uganda — Question,  Sir  Eobert 

Anstruther;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .  . .  1317 

Oake  Laws  (Scotland) — Employment  of  Constables — Question,  Mr.  J. 

W.  Barclay;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . ,   1318 

TunxEY — BuLQABiA — The  Pbotectorate  of  the  Czae  —  Question,  Mr.  E. 

Jenkins ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  ..  ..  ..1319 

Navy — H.M.S.  **  Inflexible  " — The  Committee  of  Inquiey — Questions, 

Sir  John  Hay,  Mr.  Gourley ;  Answers,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  . .  1320 

Mbtbopolis    Watee   Act,    1871 — Southwark    and    Vauxhall   Wateb 

Supply — Question,  Colonel  North ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  . .   1820 

Public  Health — Small-Poz  (Metkopolis)— Question,  Dr.  Lush;  Answer, 

Mr.  Sclater-Booth  . .  . .  . .  . .  1321 

AsicY — ^MsDioAL   Sbbyicb,    India — Question,    Dr.    Lush;   Anflwer^  Lord 

George  Hamilton  . .  . .  . .  . .  1322 

The  Persian  Embassy,  1873 — Question,  Sir  Thomas  Chambers;  Answer, 

Mr.  Bourke     . .  . .  . .  . .  ^  . .   1322 

Local  Fnr ance — Scotch,  Welsh,  and  Colonial  Loans — Question,  General 

Sir  George  Balfour;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  . .  . .  1323 

Criminal   Law  —  Sane  and    Insane   Prisoners  —  Question,   Sir  Joseph 

Bailey;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross        . .  . .  . .  1323 

Post  Office  Telegraph  Department — The  Eoyal  Engineers — Question, 

Sir  Edward  Watkin ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners         . .  . .  1324 

BUSSIA  AND  TXTRKEY  —  TUREISH  BLOCKADE  OF  THE  BlACX  SeA — QuestioUS, 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .   1324 

Navy — H.M.S.  "Inflexible'* — Question,  Captain  Pirn;  Answer,  Mr.  A. 

F.  Egerton     . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1325 

Peru — The   Peruvian  Ironclad   "  Huascar  " — Question,  Captain  Pirn ; 

Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  . .  . .  . .  1325 

Cattle  Disease  (Ireland)  Act — Importation   of  Stock  into  Ireland — 

Question,  Mr.  Pemberton;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  1326 

National  School  Teachers  and  Tenant-Biqht  —  Question,  Mr.  Mitchell 

Henry;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  . .  1326 

Criminal  Law — Alleged  Miscarriage  of  Justice — Case  of  Styran  and 

Crowther — Question,  Mr.  J.  Cowen ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  1327 
National  Teachers   Act,    1875 — ^Workhouse   Teachers — Question,  Mr. 

Charles  Lewis ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach         . .  . .  1327 

Irish  Land  Act,  1870 — Clerks  of  the  Peace  (Ireland) — Question,  Mr. 

Charles  Lewis;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach         . .  . .  1328 

The    Cattle    Plague  —  Spread    of    the    Disease  —  Question,    Colonel 

Kingscote ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon       ..  ..  ..   1329 

Plumstead  Common — Legal  Proceedings — Question,  Mr.  Boord ;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche<^uer  .  •  • .  • .  1329 
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Supply — Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair : " — 

CONTROLLEB    OP    THE  STATIONERY  OeFIOE  —  APPOINTMENT  OP  Mr.  T.    D. 

PiGOTT — Eesoltjtion — Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That  *'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *'  having  regard  to  the  recommendations  made  in  1874  by  the  Select 
Committee  on  Public  Departments  (Purchases,  &o.),  this  House  is  of  opinion  that 
the  recent  appointment  ox  Controller  of  Her  Majesty's  Stationery  Office  is  oidculated 
to  diminish  the  usefulness  and  influence  of  Select  Committees  of  this  House,  and  to 
discourage  the  interest  and  zeal  of  officials  employed  in  the  Public  Department* 
of  the  State,'* — (Jfr.  John  Holmt,) — ^instead  thereof  *  . .    1 350 

After  debate,  Question  put,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question:  " — The  House  divided;  Ayes  152,  Noes  156; 
Majority  4.— (Div.  List,  No.  283.) 

Words  added : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Supply — Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  this  House  will  im- 
mediately resolve  itself  into  the  Oommittee  of  Supply,"^  J^r.  Chan' 
eeUor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

Science  and  Abt  Defabtmeitt — Pbovinoial  Sctentipio,  and  Industbial 
Museums — Observations,  Mr.  Ohamberlain ;  Beply,  Viscount  Sandon  : 
— Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .  . .   1348 

• 

Law  and  Justice — Detention  in  Prison  befori^  Tbial — Observations, 
Sir  William  Haroourt ;  Beply,  Mr.  Assheton  Gross        . .  . .   1 354 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Reeoked,  That  this  House  will  immediatelj 
resolve  itself  into  the  Oommittee  of  Supply. 

BTTPFLY^-eoneidered  in  Oommittee— Oivil  Sebvicb  Estdcatbs— Olass  m. 
— Law  and  Justice — 

(Li  the  Oommittee.) 

(i.)  £9,192,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Wreck  Ck>mmifl8ioner*8  Offioe. — ^After  ihort 
debate,  Vote  a^eed  to  . .  . .  . .     1 35S 

(2.)  £36,340,  to  complete  the  flom  for  the  London  Bankruptcy  Ck>iirt 

($S  £316,643,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  County  Courts. 

(4.)  £3,918,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Land  Registry  Office         . .  . .     1360 

After  short  debate,  Amendment  proposed,  "That  the  Vote  be  disallowed,*' — (Mr. 
Dilluyn ;}— After  further  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leaTe,  unthdrawn  : — Vote 
agreed  to, 

(5.)  £10,746,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Police  Courts,  London  and  Sheemess. — 
Alter  short  debate.  Vote  agrf^d  to  • .  . .  .  •     136S 

(6.)  £261,892,  to  complete  Uie  sum  for  the  Metropolitan  Police. — ^After  short  debate, 
Vote  agreed  to        ,,  . .  . .     1363 

(7.)  £869,098,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Police,  Counties  and  Boroughs    (Great 
Britain). — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ,.  . .  . .     1363 

(8.)  £340,086,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Convict  EstabUahments  in  England  and  the 
Colonies. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ,,  •  •  . .     1366 

(9.)  £74,187,  to  complete  the  sum  for  County  Prisons,  &c. 

(10.)  £174,263,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools. — After 
short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ,,  . .  . .  . .     1367 

(11.)  £21,344,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum. — After 
short  debate.  Vote  o^rMff  to  ••  ..  ••  ••     1367 

fia.)  £18,690,  Miscellaneous  Legal  Charges. 

(13.)  £61,608,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Lord  Advooate  and  Criminal  Ptooeedings, 

Scotland. 
(14.)  £46,898,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Courts  of  Law  and  Justice,  Scotland.— After 

short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ,,  ••  . .  • .     1371 

(15.)  £26,614,  to  compete  the  sum  for  the  Register  Hotise  Departments,  Edinburgh. — 
After  short  debate,  vote  agreed  to  . .  . .     1373 

(16.)  £16,671,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Prisons  and  Judicial  Statistics,  Scotland. 
(17.)  £63,428,  to  complete  the   sum  for  Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Proeeoutions, 

Ireland. 
(18.)  £30,379,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Court  of  Chancery,  Ireland* 
(19.)  £21,126,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Common  Law  Courts,  Ireland. 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 
[July  16.]  Pasf0 

SiTPTiiY— OrriL  Sbbtiob  Estimatu  —  Clam   m.— Law   and   Jvsnoi— Ckmimitto»— 

|to.^  £6,768,  to  complete  the  imn  for  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Ireland, 
a  1 .1  £8,488,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Landed  Eatatee  Couti,  Ireland, 
^ai.i  £8,648,  to  complete  the  lum  for  the  Court  of  Probate,  Ireland, 
^aj.  1  £1,200,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Admiralty  Court  Registry,  Ireland. 
a4. 1  £13,628,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Registry  of  Deeds,  Ireland. 
(ac.S  £2,060,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Registry  of  Judgments,  Ireland, 
(ao.)  £97,391,  to  complete  the  sum  for  iM  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police. — After  short 

dobate.  Vote  offrwd  to  .,  . .     1376 

(a  7.)  £786,030,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Constabulary,  Ireland. — After  short  debate, 

Vote  Offreed  to        ,,  . .  . .  . .  .  •     1378 

(a8.)  £29,800,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Oovemment  Prisons,  Ac,  Ireland. — ^After 

short  debate,  Vote  a^refd  to  ,,  . .  . .  .  •     1381 

(29.)  £68.132,  to  complete  the  sum  for  County  Prisons  and  Reformatories,  Ireland. — 

After  short  debate,  vote  offrnd  to  1382 

(30.)  £4,427,  to  complete  Uie  sum  for  the  Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum, 

Ireland. 
(31.)  £61,666,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Miscellaneous  Legal  Charges,  Ireland.— After 

abort  debate.  Vote  dyr«Mf  to  ..  ..     1382 

Besolations  to  be  reported  To-marraw,  at  Two  of  the  olook;  Committee 
to  sit  again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

Solway  Salmon  Fifheries  Bill~^^<^^  (Th4  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  8$eretary  Oott); 

pr0omt$d,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  260]  . .     1383 

Saint  Catherine*!  Harbour,  Jeriey,  WOl—Ordertd  {Mr,  muiam  H0nry  Smith,  Mr, 

8oer0t0rff  Crott) ;  presmtfd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  261]  .  •  . .     1383 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Worki  (Money)  Bm—Ordortd  {Mr.  WiUitm  Stnry  Smith, 

Mr,  Chanoillor  of  the  Exchequer) ;  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  262]  . .     1383 

Treaaorj  Chest  Fond  BUi— Ordered  {Mr,  WiUiem  Senry  Smith,  Mr,  Chanoelior  of  the 

Bxehequer);  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  268]  . .     1388 

LOEDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  17. 
TTnlveniU60  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  BiU  (Nos.  114,  188, 146)— 

Amendments  r^orUd  (according  to  Order)   . .  . .  1884 

Further  Amendments  made: — Bill  to  be  read  8*  on   Thunday  next; 
and  to  be  prinUd,  as  amended.    (No.  151.) 

BxvisioN     OF     THB    laisB    STATUTES  —  Quostion,    Observations,    Lord 

0*Hagan ;  Beply,  The  Lord  Ohancellor    . .  . .  . .   1384 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  17. 

Thb  Snurrs  Sxttlbiocnts — Tni  Malat  PsimrsuLA — Expsirsss  of  ths 

Oampaiow— Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  1887 
Navt  —  Ektham    Factory  —  Cask  of   Edwaud    Owwcs— Question,  Mr. 

Pulesten;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  £k;erton      . .  . .  . .   1888 

BussTA  AKD  Turkey— Thi  War— Neutral  Vessels  nr  the  Black  Sea— 

Questions,  Mr.  Qourley,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke ;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  1388 
BussiA  AKD  Turkey— The  War— War  Iktrllioekce— The   Ameer    of 

Kashoar— Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  1 390 
Peru  — The   Perutiak   Loaks   of    1870-1872— Question,  Mr.   Bylands; 

Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  ••  13^1 

BUTPLY-'-'COfMUrid  in  Committee— Civil  Service  Estimates— Class  IV. 
«— Eduoatiok,  ScnoroE,  akd  Art — 

(La  the  Committee.) 

(i.)  £6,176,  to  oomplet«  the  fom  for  the  National  Gallery ,  yreed  to. 

It.)  £1,400,  to  complete  the  earn  for  the  National  Portrait  Oallerj,  agreed  to, 

[%.)  £0,260,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Learned  Sodetiea  and  Sdentiflo  Inveetigation.— 

After  ihort  debate,  Vote  e^fwt' fo  ..  1802 

(4.)  £7,070,  to  complete  the  ium  for  the  Univcrmty  of  I/mdon,  agreed  to. 

£3,000,  to  complete  the  aum  for  the  Deep  Idea  exploring  Expedition,  agreed  to. 


ai 
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Supply — Citil   Sbbtios   Bbtoiatbs  —  Glass  IV.—Editqatiok,  8ciiifOB»   aitd 
Committee — continued. 

(6,)  £9,200,  to  complete  t2ie  sum  for  the  Paris  InteniAtiaiisl  EzhibttioiL— After  diori 
debate,  Vote  o^fwrf  to  ..  ..  ..  •-     14W 

h,)  £2,072,  to  complete  the  sum  lor  the  Board  of  Educaiioii,  Scotland,  it^r$$d  to. 

Vs.)  £18,964,  to  complete  the  sum  for  UmTersities,  ftc,  in  Scotland,  a^tmnI  to. 

C9.)  £1,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  National  GaUisnr  &c,  Scotland,  offrtid  to. 
(lo.)  £440,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  CommiaaionerB  of  Edacation  (£ndowed  Schools), 

Ireland,  agretd  to. 
^11.^  £1,789,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  National  Gallery  of  Ireland,  ngrnd  to. 
(I  a.)  £3,494,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Queen's  Uniyersity,  Ireland,  a^retd  to. 
(13.)  £9,404,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Queen's  Colleges,  Ireland,  agreed  to. 

Class  V. — Colonial,   ConsulaBi   and   otheb  Fobeiqn  Sbbyicbs. 

(14.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1S0,726, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  dslray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of 
March  1878,  for  the  Expenses  of  Her  Majesty's  Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad"        1404 

Mo^on  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £184,725,  bo 
granted,  &c.,'* — (Jfr.  J2vtofu2>.)— After  ihort  debate,  Question  put,  and  mgaiivtd. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agrnd  to, 

(15.)  £165,894,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Consular  Services.— After  diort  debate.  Vote 
agreed  to,  ..  ..     1412 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum, not  exceeding £53,176,  begranted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charse  which  will  ooine 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  81st  day  of  March  1878,  in  aid 
of  Colonial  £ocal  Rerenue,  and  for  the  Saluies  and  Allowances  of  GovemorB,  &c., 
and  for  other  Expenses  in  certain  Colonies "  -.  ••     1412 

After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£23,176,  be  granted,  &c.,"~(^tf*  ChetrUe  W,  Z>»U» ;)— After  further  short  debate, 
Motion,  by  leave,  v>ithdira¥m. 

Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

(16.)  £2,044,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Orange  River  Territory  and  St.  Helena, 
agreed  to, 

(17.)  £5,642,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade,  agreed  to. 

(18.)  £11,537,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Tonnage  Bounties,  &o.,  and  liberated  African 
Department,  agreed  to. 


(ig.)  £1,742,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Emigraticm,  ^grewl  to. 


IS! 


^i 


£1,170,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Suez  Canal  (British  Directors). — After  diort 
debate.  Vote  o^rnMtf  to  ..  ..     1418 

Class  VI. — Superannuation  and  Hbtibbd  Allowances  and 

Gratuities  for  Charitable  and  other  Pxtrposes. 

(31.)  £254,011,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Superannuations  and  Retired  Allowances.^ 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ,,  . .  ..  . .     1420 

(aa.)  £19,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  Pensions,  &c., 

aereed  to, 
(33.)  £22,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  ReUef  of  Distressed  British  Seamen  Abroad, 
agreed  to, 

£11,404,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland,  agreed  to, 
£2,741,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Miscellaneous  Charitable  Allowances,  ko.  Great 
[tain,  agreed  to, 
(a6.)  £2,762,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other  Allowances, 

Ireland,  agreed  to, 
(37.)  £2,700,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Commutation  of  Annuities,  agreed  to. 

Class  Vil. — Miscellaneous,  Special,  and  Temporary  Objeois. 

(28.^  £12,960,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Temporary  Conmiissions,  agreed  to, 
(39O  £6,045,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Misoellaneous  Expenses. — ^AfUr  short  debate, 
vote  agreed  to        ,,  . .  . .  . .     1421 

Besolutions  to  be  reported. 

Bevenuk  Departments. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £733,815,  be 
gnmted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Chaj^ 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1878,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Customs  Depiurtment "  . .     1421 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposeo,  "That  a  sum,  not  exoseding  £33,815,  be 
grsnted,  9ui,;'^Mr,  (ySuUipam.) 

After  short  debate,  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  clock,  the 
House  ri9um$d : — Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Committee 
also  report  Progress;  to  sit  again  To-u^orrow. 
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The  Eonte  •nspended  its  sittiiig  at  Seren  of  the  dock. 

The  Eouse  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine  of  the  olook. 

Timxisa  Loav  (1854)— Besolution,  Mr.  Bossell  Oumej  . .  1428 

[House  counted  oat.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JULY  18. 
Intoxioatliig  liquon  (Ireland)  BUI  [Bill  37]— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  . .  1424 

A  Ponrr  or  O&dsb — Obserrations,  Mr.  Sulliyan. 

Aiter  short  debate,  Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — 

{Mr.  Sullivan)  . .  . .  . .  1430 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 

Question  to  add  the  words   ''upon  this  day  three  months," — (Mr. 

Shaw.) 
Aiter  long  debate,  Question,  ''  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the 

Question,"  put,  and  n$§at%v$i. 
Words  add$d: — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  t^e^d  ^o;— Second 

Beading  jm^  off  tor  three  months. 

Intoxicating  Liquon  (LioenBing  Boards)  Bill  [Bill  24]^ 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  J.  Cowm)     . .   1471 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  now,"  and  at  the  end 

of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  '*  upon  this  day  three  months," — 

{Mr.  Rodwell) 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of 

the  Question:" — The  House  divided :  Ayes  85,  Noes  133;   Majority 

48.— (Dir.  List,  No.  234.) 
Words  added: — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  a^eed  to : — Second 

Beading  put  off  tor  three  months. 

BnvPLT — Bkpobt — Besolutions  [July  17]  reported. 
First  Twenty-seren  Besolutions  a^^eed  to. 
Twenty-eighth  Besolution  poeiponed. 
Subsequent  Besolution  aareed  to. 
Postponed  Besolution  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

Valoation  of  Land  and  Hsrsditamants  7tiXL-Or4$r$d  {Mr.  JUmatt^,  8ir  Ormh^m 

Mmtgomtry^  Mr.  BaxUr,  Mr,  Rodunlly  Mr.  JoMph  Cow^n,  Mr,  Maithttd) ;  premUid, 

and  FMd  the  flrti  time  [Bill  266]     ..  ..  ..    1477 

LOBDS,  THUBSDAT,  JOLT  19. 

OOHTBOLLU    OF    THB    STATfOirSBT    OmOl — ^ArPODmODIT    OF    Mb.     T.    D. 

Pioorr—Personal  Statement,  The  Earl  of  Beaoonsfield ;  Obsenrations, 
Earl  Oranrille:— Short  debate  thereon  ..  1477 

XTnivertltlea  of  OxfSord  and  Cambridge  Bill  (Nos.  114,  138, 

146,  161)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Beading,  read  ..  1490 

Aiter  short  debate,  Bill  read  3%  with  this  Amendments ;  farther  Amend- 
ments made ;  Bill  paeeed,  and  sent  to  the  Conunons. 

BUSSIA    AKD    THS     PoBTB  —  ThB    ClBClTLAB     DXSPATOH    OF    TBS     OtTOKAK 

QormRsntxsT — ^Motion  fob  Papibs — 

Mo9td  that  an  hamUe  tddreM  be  prteented  to  Her  ICAJeetT  for,  Copy  of  any  aniwer  from 
Her  H^eetj*e  Oorenunent  to  the  droolar  deipaicii  ox  the  OtioiiiAii  Goycmment  to 
Itf  reprrentatiTei  abroad,  dated  2Ath  January, — {Tka  lord  SlrthnUn  mnd  Ctmpbill)    1491 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leare  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 
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Local   Taxation — Highways   and   Tubnpiees — Question,  Mr.    Seveme; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sdater-Booth  . .  . .  . .  . .  1520 

BoABDS  OF  GuABDiANS,  &0.  (Ibeland) — Quostions,  Mr.  Stacpoole ;  Answer, 

Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach     . .  .  •  . .  . .  1521 

Inland  Be  venue — Gbooebs'  Lioenoes — Question,  Mr.  Dalrjrmple ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .  . .  1521 

The  Ibish  Constabulaby — Salutes — Question,  Major  0'GK)nnan ;  Answer, 

Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach     . .  . .  . .  . .  1522 

Navy — H.M.S.    "  Inflexible  " — The  Cokmitteb  of  Inqtjiby — The   In- 

stbuotions — Question,  Mr.  Ashbuiy;   Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
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Thames  Bhteb  (Pbevention  of  Floods)  Bill — Question,  Mr.    Gordon; 
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Metbopolis  —  The    New    Lodge    in    Hyde    Pabk  —  Question,    Mr. 

Bylands ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith        . .  . .  . .  1524 

Mines  (Sootland) — Inxtndation  of  the  Home  Fabm  Coujeby — Question, 

Mr.  Macdonald ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  1524 

BoADS  AND  Bbidges  (Sootland)  Bill — QuostioH,  Mr.  McLaren;  Answer, 

Mr.  OrrEwing  ,.  ..  ..  ..  1526 

BUSSIA  AND  TUBKEY — ^ThE  WaB — ThB   SuUNA   MoTTTH  OF  THE  DaNUBE — 

Question,  Mr.  Hanbuiy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .  1526 

SoxTTH  Afbioa    Confedebation — ^Thb   Tbansvaal   Tebbitoby — Question, 

Mr.  A.  Mills ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther     . .  . .  1527 

The  Pbisons  Act — The  Pbison  Commissionebs — Question,  Mr.  Hibbert; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross    . .  . .  . .  . .  1527 

Abhy — ^EsoAPE  OF  A  Defattltinq  Offigbb — Question,  Mr.  Callan ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .  . .  1528 

Pabuament — ^Thb  Business  of  the  Session — Question,  Observations,  The 

Marquess  of  Hartington ;  Beply,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exdiequer : — 

Short  debate  thereon  . .  , ,  , «  « «  1529 
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Suprdtne  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  {recommitted)   BlU— 

Bill  eonMered  in  Oommittee    \^Progr$9%  5th  July]  . .  . .  1536 

^iter  some  time  sj^ni  therein,  Oommittee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow t  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

Supply  [17th  July]— Eeport    . .  . .  . .  • .  1648 

Postponed  Resolution, — 

(28.)  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £12,969,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete 
the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Oharse  which  wiU  come  in  course  of  payment  daring 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  ifiurch  1878,  for  the  Salaries  and  Incidental  Ex- 
penses of  Temporary  Conunissions," 

— eonsidered. 
After  short  debate,  Resolution  agreed  to. 

Supply — ^Resolutions  [16th  July]  reported      . .  . .  . .  1548 

First  Resolution  brought  up,  imd  read  the  first  and  second  time. 

Moved,  ''  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Oommittee  in  the  said 

Resolution." 
Moved,  ''!niat  the  Debate  be  now  a^oumed," — (Mr,  PameU:) — ^Aftctr 

short  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  dividea;  Ayes  16,  Noes  98; 
.    Majority  82.— (Div.  list,  No.  238.) 
Question,  '*l^t  tins  House  doth  agree  with  the  Oommittee  in  the  said 

Resolution,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
After  short  debate,  the  next  Thirteen  Resolutions  agreed  to. 
Fifteenth  Resolution  postponed. 
The  next  Resolution  agr^d  to. 
Seyenteenth  Resolution  postponed. 
The  next  Eight  Resolutions  agreed  to. 
Twenty-sixth  Resolution  jpof^on^. 
Subsequent  Resolutions  agreed  to. 
Postponed  Resolutions  to  be  considered  upon  Monday  next. 

Public  Health  (Ibslakd)  Bill — 
Select  Committee  MomtfMtM^ ; — ^last  of  the  Committee  ..  ..  ••   1550 

LORDS,  FRIDAY,  JULY  20. 
EIiBWSB  Booty — ^UoTioir  foe  a  Paper — 

Moved  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Copy  of  a  Protest,  dated  29th  June  1877, 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  submission  to  the  Qorermnent  De- 
partments concerned,  by  Alajor-General  Colin  Mackenzie,  C.B.,  on  the  part  of  claim- 
ants of  the  undistributed  portion  of  the  Kirwee  Booty, — {The  Earl  of  Longford)       , ,   1550 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 
Ihbia — OoouE  Emioeation — ^Motion  fob  Papers — 

Moved  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for.  Copy  of  the  despatch 
addressed  by  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  to  the  Gk)Temor-€kaieral  of  India,  dated 
24th  March  1875,  respecting  Coolie  Emigration  from  India  to  the  British  West  India 
Colonies ;  tosfether  with  copies  of  any  subsequent  de^Mitches  and  correspondence  on 
the  same  subject ;  with  the  rephr  of  the  Government  of  India,  and  any  documents 
accompanying  the  same, — {The  Lord  Sampton)  .,  ..  ..   1556 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

OOMMONS,  FRIDAY,  JULY  20. 

Natiokal  Edugatiok  (Irblajii))  Board — LisNAHAinrA  School — Question, 

Mr.  Archdale ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  . .  1562 

Parliament — Bttsiness  op  the  House — Question,  Mr.  Monk ;  Answer,  l^e 

Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .  1563 

Gibraltar — The  Trade  and  Ottstoms  Ordinance — Questions,  Mr.  Hibbert, 

Mr.  Rylands ;  Answers,  Mr*  J.  Lowther  . .  . .  . .  1563 
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After  some  time  spent  therein,  it  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  dock, 

the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  thu  day. 
Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  thu  day. 

And  it  being  Seven  of  the  dock,  the  House  suspended  its  sitting. 
The  House  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dodc. 

Supply— Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Cbdokal  La.w  — ^Pabdon  of  the  Fenian  Conyiots — ^Bssolxttion — 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  **  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  tho 
words  "in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  time  has  come  when  Her  M^'estjr't 
gracious  pardon  ma^  be  adyantageously  extended  to  the  prisoners,  whether  oon- 
Ticted  before  the  Cbnl  Tribunals  or  by  Courts  Martial,  who  are  and  have  been  for 
many  years  undergoing  punishment  for  offences  arising  out  of  insurrectionary 
movements  connected  with  Ireland," — (Jfr.  O'Cbniior  iWar,) — ^instead  thereof      ..    15S7 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:'' — ^After  lone  debate.  Question  put: — ^l^e  House 
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Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn :  —  Committee  deferred  till  Mmdmf 
next. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  {re-eommiUed)  Bill- 
Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee  IProyrees  20th  July]  . .  1 636 
After  long  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  no  P^gress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

Folioe  Expenses  Act  Continuance  B01—0rder$d  (Mr.  WiUum  Senry  Smithy  Mr.  Chem* 

ceihr  of  the  Sxeheqmr) ;  pre*0Hted,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  259]  . .    1629 

COMMONS,  SATURDAY,  JULY  21. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  (re-eommitted)  Bill- 
Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee  IProareee  20th  July]  . .  . .   1680 
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Turkey  —  Alleged    Outrages    in    Armenia  —  Question,    Mr.    H.    B. 

Samuelson;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .  . .  1664 

Mercantile  Marine — ^Holyhead  Harbour — ^Wreok  of  the  Steamship 

"  Edith  " — Question,  Mr.  French ;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope  . .  1664 

Legislature  of  Barbadoes — Question,  Mr.  Puleston;   Answer,   Mr.   J. 

Lowther  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1666 

Coroners  (Ireland)  Bill— Question,  Mr.  French;  Answer,   Sir  Michael 

Hicks-Beach  . .  • .  . .  •  •  1665 

BussiA  AND  Turkey — ^The  War — Sir  Arnold  TTTMriATx — Despatch  of 

Troops  to  Galupou — Question,  Mr.  Callan;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke    . .  1666 

BLiMMSRSMTTH  BRIDGE  AND  THE  INTERNATIONAL  BeGATTA  —  QuCStion,    Mr. 

Puleston ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross     . .  . .  1666 

Army  Promotion  and  Betirement — Questions,  Mr.  Trevelyan ;   Answers, 

Mr.  Ghithome  Hardy  ..  ..  ..  ..  1666 

Army  —  Auxiliary   Forces  —  Drxtnkenness   in   Militia   Begiments  — 

Question,  Sir  Joseph  Bailey  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ghithome  Hardy  '    . .  1667 

Bussia  and  Turkey — ^The  War — Occupation  of  Galupoli — Question,  The 

Marquess  of  Hartington ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer    1668 
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PABUAHEinv— BxTsnnsss  of  thb  Hottsb — BEsoLTmoir — 

Moved,  "  That,  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session,  Orders  of  the  Day  have  pfeoedenea  of 
Kotices  of  Motion  upon  Tuesday,  Gk)yemment  Orders  having  priori^ ;  and  that 
Oovernxnent  Orders  have  priority  upon  Wednesday,"— (Jfr.  Chtmcellor  cf  ths  Ercht' 

fU^Tj       ••  ••  ••  ••  ••  ••    iDvo 

Amendment   proposed,  to  leave  out   all   the   woxds   after   the    word 

''priority/'  in  Hne  3,  to  the  end  of  the  Question,— (ifr.  ifbii^.) 
After  debate,  Question  put,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 

stand  part  of  the  Question : '' — The  House  divided:  Ayes  386,  Noee  15  : 

Majority  371.— (Div.  list.  No.  244.) 
Main  Question  put:— The  House  diviisd:  Ayes  321;  Noes  13:  Hi^o- 

rity  308.— (Div.  list,  No.  245.) 

CONTBOLLBB     OF     THB      StATIONBKY     OfFIOE  —  APPOINTiaSNT    OF     Mb.     T. 

D.    PiaoTT — ^Resolution   [16th  July]  Ebscindbd— 

Moved,  "That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  postponed  until  after  the 
Notice  of  Motion  relating  to  the  appointment  to  the  office  of  OontroUer 
of  the  Stationery  Office,''- (ifr.  ChaneeUor  of  the  Exokequer)  . .   168ft 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Walteb  B.  Babttblot,  Resolution  [16th  July] 
read,  as  follows : — 

R$mlv$d,  "That,  having  regard  to  the  reoommendatioziB  made  in  1874  by  the  Select 
Committee  on  Public  Departments  (Purchases,  &c.J,  this  House  is  of  opimon  that  the 
recent  appointment  of  Controller  of  Her  Majesty  s  Stationery  Office  is  calculated  to 
diminish  the  usefulness  and  influence  ol  Select  Committees  of  this  House,  ^d  to  di*- 
oourage  the  interest  and  zeal  of  officials  employed  in  the  Public  Departments  ol  the 
State?' 

Movtdy  '*  That  this  House,  while  most  anidous  to  maintain  the  wy^tin^f^  and  inflnonoe 
of  its  Select  Committees,  and  to  encourage  the  interest  and  zeal  of  officials  employed 
in  the  Public  Departments  of  the  State,  after  hearing  the  further  explanations  con- 
cerning the  recent  appointment  of  the  Controller  of  Her  Majesty's  Sti^oaery  Offioe, 
withdraws  the  censure  conveyed  in  the  said  Resolution," — (^tV  WaiUr  £,  BarUelot)        1690 

After  long  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Supply — Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedy 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair : '' — 

National  School  Tsaohsbs  (iKBLAin))— Bbsolution — 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word ''  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  some  means  should,  without  further  delay, 
be  found  to  provide  Irish  National  School  Teachers  with  such  remuneration  for 
their  services  as  will  secure  to  them  more  certain  incomes,  and  less  dependent  on 
contingencies  than  at  present,  and  more  commensurate  with  the  services  which  they 
perform," — (Mr.  Meldon,) — instead  thereof  ..  ..  ..    J72J 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  '* — After  short  debate.  Question  put: — I^e  House  divided; 
Ayes  110,  Noes  73;  Majority  37.— (Div.  list,  No.  246.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair : " — 

Post  Ovfios — Postal  Mxsssnobrs  aitd  Lbtteb  Cabbisbs — Observations, 
Mr.  H.  B.  Samuelson;  Beply,  Lord  John  Manners: — Short  debate 
thereon  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  17M 

Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn ;— Oommittee  deferred  till  Wedneedevg. 
Navy— H.M.8.  "  Ltflexiblb  "  ahd  "  Oaptaiw  " — Motiow  for  a  Papxa — 

Mo90d,  '*That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  Return  to  be  added  to  the  Return, 
Navy(H.M.8.  'Inflexible'),  No.  295,  1877,  the  curve  of  stability,  with  the  Report 
dated  23rd  August  1870,  of  H.M.8.  *  Captain,'  with  the  curves  e,  f,  and  g  (i 
H.M.8.  '  Inflexible '  set  out  thereon  to  the  same  scales ;  also  the  Letter  (rf  the  late 
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Katt— HJL8.  <<I]mixxBLB"  akd  «<  OAPrixif  "—Motion  for  ▲  Paim    iiwrfjiiiiil 

OhM  OoMnoeor,  diMl  aSfed  Augufl.  publiihed  in  Um  <  Tim<  94tii  Augmt  1870, 
And  Um  lubmiiiion  d  the  late  Contaradlerf  dated  24th  August  1870,  xeifpectlng  the 
■Ubmty  of  H.M.8.  *  Captain/ "—(Coptom  Jim)        ..  ..  ..1736 

After  short  debate,  Qaeition  put :— The  House  Hvithd;  Ayes  17,  Noes  25  ; 
Majority  8.— (Div.  list.  No.  247.) 

Sale  of  Food  and  Drngi  Aot  (18TS)  AmaiiAmaiit  Wl  —  Ordtra  (Mr.  ittm,  Mr. 

jitMmy,  Mr.  SiTichJi)  ..  ..   1736 

Parliamentary  and  Municipal  BegriBtratlon  Bill  [Bill  69]— 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee  •  •  •  •  . .  1736 

M6v0d,  <<  That  the  Select  Committee  do  consist  of  Twenty-one  Members, '^ 

—(Mr.  Ifari0n.) 
MavM,  '<  That  The  O'Donoghae  be  one  other  Member  of  the  Committee :  ^ 

— ^Aftar  short  debate,  Question  put:— The  House  dMdidt—Aj^  34, 

Noes  none.— (Dir.  list,  No.  248.) 

LOBDS,  TXJBSDAT,  JULY  24. 

Married  Women's  PropertF  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  164)— 

Ma90d,  <'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (T:^^  Earl  ofRo$$b$ry)  . .  1736 

Motion  ^^^1^  to : — ^Bill  read  2*  aooordmglj,  and  oommitUd  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thur»d(»y  next. 

Abmt  (PBOMonoir)— Papsb  Fbxsbhtid— Notice,  Earl  Cadogan  ..  1737 

COMMONS,  TXJBSDAT,  JULT  24. 

Ths  Oost  ov  PanrriD  Bxrumirs-^uestion,  Mr.  Hermon ;   Answer,  Mr. 

Speaker  ..  1738 

MxTBOPouTAN  Pouos— Gbatuitixs  FOB  Sfscul  SxaYiox  <— ^QusstioBS,  Mr. 

Wait ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  •  •  • .  1738 

CB&isrr's  Hospital  Inquibt — Hxbtfobd  School — Question,  Mr.  Fawoett ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  • .  1738 

OmnALTAB — ^Tradx  avp  Customs  Okdivakcib— Question,  Mr.  Knatohhnllp 

Hugessen;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther        .  •  •  •  1739 

BoADS  AKD  Bbidgxs  (Sootlavd)  Bill — Quostion,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins ;  Answer, 

Sir  Windham  Anstruther    . .  •  •  •  •  • .  1740 

EvoLAiri)  AVD  BussLL— The  Mxditbbbakxav  Oabeisoits— Question,  Mr. 

Whalley ;  Answer,  The  Chaooellor  of  the  Exchequer    . .  . .  1741 

Feahox — Thx  Tbbatt  ov  Commxbob— Tkx  Nxootiatioiis— Question,  Mr. 

Sampson  lioyd ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  1741 

Post  Omcx— Mail  Paokxt  Cohtraots— Question,  Mr.  Bathbone ;  Answer, 

Lord  John  Manners  . .  1742 

PABLZAjanrr  —  MaTBOPOLrrAN    CoMMOffs    Bill  —  Lobds'  AjoofDioEVTs  — 

Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  . .  1742 

PABLLuoDfT — Bnsnrxss  ov  thx  Housx— Question,  Mr.  IHUwyn;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  1743 

Bussu  Avs   BuLOABU— Thb   Cxab's  Pboolakatiov — Question,    Mr.    E. 

Jenkins;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  • .  1743 

South  Africa  Bill  [Zorif]  [Bill  196]- 

Ordar  for  Cosunittee  read :— JfMW,  <'  Thai  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leata 
ihm  (^k9iM,'''^Mr.  J.  LowUm)  ..  1743 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaTe  oat  from  the  word  "That**  to  the  end  of  the  Qoeetioo,  in  order  to  add  the 
wordt  ^  no  meaatire  eetabUahinir  a  telf-goTeming  Federation  for  Routh  AfHca  will  be 
ntiafaotonr,  unle«  direct  promlon  U  made  for  a  eetUement  of  the  relationa  of  the 
white  and  IdMk  nMM,"— («tr  6^#  aisifM/,)-4nitesd  thsrwf. 


TABLE  OF  OONTENTS. 

[/irfy  24.] 

South  Jfirica  l^tZ^— continued. 

After  long  debate,  Question  put,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left 

out  stand  part  of  the  Question : " — The  House  dMded;  Ayes  221,  Noes 

22 ;  Majority  199.— (Biv.  List,  No.  249.) 
Main  Question  put :— llie  House  d%vid$d;  Ayes  229,  Noes  5 ;  Majority 

224.— (Div.  List,  No.  260.) 
Bill  eonsid&red  in  Oommittee ;  Oommittee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 

T(htnorrow, 

County  Offioers    and    Oourts    (Ireland)   {re'C<mmitt0d)   Bill  — 

Bill  considered  in  Oommittee    ^JProffrees  2dr(f  •TiJy]  . .  . .   1799 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Oomimittee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 

Ths  OontbssionaIi — Bbsoltttiok — 

Moved,  "  That,  having  regard  to  the  state  of  the  Law  which  renders  the  pnUioation  of 
an  obscene  book  an  offence,  althongh  the  person  publishing  it  be  not  actuated  by  any 
desire  to  dem^ye,  and  to  the  absence  of  any  power  in  the  Education  Department  to 
interfere  with  the  relinous  teaching  in  public  elementary  schools  or  to  make  anjr 
inquiry  thereon,  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  the  doctrines  and  nraoticea  set  f  orlK 
in  a  book  entitled  *  The  Priest  in  AMolution/  and  carried  out  under  the  name  of  the 
Confessional  by  certain  derg^en  of  the  Church  of  Ebigland,  do  tend  to  deprmre 
and  are  dangerous  to  the  beet  interests  of  society  and  of  rehgion/'— ( JTr.  WhalUf,) 

Whereupon  JPrevious  Question  proposed,  **  That  that  Question  be  now 
put,"— (ifr.  ChaneeUor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

[House  counted  out.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY.  JULY  26. 
Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor  Bill  [BiU  42]-- 

Order  for  Seoond  Seading  read,  and  discharged :— JBUI  mthdraum        • .  1795 

BussiA  AND  England — Question,  Observations,  Mr.  Whalley  ;  Beplji  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  • .  . .   1796 

South  AfHca  Bill  ILords']  [Bill  196]— 

BUI  considered  in  Oommittee  . .  • .  1797 

On  Motion  that  the  Preamble  be  postponed — ^Motion  made,  and  Question 
proposed,  *'  That  tiie  Ohairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
agaSn,»M^r.  (yDonneU.) 

Debate  ariiing— and  Mr.  Pamell,  Member  for  Meath,  having  in  the  coarse  of  Debate  ex* 
pressed,  re^oding  further  Progress  of  the  Bill  in  Committee,  '*  his  satisfaction  iiM^*^ 
Tenting  and  thwarting  the  intentions  of  the  Gk^vemment  in  this  respect,"  the  Olerk 
was  directed  to  take  down  those  words,  and  the  same  were  taken  down  acoordinglv : — 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  the  same  to  the  House,  put, 
and  eprtod  to, 

Mr.  Speaker  resumed  the  Chair,  and  Mr.  Raikes  having  reported  accordinglv,  Mr. 
Speaker  stated  that,  in  accordance  with  the  practice  of  the  House,  he  would  call  upon 
Mr.  Pamell  to  make  an  explanation  regarding  the  words  which  had  been  taken 
down: — 

Whereupon  Mr.  Pamell  addressed  the  House : — 

In  the  course  of  his.  explanation,  notice  bemg  taken  that  Mr.  Pamell  had  used  the 
following  words,  '* that  he  had  been  subjected  to  menaces  on  thepart  of  Members  of 
this  House,"  those  words  were  directed  to  be  taken  down  by  the  Clerk ;  and  the  same 
were  taken  down  accordingly. 

And,  after  further  explanation  made  by  Mr.  Pamell,  wherein  he  denied  having  made 
use  of  those  words,  Mr.  Speaker  directed  him  to  withdraw. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker  stated  that  any  Member  wilfully  and  persistently  obstructing 
Public  Business,  without  just  and  reasonable  cause,  is  guilty  of  a  contempt  of  this 
House ;  and  would  be  liable  to  such  punishment,  whether  by  censure,  by  suspension 
from  the  service  of  the  House,  or  by  commitment,  as  the  House  may  acyudge. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Pamell,  having  wilAilly 
and  pendstentlj  obstruotea  public  business,  is  guilty  of  a  contempt  of 
this  House," — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer:) — Debate  arising: — 
Debate  adjourned  till  Drida^. 
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So^ah  4fri»m  i?i(^-oontmiied. 

South  Africa  Bill  (Lordi)  affain  e(mi%dm'$d  in  Committee. 

Mav^t  "That  the  Preamble  be  postponed:** — Motion  agr$edto: — ^Pre- 
amble poiipanid. 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  it  being  a  quarter  to  Six  of  the  dock, 
Debate  adjourned  till  Friday, 

LOEDS,  THUESDAT,  JULY  26. 

pEXTATi  Bills  —  Dovbe  and  Dbal  Bailwat  Bill — Obserrations,  Earl 

OranTille ;  Beply,  The  Earl  of  Bedesdale  . .  1844 

Peisoks  Bill — ^Lukatio  Abtlums— Question,  The  Earl  of  Sandwich;  An- 
swer, The  Duke  of  Bichmond  and  Oordon: — Obserrations,  Earl 
Cowper  . ,  . .  .  •  1846 

PuBLio  WoBSHip  BxovLATioN  AcT— Petition  j^mm(^  (Eairl  Nehim)        ..  1846 
After  short  debate,  Petition  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

TioMAVBT  ITiriTonics— Question,  The  Duke  of  St.  Albans;  Beply,  Earl 

Cadogan         ••  ..  ..  ..  ••  1851 

COMMONS,  THUBSDAY,  JULY  26. 

Pabtt  Pboobssioks  (iBXLAin))— Obakob  Pnocissioir  at  LxrsaAN — Question, 

Mr.  Yemer ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  • .  . .  1862 

Chabitt  CoioassiOKXRs — Bstton's  Ckabitt — Question,  Mr.  James;  An- 
swer, Yisoount  Sandon  • .  . .  1863 

AnicT— DiscHAaaxD  Soldixbs — Question,  Mr.  J.  Cowen  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oa- 

thome  Hardy  •  •  .  •  •  •  •  •  1863 

AucT — MxDALs — ^Thx  Malat  Campaigv — Question,  Mr.  S«jeant  Simon; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gktthome  Hardy  . .  1864 

IvLAJTD   BiYZinTi — Staicp   Otfiob   at   MovAGHAir— Question,    Mr.   Fay; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  .  •  • .  1864 

MiTBOpous — LmiAH  AKD  CoLoioAL  MusBux — ^Thb  Fifb  Housb  Sm — 

Question,  Mr.  Orant  Duff;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer     1866 

PusoKS   (SooTLAin))  —  Cathouo   Paisomuis   at   Pieth  — Question,  Mr. 

McCarthy  Downing ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  • .  1866 

FisHsans  (Ibela2vi>) — CkuoKPonrr  Pmt — Question,  Mr.  B.  Power ;  An- 
swer, oir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  .  •  . .  1866 

Mbteopolib  BmLDDTos  Acts — Hbioht  ov  Buildiaos — Question,  Mr.  P.  A. 

Taylor ;  Answer,  Sir  James  M'Oarel-Hogff  ..  1866 

E4sr  I^iA  laRiGATioif  CoxPAinr — Question,  Sir.  Smollett;  Answer,  Lord 

George  Hamilton  ..  1867 

Quealtab — Thb  Tradb  and  Customs  OnDnrANOi — Question,  Mr.  Knatch- 

bull-Hugessen ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  1868 

Natt — H.M.S.  ''LnrLBxiBLB"  —  Thb  Comarm  or  Inqttiet  —  Question, 

Captain  Pim;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  ..  1868 

Stbbbt    Teafho   (Mstbopolis) — Question,    Mr.    Gregory;   Answer,    Mr. 

Assheton  Cross  • .  .  •  1868 

Lmu — ^Aftaibs  or  Khilat — Question,  Mr.  Ghrant  Duff;   Answer,  Lord 

George  Hamilton  . .  1869 

Aamr — ^Tioors  ros  Foaiiojr  Sbbtigb — Questions.  Colonel  Naghten,  Mr.  H. 

B.  Samuelson  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gktthome  Haray  . .  1869 

Mbbohaitt  SmppDro  Acts— Tmt  ''  Caibo  " — Question,  Mr.  Meldon ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  Adderley  . .  .  •  1860 

Abict  Pbomotiob  Aim  BBTnuaaDrr— Inobbasb  or  Chabobs— Question,  Mr. 

Trerelyan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gktthome  Hardy  . .  1861 

ELunoiTABT  SoBooLs — Casb  or  JoHX  Jbbkt— Question,  Mr.  Colman ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Solater-Booth  ..  1862 
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Fabliahent — Obstbuotion  of  Fublio  Busikbss — Questional  33ie  Marqucifli 
of  Hartington ;  Answers,  The  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exohaquer  • .  1163 

Movedy  "  That  the  Order  for  the  adjourned  debate  on  the  proceedings  of 
Mr.  Famell  be  read  and  dis(diarffed/'— (ifr.  Chane$Uar  ofth$Ex€h§f[9»m':) 
— ^Motion  agr$$d  to ;— Order  read,  and  dUehar^* 

TJniveraity  Education  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  65]— 

Mov0d,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (ITr.  Butt)  . .  1863 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  end 

of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  three  months," — ( JU?. 

David  Fhmkit) 
Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  patt  of  the  Question :'' 

-^After  lonff  debate.  Question  put : — ^The  House  dimd$d:  Ayes  55,  Noes 

200 ;  Majonty  145.— (Div.  list,  No.  253.) 
Words  added : — ^Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agr^d  to : — Seoottd 

Beading  put  ojf  for  three  months. 
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NEW  WBTTS  ISSUED. 
Thursday,  July  26. 
¥vr  Great  Grimsby,  v.  John  Chapman,  esquirOi  deceased. 
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HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 
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minutes.]— Public  BiLLi— /VrtI  EMiding-- 

UniYinitiM  of  Oxford  and  CambridjM*  (114). 
Stttnd  Bntdina^'Soridik  and  Suffolk  Fiihoricf* 

(104) ;    FiahariM  (Oyften,  CnU,  and  Lob- 

itm)  •  (106). 
Cmmiit40  —  Alport  —  QuarUr   Boiiiona    (Bo- 

rouglii)*  (00). 
Btport—TTmmwMfB  Orden  Confirmation  (Barton, 

4c.)  •(61). 
Third  iZMM^Mf^Bar  Ednoation  and  Diadpllne  • 

(60) ;  Pi«r  and  Harbour  Orden  Confiimation 

[No.  S)«(100),andiNMW. 


BEE  OF  SODOB  AND  MAN. 
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THE  BABL  OF  POWIS  moved  an 
AddreMfor  a  Betum  of  thoTarioiu 
•ouiOM  iSrom  which  the  inoome  of  the 
MO  of  Sodor  and  Man  was  derired,  and 

VOL.  OGXXXV.    [third  irrxxs.] 


its  amount;  and  asked,  What  course 
Her  Majesty's  Government  wore  taking 
with  re&rence  to  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject by  the  Island  Legislature,  and  if 
they  would  present  any  Papers  on  the 
subject?  According  to  the  Betums  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  lievenues  Commission, 
1836,  the  income  of  the  See  to  which 
his  Motion  referred  to  amounted  to 
£2,000  a-year.  That  income,  ho  be- 
lieved, was  made  up  partly  of  tithes 
and  partly  from  lands  which  had  been 
alienated  from  various  pariHhes  in  the 
island;  but  the  amount  of  the  sums 
derived  firom  these  sources  were  not 
enumerated  in  the  Hotum,  and  he 
thought  additional  and  more  detailed 
information  was  required.  The  aliena- 
tion of  tithes  in  the  middle  ages  had 
been  a  fertile  source-  of  abuse ;  and  if 
these  tithes  were  not  required  for  the 
endowment  of  the  See,  tney  should  be 
restored  to  the  parishes  in  which  they 
arose. 
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Moved f  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for,  Betum  of  the  various 
sources  from  which  the  income  of  the  See  of 
Sodor  and  Man  is  derived,  and  its  amount. — 
[Th4  £arl  of  Fowia.) 

Eakl  BEAUOHAMP  said,  he  was 
sorry  he  could  not  answer  the  Question 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  put,  as  to  the 
course  which  the  Gbyemment  intended 
to  take  in  reference  to  legislation  on  the 
subject  by  the  Island  Legislature.  The 
matter  was  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Secretary  of  State ;  but  he  was  not 
prepared  to  indicate  the  decision  at 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
likely  to  arrive.  As  to  the  Betum  which 
had  been  asked  for,  he  was  quite  willing 
that  it  should  be  furnished;  and,  in 
addition  to  that,  he  would  be  quite  pre- 
pared to  lay  upon  the  Table,  if  it  were 
moved  for,  a  letter  on  the  subject  which 
had  been  received  from  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  the  Island. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adioumed  at  half-nast  Five 

o  dock,  to  Thursday  next, 

half-past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    OOMMONS, 
TuMday,  I9th  June,  1877. 


HIKUTE8J— Supply— ooMM'ii^Mf  in  Committs$ 
— Natt  £«tiiutb8— J2Mo/w/toMff  [Jimo  18]  re* 
ported. 

Public  Bills — Firtt  Beading — Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary •  [203]. 

CommitUt-SvL^reme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ire- 
land) {re^eomm,)  [1841— b.p. 

CommittM  —  Report  —  Marriages  Legalisation, 
Saint  Peter's,  Almondsbury  •  [197]. 

Third  .ftMMfi'Nf— Prisons  [1211,  and  jmimm^. 

Withdrmpn^Umsm  Eating  (IreUnd)  •  [33]. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 


BURIALS  BILL.— RESOLUTION. 

M&.  OSBOBNE  MOBOAN  nye 
Notice,  that  on  Tuesday,  the  17th  July, 
in  the  event  of  the  Burial  Aots  ConaoU* 
dation  Bill  being  withdrawn  before  that 
time,  he  should  more  the  foUowing  Be- 
Bolution : — 


"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
has  arrived  when  the  long-pending  oontroTorer 
as  to  interments  in  parish  imurchyards  ou^ht  to 
be  closed,  by  permitting  such  interments  to  tak» 
place  without  the  bunal  serrioe  of  the  Ghoich 
of  England,  and  with  such  other  Christian  and 
orderly  religious  services  as  the  friends  or  rda- 
tives  of  the  deceased  may  think  fit" 


QUESTION. 


RUSSIA   AND    TURKEY  — THE 

THE  SUEZ  CANAL.— QUESTION. 


Mb.  DILLWYN  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiairs, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the 
''Daily  News"  in  a  telegram  dated  Jane 
16th,  that  the  Porte  has  refused  the 
request  of  Mr.  Lavard  to  permit  the 
''  neutralization  "  of  the  Suez  Ganal  ? 

Mr.  B0UEE:E  :  In  reply  to  the  Qum- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member,  1  have  to  state 
it  is  not  true,  as  stated  in  Hie  Ikn'fy 
Newe,  that  the  Porte  has  refused,  at  the 
request  of  Mr.  Layard,  to  permit  the 
neutralization  of  the  Suez  Oanal,  and  for 
this  reason — that  no  request  of  that  kind 
was  made  by  Mr.  Layard,  and  therefore 
no  refusal  to  his  request  could  have 
been  given.  The  only  intimation  which 
Mr.  Layard  has  been  instructed  to  make 
upon  me  subject  is  contained  in  the 
Papers  which  are  now  before  Parlia- 
ment, and  no  answer  has  yet  been  given 
given  by  the  Porte  to  the  communica- 
tion that  Mr.  Layard  was  desired  to 
make. 


ORDERS    OF    THE   DAT. 

PRISONS  BILL.— [Bill  121.] 

(Mr,  Amhiton  Cro9$,  Sir  Henry  Seiwin^IH^imn.) 

THIfiD  READINO. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Mr,  Assheton  Croee.) 

Mb.  EYLANDS  moved  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  third  time  that  df^  three 
months.  He  said  he  should  not,  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  have  taken  this 
course;  but  he  thought  there  were 
several  weighty  reasons  of  expediency 
which  would  justify  him  in  astung  the 
Housoi  even  at  the  last  moment,  to  reject 
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the  Bill.  In  the  first  place,  it  proposed 
a  foheme  that  next  year  would  neoes- 
earilj  entail  a  large  addition  to  the  ex- 
pencutore  of  the  country ;  and,  looking 
at  the  depressed  condition  of  trade,  and 
knowing  that  the  revenue  would  inevit- 
ably undei^o  a  consequent  decline,  while 
he  saw  no  indication  of  any  strong  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  Ck>yemment  to  keep 
down  expenditure,  he  felt  bound  to  con- 
template the  probability  of  increase  of 
taxation  being  voted  to  meet  the  in- 
creased charges.  He  thought  it  most 
objectionable  for  the  Government  to  ask 
the  House  to  increase  the  public  burdens 
next  year  without,  at  the  same  time,  put- 
tiuR  before  them  an  estimate  of  the  Ways 
and  Means  bv  which  that  increase  was 
to  be  met.  Another  ground  on  which 
he  thought  it  inexpe£ent  to  pass  this 
Bill  at  the  present  moment  was,  that 
there  was  a  probability  of  a  measure 
being  passed  before  very  long  which 
would  so  change  the  character  of  our 
summary  jurismction  system  as  to  lead 
to  a  g^eat  reduction  in  the  number  of 
prisoners  committed  by  the  justices  of 
the  peace.  Notwithstanding  this,  the 
Prisons  Bill  proceeded  entirely  on  the  lines 
of  the  present  demand  for  prison  accom- 
modation. Again,  there  was  the  pro- 
spect that,  in  a  short  time,  the  public 
scandal  which  now  attended  the  deten- 
tion of  prisoners  awaiting  their  trial 
would  be  abated ;  and  to  the  extent  to 
which  the  number  of  persons  so  detained 
was  diminished,  there  would  be  a  dimi- 
nution in  the  number  of  prisoners  in 
English  ffaols  at  any  given  time.  He 
thought  luso  the  House  should  hesitate 
before  it  handed  over  to  the  Government 
every  prison  in  the  country  —  at  all 
events,  until  it  was  assured  that  the 
prisons  at  present  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  were  well  managed.  There 
was  a  great  question,  indeed,  whether 
the  management  of  the  convict  prisons 
was  such  as  to  justify  their  handing  over 
to  the  Government  every  gaol  in  the 
country.  The  Ck>vemment  had  promised 
an  inquiry  into  the  subject  of  prison 
disoiplme,  and  it  was  impossible  to  say 
at  present  what  the  outcome  of  that 
inquiry  would  be.  He  wished  to  take 
the  opportunity  of  statins  that  the  course 
whicn  the  Ck>vemment  had  adopted  of 
referring  great  questions  of  administra- 
tion to  Departmental  Committees  was  a 
most  objectionable  course,  for  persons 
placed  on  such  Oommittees  were  not  the 


parties  who  had  an  interest  in  promoting 
administrative  reform ;  but  the  fact  that 
great  doubts  existed  as  to  the  manage- 
ment of  convict  establishments  was  a 
matter  which  ought  to  make  Parliament 
hesitate  before  proceeding  further  in 
that  direction.  There  was  an  important 
association  called  the  Howard  Society 
containing  a  number  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
distinguished  for  the  ability,  benevo- 
lence, and  earnestness  they  displayed  in 
the  direction  of  improving  our  prison 
discipline,  and  they  had  come  to  the 
oondusion  that  the  Gbvemment  prisons 
were  not  conducted  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  promote  the  moral  elevation  of  offen- 
ders. And  he  knew  that  the  members  of 
that  association  were  beginning  to  doubt 
whether  it  would  be  a  wise  thing  to  pass 
this  Bill.  He  was  not  one  of  those 
who  would  turn  our  prisons  into  draw- 
ing rooms,  but  he  did  hold  that 
punishment  awarded  to  prisoners  should 
be  administered  with  a  view  to  raise 
rather  than  to  degrade  the  character  of 
the  offender,  and  he  believed  that  the 
Government  had  altogether  failed  in 
achieving  this  jn'eat  object  by  their  con- 
vict system.  He,  therefore,  thought  it 
would  be  a  great  misfortune  if,  by  the 
passage  of  sudi  a  Bill,  Parliament  should 
take  from  the  local  jurisdiction  of  the 
magistrates  all  those  prisons  which  at 
present  might  be  made  the  vehicles  of 
elevating  tiie  character  of  those  who 
were  confined  therein,  and  hand  them 
over  to  the  cast-iron  system  applied  by 
the  Government  to  the  gaols  under  their 
control.  But  there  was  another  im- 
portant consideration.  The  Home  Se- 
cretary had  promised  to  deal  with  the 
treatment  of  unconvicted  prisoners ;  and 
everyone  admitted  that  the  treatment  to 
which  they  had  long  been  subjected  was 
a  scandal  which  ought  to  be  removed ; 
and  he  submitted  that  the  House  of 
Commons  ought  to  have  the  absolute 
control  over  any  rules  which  might  be 
provided  by  the  Home  Secretary  for  that 
purpose,  and  that  a  Schedule  of  the  pro- 
posed rules  should  have  been  prepared 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House.  The 
conclusion  to  which  he  had  come  on  the 
question  of  expediency  was  this — that 
the  Bill  ought  to  stand  over  till  next 
Session,  even  if  any  intention  existed  of 
proceeding  with  it.  The  long  discus- 
sions which  had  taken  place  had  not 
removed  a  single  objection  against  the 
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Bill,  and  many  of  the  arguments  wliicli 
had  been  adduced  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
had  been  proved  to  be,  to  a  great  extent, 
delusions.  He  believed  that  an  increas- 
ing dislike  had  been  gradually  growing 
up  against  the  Bill  amongst  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  and  that  if  it  should  be 
rejected  very  little  disappointment  would 
be  felt  anywhere  except  amongst  the 
officials  in  the  Home  Office.  For  his 
own  part,  he  was  not  one  who  did  not 
appreciate  the  advantage  of  having  a 
House  of  Lords ;  and  as  this  Bill  ful- 
filled all  the  conditions  requiring  the 
exercise  of  their  veto — inasmuch  as  it 
was  a  partial,  crude,  ill-digested,  preci- 
pitate, and  bv  no  means  a  pressing 
measure — he  hoped  the  Upper  House 
would  exercise  its  constitutional  func- 
tion and  throw  it  out.  Not  one  of  the 
objections  originally  raised  to  the  Bill 
had  been  removed  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion.  The  vicious  principle  of  cen- 
tralization remained.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  tried  to  salve  over  the 
wounded  dignity  of  the  local  magis- 
trates ;  but  the  effect  of  the  Bill  would 
practically  be  to  disestablish  the  visiting 
justices.  If  these  gentlemen  attempted 
to  assert  themselves,  they  would  be  met 
by  some  Government  official  full  of  su- 
perciliousness and  red  tape,  who  would 
take  care  to  let  them  know  that  he,  in 
his  official  capacity,  represented  the  con- 
centrated wisdom  and  intelligence  of  the 
nation.  The  result  would  be  that  high- 
minded  men  would  not  accept  the  posi- 
tion of  visiting  justices.  They  would 
not  submit  to  the  indignity  of  playing 
second  fiddle  to  a  gentleman  m)m  the 
Home  Office;  and  if  the  office  of  visiting 
justice  continued  to  exist  at  all,  it  would 
be  filled  by  men  of  an  inferior  stamp. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  magistrates 
were  in  no  sense  representatives  of  the 
ratepayers,  and  this  was  true  to  a  certain 
extent;  but  it  should  not  be  forgotten 
that  there  was  a  strong  tendency  in 
favour  of  placing  the  management  of 
county  affairs  in  the  hands  of  County 
Boards,  on  which  the  magistrates  should 
have  their  due  share  of  representation ; 
and  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  if 
legislation  proceeded  upon  the  lines  of 
the  Prisons  Bill  there  would  soon  be 
nothing  left  for  County  Boards  to  do, 
and  the  arguments  in  favour  of  their 
establishment  would  cease  to  exist. 
Another  objection  to  the  Bill  was,  that 
it  proposed  to  add  2,500  to  the  already 

Mr.  RyUmd$ 


large  army  of  Ck>vemment  offioials,  who 
were  always  making  demands  upon  ti» 
public  purse,   and  whose  inflaence  in 
various  ways  upon    Members  of   th«t 
House,  and  on  the  public  though  the 
Press,  to  which  many  of  them  hcui  un- 
limited access,  was  already  sufficieiitlj 
strong,  and  had  doubtless  had  its  wel^t 
in  the  action  taken  by  the  country  against 
the  late  Ck>vemment,  whose  Leader  wu 
disliked  by  these  servants  of  the  Grown, 
in  consequence  of  his  expressed  opposi- 
tion to  extravag^ce  in  the  different  De- 
partments of  the  State.    Besides  that 
objection,  the  measure  would  tend  to  a 
great  increase  of    the  superannuation 
establishment.     He  also  objected  to  the 
measure  on  the  ground  that  the  Gtovem- 
ment  appointments  would  not  be  equal 
in  character  to  the  appointments  made 
by  the  local  authorities,  and  would  pro- 
bably be    determined   by  political  in- 
fluence rather  than  by  considerations  of 
fitness  and  efficiency.    The  main  argu- 
ments urged  in  favour  of  the  measure 
had  been  proved  to  have  been  based 
upon  insufficient  grounds,  and  had  been 
snown  to  be  delusive.    The  Home  Se- 
cretary himself  must  have  been  led  to 
doubt  the  correctness  of  some  of  the 
reasons  which  he  urged  to  justify  the 
introduction  of  the  measure.    The  great 
plea  brought  forward  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  favour  of  the  Bill  was 
economy.    How  did  the  case  stand  in 
that  respect?    He  had  calculated  that 
£50,000  a-year  would  be  saved  by  the 
abolition  of  small  prisons  and  by  di- 
minished cost  under   Government  ma- 
nagement.   But  in  Committee  the  Home 
Secretary  said  there  were  "prisons  and 
prisons,"  and  he  spoke  of  maintaining  a 
certain  number  of  small  gaols  for  the 
detention  of  prisoners  waiting  for  triaL 
The  Home  Secretary  saw  the  injustice 
of  sending  unconvicted  prisoners,  perhaps 
50  miles  away,  from  their  legal  advisers 
and  friends ;  but  he  urged  that  these 
gaols  for  detention  of  prisoners  could  be 
conducted  at  a  very  low  expense,  as  there 
need  be  no  arrangements  for  hard  labour 
or  other  punitive    discipline.     Still,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  keep  up  prisons 
of  that  kind  without  a  certain  number 
of  officials    and  other  expenses.    Bat 
what    about    prisoners    convicted,  and 
sentenced  to  short  terms  of  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour  for  7,  14,  or  31 
days  ?    Were  they  to  be  sent  away,  .per- 
haps to  a  distance  of  50  miles,  wnen 
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there  was  a  prison  maintained  at  their 
very  doors?    But  even  granting  that 
the  Home  Secretary  would  be  eu)le  to 
concentrate  the  prisoners  throughout  the 
ooimtry  in  50  or  60  gaols,   which  was 
very  doubtful,  the  idea  that  there  would 
be  any  economy  in  Gbvemment  manage- 
ment was  entirely  contrary  to  experience. 
The  present  cost  per  head  per  annum  of 
prisoners  in  convict  establishments  was 
£35,  and  the  average  cost  in  local  gaols, 
with  all  the  disadvantages  of  many  small 
prisons,  was  about  the  same  sum.    But 
let  them  contrast  a  large  geu)l  under  local 
management  with  the  cost  of  Govern* 
ment   prisons.     Take  Salford,  for   in- 
stance.    In  the  year  ending  September 
29,  1876,  the  cost  was  only  £15  12«.  bd. 
per  head,  or  absolutely  £20  per  head 
below  the  average  cost  of  Government 
prisons.     The  average  cost  for  officers' 
salaries  alone  in  the  convict  establish- 
ments amounted  to  £16  7«.  Qd.  for  each 
prisoner,  or  more  than  the  total  cost  of 
Salford  geu)l  for  all  purposes,  and  the 
superannuation  charges  for  retired  offi- 
cers of  convict  prisons — a  large  item — 
was  not  included  in  that  account.    It 
would  be  urged  that  Salford   was  an 
exceptional  case;  but  the  average  cost 
of  aU  the  Lancashire  geu)ls  was  about 
£17  per  head,  and  these  instances,  at 
all  events,  proved  what  local  manage- 
ment could  accomplish.    Other  counties 
might,  under  proper  management,  and 
witn  facilities  for  closing  unnecessary 
gaols,   efifect  great  economies,    and  in 
various  parts  of  the  country  there  were 
movements  in  that  direction.     County 
Boards,  elected  by  the  ratepayers,  would 
naturally  be  alive  to  considerations  of 
economy,   and,  if    established  for  the 
management  of  geu)ls  and  other  county 
purposes,  would  give  every  prospect  of 
a  general  improvement.    But  there  could 
be  no  expectation  of  such  improvement 
from  Gt)vemment  control.    They  would 
level  up  instead  of  levelling  down  ;  and 
in  place  of  reducing  the  cost  of  other 
gaols  to  the  Lancashire  standard  of  £16 
or  £18,  the  Government  officials  would 
probably  raise  the  cost  of  Lancashire 
gaols  to  their  own  standard  of  £30  or  £35 
per  prisoner.    He  warned   the  House 
that   instead  of   the    18,000  prisoners 
now  in  local  gaols  costing  £50,000  less 
per  year,  they  would  be  more  likely  to 
cost  the  country  £100,000  more — and 
there  would  also  be  a  large  and  increas- 
ing additional  expenditure  upon  prison 


buildings,  which  would  be  charged  to 
the  National  Exchequer.  Another  argu- 
ment urged  by  the  Home  Secretary  was 
his  expectation  that  £50,000  a-year 
would  be  obtained  by  the  more  profit- 
able employment  of  prison  labour,  and 
in  support  of  his  views  he  made  use  of 
a  most  fallacious  illustration  drawn  from 
the  experience  of  the  convict  establish- 
ments. Because  in  local  gaols  the  ave- 
rage earnings  of  prisoners  were  much 
lower  than  in  the  case  of  the  inmates  of 
the  convict  prison  at  Pentonville,  he 
argued  that  he  could  bring  the  earnings 
of  prisoners  throughout  the  country  up 
to  the  Pentonville  standard  of  £9  per 
annum.    His  exact  words  were — 

"We  have  no  reason  to  doubt  that  if  all 
these  prisoners  were  under  the  same  discipline, 
and  properly  g^uped  together,  the  amount  of 
money  Uiey  earn  would  not  be  as  large  as  is  now 
earned  in  the  best  managed  convict  prisons, 
and  we  believe  it  would  go  on  continuously 
increasing.'* 

But  the  manifest  fallacy  which  lay  at  the 
root  of  this  argument  was  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gross)  overlooked 
the  great  difference  between  prisoners 
sentenced  for  long  and  for  short  terms. 
In  convict  prisons  the  whole  of  the  pri- 
soners were  under  long  sentences,  and 
their  labour  could  be  turned  to  account ; 
but  in  local  gaols  the  large  majority  of 
the  inmates  were  confined  for  very  short 
periods,  and  no  amount  of  *'  grouping  " 
or  '*  classification  "  could  get  anything 
out  of  them.  The  Home  Secretary  had 
apparently  overlooked  in  his  calculation 
the  material  fact  that  out  of  the  18,000 
prisoners  in  local  gaols  there  were  about 
five-sixths  who  were  committed  for  short 
sentences,  from  seven  days  to  two  months 
— the  largest  proportions  being  for  the 
shortest  terms.  The  g^eat  argument  for 
the  Bill  was,  that  it  would  relieve  local 
taxation.  The  farmers,  who  were  not 
distinguished  for  political  knowledge, 
were  induced  throughout  the  country  to 
support  the  Bill  by  that  plea ;  but  the 
Returns  just  laid  on  the  Table  on  County 
Kates  and  Expenditure  showed  that  aU 
relief  of  local  taxation  by  subventions 
was  secured  by  the  addition  of  a  much 
larger  burden  on  the  Imperial  taxation, 
so  that  there  really  was  no  saving.  On 
the  ground  of  local  administration,  of 
economy,  and  in  the  interests  of  the 
prisoner  himself,  this  was  an  objection- 
able Bill ;  and  if  it  were  to  be  sent  to 
the  House  of  Lords  he  hoped  it  would 
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go  with  such  a  strong  protest  against  it  | 
that  that  House  would  exercise  its  con- 
stitutional  privilege,  and  reject  the  Bill. 
Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOR,  in  seconding 
the  Amendment,  again  raised  his  voice 
against  the  punishment  of  flogging, 
which  had  been  abolished  by  all  other 
civilized  nations,  but  which  was  now  to 
take  a  new  lease  in  this  country.  It  was 
a  brutal  and  a  brutalizing  punishment, 
and  it  was  impossible  to  deter  men  from 
crime  by  treating  them  as  brutes.  All 
the  delegates  at  the  Prison  Conference 
repudiated  it.  It  distinctly  tended  to 
increase  the  brutality  which  it  was  in- 
tended to  stamp  out.  It  was  not  only 
persons  abroad  who  took  that  view,  but 
all  our  Governors  of  gaols  also  adopted 
it,  notably  Mr.  Frederick  Hill  and  Mr. 
Shepherd.  The  excuse  given  for  the 
use  of  the  lash  was  the  phrase  that 
** discipline  must  be  preserved;"  the 
same  excuse  that  the  Dey  of  Algiers 
gave  for  retaining  the  punishments  of 
impaling  and  burning.  He  denounced 
flogging  as  a  punishment  for  which  rea- 
son,  justice,  and  Christianity  had  nothing 
to  say.  It  had  been  avoided  in  the  con- 
vict ships.  There  had  been  a  panic  with 
regard  to  garotting,  and  in  1863  an  Act 
allowed  flogging  for  the  offence ;  but  the 
offence  had  ceased  before  the  Act.  Bob- 
beries with  violence,  however,  which  were 
also  floggable  under  the  Act,  increased 
in  number,  and  crimes  not  floggable  de- 
creased.  In  the  10  years  previous  to 
1863  there  were  3,261  floggable  cases, 
and  in  the  10  years  after  3,380.  Al- 
though in  those  10  years  the  total  num- 
ber of  offences  against  property  with 
violence — but  short  of  violence  which 
could  be  punished  by  the  cat — had  de- 
creased 762.  The  attempt  to  stamp 
out  violence  by  corporal  punishment 
was  a  miserable  piece  of  legislative 
quackery.  People  nad  as  yet  had  no 
opportunity  of  expressing  an  opinion 
on  the  Bill,  but  at  the  next  Election 
they  would  have  the  power.  He  im- 
plored the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
make  a  system  for  the  communication 
of  prisoners  with  the  outside  world.  He 
had  seen  the  prisoner  whose  letter  he 
had  read  to  the  House  the  other  evening, 
and  had  asked  him  why  he  did  not  com- 
municate with  the  U-ovemor  or  the 
visiting  justices.  The  man  said — ''No 
visiting  justice  ever  spoke  to  me,  or 
asked  me  how  I  was  treated."  He  con- 
cluded by  thanking  those  Irish  Members 

Mr.  RyUmdi 


who  had  exerted  themselves  to  ain»d 
the  Bill  in  that  respect. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leatB  out 
the  word  "  now,  and  at  the  Sf&d  of  tlw 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  tfaii 
day  three  months." — {Mr.  Rylmmdt.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  wrail 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
that,  though  few  subjects  came  amiss  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  theMember  for  Bmn- 
ley  (Mr.  Eylands),  he  had,  apparently. 
not  studied  military  strategy.    If  he  had 
done  so,  he  would  have  been  aware  that 
defeated  Generals  usually  changed  their 
tactics ;  and  it  would  be  better  for  the 
hon.  Member,  now  that  his  views  bad 
been  completely  stated,  not  to  insist  on 
a  division.    With  regard  to  the  poniBh- 
ment  of  flogging,  though  he  woold  be  as 
glad  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
(Mr.  Taylor)  if  it  could  be  abolished,  hit 
could  not  agree  with  him  as  to  the  ab- 
sence of  evi&noe  for  its  efficacy.    About 
15  years  ago  there  was  a  Frenchman  in 
Petworth  Oaol,  who  having  deserted  his 
regiment  in  France  escaped  to  England^ 
and  was  under  sentence  for  a  serious 
burglary.    Although  he  was  well  treated 
and  cared  for,  he  commenced  a  series  of 
the  worst  kind  of  conduct,  and  after 
doing  everything  he  could  to  upset  the 
discipline  of  the  gaol  he  attempted  to 
muraer  one  of  the  warders.     He  was  not 
flogged,  but  put  into  a  dark  cell,  after 
which  he  agam  a  second  time  attempted 
to  take  a  warder's  life.    That  man  was 
brought  before  him  and  another  magis* 
trate,  and   they  sentenced  him  to  25 
lashes.    He  sprang  at  them  and  endea- 
voured to  push  Ihem  down,  but  was 
then  told  that  when  he  recovered  from 
his  first  punishment  he  should  have  25 
lashes  more.    The  man  was  flogged;  he 
might  have  been  heard  crying  out  at  a 
considerable    distance,    for   he   was  a 
coward;    he  need  not  say  he  was  not 
flogged  a  second  time,  but  he  behaved 
afterwards  as  well  as  any  man  in  Pet- 
worth  Gaol ;  he  learnt  a  trade  and  went 
out,    to   all   appearances,  a   reformed 
man.    Now,  he  would  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Member   for  Leicester,    and   ask  him 
what  he  would  do  with  a  man  who  deli- 
berately attempted  every  time  he  could 
to  muraer  the  warder  in  charge  of  him. 
Then  with  respect  to  the  visiting  justices. 
There  most  nave  been  some  misappre- 
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hension  with  respect  to  Holloway  Gaol. 
At  all  events,  if  what  had  been  alleged 
were  true  of  it,  it  must  be  an  exception. 
Speaking  for  himself,  he  declarea  that 
he  always  went  alone  into  the  cells  of 
the  prisoners  when  he  was  visiting.  He 
heard  any  alleged  complaints  that  might 
be  made  patiently,  and  if  he  thought 
there  were  any  real  eroonds  for  them 
he  did  his  best  to  provide  a  remedy.  He 
protested  against  making  use  of  an  ex- 
ceptional case  to  attempt  to  establish  a 
wholesale  charge  against  the  justices. 
He  frankly  confessed  that  he  objected 
to  the  Bill  because  it  was  based  upon 
the  principle  of  centralization ;  because 
it  would  confiscate  county  property ;  and 
because  it  would  take  existing  power 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  county  magis- 
trates. Of  course,  if  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  to  have  the  responsibility,  he 
must  have  the  authority  now  possessed 
by  the  magistrates;  but  he  strongly 
objected  to  the  responsibility  being  placed 
in  his  right  hon.  Friend's  hands.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  had  been  tempted  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract 
(Mr.  Childers)  to  place  our  county  gaols 
under  the  same  organisation  as  the  con- 
vict prisons.  He  hoped  it  would  never 
enter  into  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
thoughts  to  do  any  such  thrn^,  because 
he  believed  the  system  in  me  county 
gaols  was  at  present  better  than  that  in 
the  convict  prisons.  He  ag^n  appealed 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Meniber  for 
Burnley  not  to  divide  the  House. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT,  though  agreeing 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands)  in  his  objection  to  the  Bill, 
must  join  in  the  appeal  that  had  been 
made  to  him  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  opposite  (Sir  Walter  Barttelot) 
not  to  go  to  a  division.  He  could  not 
oppose  uie  Bill  on  the  ground  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr. 
Taylor).  There  were  strong  reasons  why 
the  punishment  of  flogging  should  be 
retained.  As  a  visiting  justice,  he  had 
to  inflict  that  punishment  on  a  man  who 
had  been  placed  in  solitary  confine- 
ment, put  upon  short  diet,  and  punished 
in  everv  other  possible  way  for  refusing 
to  work.  When  brought  before  him, 
the  man  told  him  he  had  been  in  prison 
almost  since  he  was  a  child — he  had 
never  worked,  and  never  would  work. 
The  man  eot  two  dozen  lashes,  and  did 
not  take  the  punishment  at  all  amiss,  and 
the  result  was,  that  he  took  an  interest  in 


the  man,  and  afterwards  enabled  him  to 
go  out  to  Canada.  They  must  all  give  great 
credit  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill  for  the  patience  and 
ability  with  which  he  had  conducted  it 
through  the  House.  He  was  opposed 
to  it,  because  he  thought  it  very  doubt- 
ful whether  the  change  was  a  desirable 
one,  and  whether  the  prisons  would  be 
more  economically  managed  by  the  State 
than  they  were  by  the  counties.  But  he 
opposed  it  chiefly  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  unwise  that  these  additional  duties 
should  be  imposed  on  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  his  Department.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  brought  forward  the  Bill  in 
the  interests  of  uniformity  of  manage- 
ment, discipline,  and  punishment;  and 
also,  in  the  interest  of  economy.  But 
while  the  cost  in  the  convict  prisons  was 
£35  per  head  per  annum,  the  cost  in  the 
tounty  and  borough  prisons  was  only 
£28  ;  and  there  was  no  ground  for  be- 
lieving that  the  prisons,  when  trans- 
ferred, would  drop  to  that.  At  Penton- 
ville  the  cost  was  £23,  after  deducting 
the  value  of  their  work.  When  the 
State  paid  the  whole  of  the  expense 
there  would  not  be  the  same  motive  for 
economy  as  existed  at  present.  He  re- 
presented the  almost  unanimous  opinion 
— ^in  the  proportion  of  98  to  2 —  of  the 
Lancashire  magistrates,  who  were  op- 
posed to  the  Bill.  With  regard  to  uni- 
formity of  management,  discipline,  and 
punishment,  that  great  good  might  be 
got  by  this  Bill  he  was  willing  to  admit ; 
but  there  was  no  reason  why  they  should 
disestablish  all  the  county  and  borough 
prisons  in  the  country  merely  because 
there  existed  a  number  of  small  and 
worthless  prisons  which  did  not  deserve 
to  be  maintained.  The  Home  Secretary 
ought  rather  to  have  taken  powers  to 
close  those  small  prisons,  and  also  to 
advise  the  counties  in  regard  to  erect- 
ing and  establishing  prisons  under  a  pro- 
per system.  By  that  means  he  might 
nave  kept  the  local  management  of 
the  justices  and  also  secured  the  interests 
of  economy.  In  the  county  and  borough 
prisons  the  justices  had  introduced  va- 
rious trades  and  obtained  a  large  amount 
of  prison  earnings,  while  maintaining 
the  prisoners  at  the  lowest  cost — matters 
in  respect  to  which  those  gaols  contrasted 
very  favourably  with  the  convict  prisons 
managed  by  the  State.  Again,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  proposed  transfer,  because 
it  would  impose  a  large  amount  of  addi- 
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tional  trouble  on  an  already  overworked 
Department.  If  the  Bill  passed,  in 
England  there  would  be  305  chief  offi- 
cers and  1,519  subordinate  officers  to  be 
appointed,  leaving  out  of  the  question 
the  small  prisons — some  50  or  60  in 
number;  and  in  Scotland  77  chief  and 
176  subordinate  officers — at  least  2,000 
additional  officers.  In  the  course  of  a 
few  years  the  number  of  those  appoint- 
ments would,  in  all  probability,  consi- 
derably increase.  He  did  not  believe 
the  Bill  would  efifect  a  saving.  On  the 
contrary,  he  thought  it  would  result  in 
additional  expense  to  the  country.  There 
was  in  Gloucestershire  only  one  prison, 
and  the  magistrates  would  really  be 
punished  for  reducing  crime  in  their 
county.  Mr.  Baker  had  written  a  letter 
to  say  that  he  would  rather  see  an  empty 
gaol  than  a  well-regulated  one.  Again, 
he  thought  that  the  expected  total  saving 
of  £100,000  through  the  closing  of  small 
prisons  and  from  prison  labour  could 
hardly  be  depended  on ;  and  he  urged 
that  the  successful  efforts  which  had 
been  made  by  justices  to  reduce  crime 
were  ignored  by  the  proposal  to  transfer 
the  management  of  the  county  and  bo- 
rough prisons  to  the  State.  Dr.  Wise, 
the  leader  of  the  prison  reformation 
movement  in  America,  had  borne  strong 
testimony  in  favour  of  the  existing 
system  in  this  country ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Hibbert)  hardly  thought  Dr.  Wise  would 
speak  so  strongly  with  respect  to  our 
convict  prisons,  and  would  be  surprised 
to  hear  that  it  was  now  proposed  to 
transfer  the  borough  and  county  gaols 
to  the  State.  In  conclusion,  be  warned 
the  Government  that  it  was  embarking 
in  a  doubtful  and  hazardous  experiment 
in  taking  away  those  prisons  from  the 
management  of  the  local  authorities. 
The  reports  of  the  visitors  of  convict  pri- 
sons lea  him  to  believe  that  the  duties 
of  the  visiting  justices  would  not  be 
very  pleasant. 

Me.  NEWDEGATE  said:  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  was  prevented,  towards  the 
close  of  the  Consideration  of  this  Bill 
on  the  Beport,  from  being  present  in 
the  House  when  the  Amendment  of 
which  I  had  given  Notice  was,  through 
the  kindness  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dewsbury  (Mr.  Serjeant 
Simon),  submitted  to  the  House.  That 
Amendment  did  not  meet  the  question 
completely.  The  terms  of  it  ought  to 
have  required  the  Home  Secretary  not 

Mr,  Hibbert 


only  to  submit  for  the  approval  of  /thii 
House  the  Eules  and  Begiuation  for  priflon 
discipline — which  he  will  under  this  Bill 
be  entitled  to  frame — ^but  it  ought  also 
to  have  comprehended  the  ** Orders" 
which  this  Bill  entitles  him  to  make. 
The  difference  between  the  Orders  and 
the  Eules,  according  to  the  Bill,  is  tech- 
nically this — the  BiU  enables  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  once  to  take  posses* 
sion  of  every  county  and  borough  gaol 
in  England  and  Wales ;  to  displace  the 
county  magistrates  from  the  possession 
of  the  county  gaols,  and  the  Councils  and 
borough  authorities  from  the  possession 
of  the  borough  gaols ;  and,  by  Order,  he 
will  be  able  to  disoontinae  any  g^l  he 
may  choose,   and,   as  the  Bill  stands, 
without  giving  any  information  to  either 
House  of  Parliament  with  respect  to  his 
proceedings  in  this  very  important  (mat- 
ter ;  and  he  will  be  able  aLso  to  change 
the  appropriation  of  those  g^ls,  and 
to  say  which  shall  be  relegated  to  long, 
and  which  to  short,  sentences.  Hitherto, 
according  to  the  Common  Law  of  this 
country,  every   criminal,  except  those 
under    sentence    of    transportation    or 
penal  servitude,  which  is  its  equivalent 
— ^in  fact,  a  sentence  of  outlawry — ^has 
been,  of  right,  confined  within  the  Juris- 
diction where  he  committed  his  offence. 
That  fipreat  principle  of  the  Common  Law 
is  to  be  swept  away  by  tins  Bill,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  way  of 
effecting,  as  he  has  said,  economy,  and 
by  way  also  of  perfecting,  as  he  alleges, 
the  system  of  prison  discipline,  proposes  to 
place  the  county  and  borough  g^ls,  as 
to  their  ownership,  and  in  other  respects, 
upon  the  system  of  the  Government  con- 
vict  prisons.    He  would  thus   obtain 
power  to  designate  which  of  the  prisons 
shall  be   appropriated   for   long,  and 
which  for  snort  sentences ;  the  power 
also  to  remove  every  prisoner  from  the 
site  of  his  conviction,  and  therefore  from 
the  proximity  of  those  who  might  assist 
the  prisoner  in  his  defence  berore  trial, 
and  to  prevent  those  who  are  best  quali- 
fied to  judge  of  the  application  of  his 
punishment,  after  he  has  been  convicted, 
from   easily  reaching  him.     Let   the 
House  make  no  mistake ;  it  is  by  this 
BUI  proposed  to  import  into   England 
the  ^stem  of  prison  discipline  against 
which,  before  me  abolition  of  tranroor- 
tation,  the  Colonies  rebelled.     Colony 
after  Colony  declared  the  system  of  con- 
stant €k)vemment  interference  entailed 
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by  the  existence  of  this  system  of  prison 
discipline  incompatible  with,  free  insti- 
tations,   and  that  it  interrupted   their 
development.     And  this  is  the  system 
which,    a    Conservatiye    Oovemment — 
\^Laughter'] — ^yes,  the  Conservative  Party 
— proposes  to  import  into  England  and 
Wales.     I  know  something  of  the  origin 
of  this  Bill.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  me,  when  he  introduced  the 
Bill,  to  take  a  very  shallow  view  of  the 
whole  subject.    I  did  not  at  that  time 
remember,  but  I  have  since  then  recol- 
lected, that  although  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was   a  Member  of  this  House 
from  March,  1867,  to  March,  1862,  he 
was  not  again  a  Member  of  tiiis  House 
till  December,  1868.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  therefore  absent  from 
this  House  when  the  debates  took  place 
upon  the  Bill  introduced  in  1862  by  Mr. 
Pope    Hennessy,    entitled  the    Eoman 
Catholic  Prisoners  Bill,  and  it  is  the 
principle  of  that  Bill  which  you  are  now 
enacting.     The  right  hon.   Gentleman 
was  not    present  in  this  House  or   a 
Member  of  it  when  that  Bill  was  dis- 
cussed; nor  in  1863,  when  the  Prison 
Ministers  Act  passed,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  a  Member ;  nor  was 
he  present  here  as  a  Member  when  the 
Act  of  1866  —  the  Prisons  Act  —  was 
passed.    And  this  diminishes  my  sur- 
prise at  hearing  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man constantly  referring  to  the  Act  of 
1866,  as  if  this  Bill  was  carrying  out  its 
principles.     Now,  the  truth  is  this — this 
Bill  is  to  reverse  the  principle  of  the 
Act  of  1 866.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  skilfully  made  great  use  in  Commit- 
tee, and  before,  of  ms  retention  of  certain 
details  of  the  Act  of  1 866,  as  though  he 
intended  to  preserve  the  principle  of  that 
Act ;  he  has  been  carefiu  not  to  inform 
the  House  that  he  was  about  to  reverse 
the  principle.    I  will  show  the  House 
how  completely  he  proposes  to  reverse 
these  principles.    My  hon.  Friends  on 
this  BiSeof^theHo^e  are  adopting  a 
measure  which  they  may  please  to  call 
Conservative,  but  which  I  cannot  other- 
wiseconsiderthanas  re-actionary,  and  not 
Conservative.     There  has  been  a  dispo- 
sition among  hon.  Members  here  to  be 
careless  as  to  the  scope  and  object  of 
this  Bill ;  they  seem  to  consider  it  merely 
as  a  Party  measure ;  they  knew  that  it 
was  introduced  by  a  Home  Secretary  of 
a  Conservative  Administration,  and  m&j 
concluded   it   must  be  a  Conservative 


Bill.  But  I  must  be  forgiven  for  en- 
deavouring to  show  them  that  their  no- 
tions of  Conservatism  must  have  been 
very  much  changed  within  the  last  few 
years,  if  they  can  consider  this  a  Con- 
servative measure.  It  is  re-actionary, 
and  re-actionary  in  the  worst  sense.  It 
proposes  to  reverse  the  system  estab- 
lished in  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth, 
by  which  the  gaols  were  committed  to 
the  care  and  management  of  the  visiting 
justices ;  while  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
goes  still  further  back  historically  in  his 
re-action  by  abolishing  the  responsibility 
of  the  sheriff  for  the  custody  of  the 

grisoners  generally,  and  in  both  cases 
e  proposes  to  substitute  the  authority 
of  himself,  a  political  officer,  for  the  au- 
thority hitherto  exercised  by  judicial 
officers.  In  these  respects,  Iwould  impress 
upon  my  hon.  Friends  that  this  measure 
is  not  conservative  of  the  Common  Law 
or  of  the  Constitution  of  this  country. 
Hon.  Members  have  been  beguiled  as 
to  the  character  of  this  Bill  by  the  fact 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  has  proposed 
the  rejection  of  this  Bill  is  supposed  to 
be  a  Eadical,  and  that  Members  of  the 
Badical  Party  oppose  this  Bill.  I  re- 
joice that  the  ultra-Liberal  and  the 
Badical  Party  are  learning  to  act  in  a 
Conservative  sense,  when  the  so-called 
Conservative  Party  becomes,  as  in  this 
case,  re-actionary  in  its  proposals.  I 
can  assure  hon.  Members  opposite  that 
they  will  gain  credit  in  this  country, 
and  a  just  credit,  for  persevering  in  this 
coiurse.  They  must  see,  from  the  feeble 
and  spasmodic  attempts  that  are  made 
in  France  and  elsewhere  to  imitate  our 
Parliamentary  system,  while  lacking  the 
other  securities  for  freedom  which  this 
country  has  hitherto  possessed,  how 
much  this  country  has  to  lose  in  the 
tz^ditional  safeguards  for  its  freedom, 
of  which  the  greatest  is  its  Common 
Law.  What  has  been  the  course  pur- 
sued by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretai^r?  He  has,  while  the 
Bill  has  been  in  this  House,  been  com- 
pelled to  admit  that  the  legislative 
powers,  which  he  demands  for  himself 
oy  this  Bill,  are  so  enormous  that  he 
cannot  expect  this  House  to  consent  to 

frant  them,  unless  he  places  upon  the 
able  of  the  House  some  account  of  his 
exercise  of  these  Legislative  functions ; 
but  he  has  avoided  including  in  the  do- 
cuments he  has  imdertaken  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  this  House  for  40  days  the 
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"  Orders,"  which  are  to  be  his  most  im- 
portant instruments.  He  has  consented 
to  lav  upon  the  Table  of  this  House  for 
40  days  the  Bules  and  Begulations 
which  relate  to  matters  of  minor  import- 
ance referring  to  the  internal  adminis- 
tration of  the  gaols;  but  even  then, 
when  asked  to  propose  these  Eules  and 
Beffulations  to  the  House,  as  a  Member 
of  the  Gbvemmont  having  the  enormous 
command  over  the  time  of  this  House 
which  the  House  has  unwisely  conceded 
to  the  Government,  he  has  refused  ;  and, 
as  the  Bill  stands,  it  will  be  the  merest 
chance  if  any  unofficial  Member  can 
acquire  through  the  Ballot  the  opportu- 
nity of  calling  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  these  Bules  and  Begulations.  I  am. 
Sir,  opposed  to  this  BiU.  So  is  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  Barttelot).  He 
has  eicpressed  a  hope  that  we  who 
agree  with  him  in  opposition  to  this  Bill 
will  not  divide  against  this  Bill ;  though, 
as  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  added-— 
'*  I  am  as  much  opposed  to  it  as  you 
are."  I  am  perfectly  aware  that  last  Ses- 
sion many  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House  who  voted  in  favour  of  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  now  reeret 
that  they  did  so.  But  I  also  know  how 
pachydermatous  is  Party  organization. 
Then  I  may  be  asked — why  speak,  if 
you  will  not  divide  ?  I  answer,  that  it 
IS  due  to  the  Home  Secretary  that  he 
should  be  made  to  feel  beforehand  the 
weight  of  the  responsibility  he  is  about 
to  take  on  his  shoulders.  It  is  due  to 
every  Member  on  this  side  of  the  House 
that  he  should  understand  the  position 
in  which  he  is  placing  himself  by  repu- 
diating for  his  brother  magistrates 
and  himself  the  performance  of  duties 
which  have  hitherto  been  held  by  his 
neighbours,  I  will  not  use  the  expression 
to  *•  justify,"  but  I  will  say  to  commend 
the  retention  of  his  property  and  posi- 
tion. And  now  I  will,  by  permission  of 
the  House,  shortly  point  out  the  great 
changes  which  this  Bill  is  about  to 
effect.  Under  the  Act  of  186d  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  magistrates,  as  visiting 
justices,  to  provide  and  maintain  prisons 
within  their  several  counties,  cities, 
boroughs,  or  other  prison  jurisdictions  ; 
and  for  this  purpose  to  purchase  land, 
direct  repairs,  additions,  or  alterations, 
and  to  enter  into  all  necessary  contracts 
for  provisions  and  other  requisites.  To 
confer  these  powers  upon,  and  to  require 
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the  performance  of  these  duties  firom  the 
justices,  was  the  first  principle  of  the  Act 
of  1865.    These  functions  of  the  ootmty 
and  borough  justices  are  abolished  bj 
this  Bill  in  favour  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary.   The  second  princmle  of  the  Act 
of  1865  was  that  it  should  be  the  duty 
of  the  justices  to  appoint,  dismiss,  re* 
move,  or  superannuate  the  governors, 
chaplains,  surgeons,  gaolers,  prison  in- 
structors,  and  other  officers;   to  grant 
leave  of  absence,  and  to  appoint  subati- 
tutes  in  the  case  of  death,  sudden  ill- 
ness, or  other  cause.    The  whole  of  that 
second  principle  of  local  self-ffovemment 
which  is  retained  by  the  Act  of  1865 
will  be  swept  away  by  this  Bill.    The 
third  principle  of  the  Act  of  1865  is 
that  it  is  incumbent  upon  the  justices 
to  make  rules  for  the  discipline  of  the 
prisons;  for  reg^ation  of  hard  labour 
and  of  employment;  for  the    dietary, 
bedding,  and  washing,  and  for  granting 
special  allowances  to  prisoners ;  for  the 
ctassifioation  of,  or  for  the  immediate  re- 
moval of  prisoners  to  other  prisons  on 
the  occurrence  of  the  breaking  out  of 
contagious  or    infectious    diseases;    to 
make  rules  for  the  reception  of  and  for 
allowances   to    unconvicted   prisoners ; 
also  for  allowances  for  any  discharged 
prisoner  to  Prisoners'  Aid  Societies,  and 
for  providing  them  with  means  to  return 
to  their  respective  places  of  settlement. 
That  is  the  third  principle  which  is  to 
be  abolished  by  this  Bul.     The  fourth 
principle  of  the  Act  of  1865  rendered  it 
moumbent  on  the  justices  to  visit  and 
inspect  the  prisons ;  to  hear  complaints; 
to  examine  mto  the  conduct  of  me  offi- 
cers, or  into  the  treatment  and  conduct 
of  the  prisoners ;  to  regulate  the  means 
of  setting  them  to  work ;  to  inquire  into 
the  amount  of,  and  to  regulate  the  dis* 
posal  of  the  earnings  of  prisoners  for 
their  benefit ;  to  control  the  expenditure 
incurred ;  to  inquire  into  abuses ;  and  to 
make  rules  for  me  alteration  and  regu- 
lation of  all  such  matters.    That  is  the 
fourth  principle  of  local  self-government 
which   is  abolished  by  this  BiU,   and 
when  I  say  abolished,  I  mean  abolished 
so  far  the  depositary  as  these  duties, 
for  all  these  duties  imposed  on  the  visit- 
ing justices  are  by  the  Bill  traneferred 
to  the  Home  Secretary  and  his   new 
Ck>mmissioner8.    Hitherto  the  law  has 
been  that  the  justices  should  regulate 
the  religious  and  secular  instruction; 
the  hours  for  religious  services ;  the  ad« 
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mission  of  ministers  of  various  denomi- 
nations;  should  guard  against  the  in- 
troduction of  improper  persons ;  should 
regulate  the  visits  of  relations  or  other 
persons  to  prisoners  before  or  after  con- 
viction ;  and  make  rules  as  to  the  use  of 
books,  printed  papers,  or  written  com- 
munications whicn  might  be  required 
from  time  to  time.     That  is  the  fifth 
principle  of  the  Act  which  will  be  abo- 
lished by  this  Bill — I  mean  abolished  so 
far  as  the  depositary  of  the  functions  is 
to  be  changed,  that  they  are  to  be  taken 
from  the  visiting  justices.     The  sixth 
principle  sat  aside  is  that  the  reports  of 
deaths  and  the  records  of  the  prison  are 
no  longer  to  be  kept  by  the  justices,  but 
to  be  preserved  by  the  new  authority  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  his  Commis- 
sioners.     What,  Sir,  is  to  remain  to  the 
justices?     Certain  justices  are  to  visit 
the  prison  and  to  hear  complaints.    We 
have  no  clear  notion  who  these  visiting 
justices  will  be.     They  are  not  to  be 
elected  by  the  quarter  sessions  as  their 
committee  or  delegation ;  they  are  merely 
to   be    recommended  by  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  to    the    Secretary  of 
State,   who  will  nominate  such  as  he 
may  approve ;  there  may  be  an  election, 
but  it  IB  the  nomination  by  the  Home 
Secretary  which  is  to  be  effective,  and 
these  justices,  when  nominated,  are  to 
visit  the  gaols  only  as  the  Home  Secre- 
tary may  direct,  and  then  report,  not  to 
quarter  sessions,  but  to  him ;  otherwise 
their  visits  will  be  totally  unauthorita- 
tive.    It  is  true  that  there  has  been  in- 
serted in  the  Bill  a  general  vague  per- 
mission for  other  justices  to  visit  the 
prisons ;  but  when  mey  make  these  visits 
they  will  have  no  authority  except  such 
as  shall  be  committed  to  them  by  the 
Secretary  of  State,  imless  it  be  to  order 
punishment  at  the  instance  of  the  master 
of  the  prison,  who  is  to  be  an  officer 
appointed  by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman, 
not  appointed  by  the  justices  themselves. 
I  thmx  I  have  gone  sufficiently  through 
this  Bill  to  show  that  it  in  no  sense 
tends  to  a  continuation  of  the  principle 
of  local  self-eovemment,  with  which  the 
whole  Act  of  1865  is  pregnant.     Some 
of  the  details  of  that  Act  are  preserved, 
but  not  one  jot  of  its  main  principle. 
This  is  a  great  change,  and  I  think  any- 
thing but  Conservative,  although  it  is  a. 
re-actionary  change,  towards  that  sys- 
tem of  centralized  authority  which  exists 
in  foreign   countries.     I   know   some 


hon.  Members  are  so  worried  by  the 
protracted  proceedings  of  this  House 
that  they  are  ready  to  make  over  almost 
any  amount  of  power  and  authority  to 
the  Executive  merely  to  relieve  them- 
selves from  attendance  in  this  House, 
but,  as  country  Gentlemen,  they  may 
find  this  self-indulgence  costly.  The 
Home  Secretary  has  no  right  to  complain 
of  the  extent  to  which  this  Bill  has  been 
discussed.  If  he,  a  Conservative  offi- 
cial, introduces  a  re-actionary,  and  not 
a  Conservative  measure,  it  is  the  duty 
of  this  House  to  make  him  feel  the  re- 
sponsibility he  incurs.  I  am  convinced 
that  it  is  the  growing  dislike  among  the 
Members  of  Qie  House  to  this  measure 
that  has  induced  the  House  so  long  to 
delay  its  passage.  That  delay  has,  in 
my  opinion,  been  perfectly  justifiable, 
for  it  is  a  good  ground  of  opposition  to 
any  measure  that  the  country  remains 
in  ignorance  of  its  character.  My  own 
belief  is  that  anticipations  of  economy, 
which  have  induced  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare  Bead),  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Leicestershire 
(Mr.  Pell),  and  the  small  knot  who 
oireot  the  action  of  the  Central  Chamber 
of  Agriculture  to  promote  this  Bill,  rest 
upon  grounds  at  once  narrow  and  de- 
ceptive. The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Norfolk  and  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire  have  gained  great  credit 
for  indiscriminately  opposing  every  mea- 
sure which  might  have  added  a  penny 
in  the  pound  upon  the  rates ;  but  they 
carry  this  system  much  too  far  when 
they  support  this  Bill  with  that  single 
aim.  A  good  deal  has  been  done  in 
this  sense.  I  do  not  complain  of  that, 
because  the  House  at  one  time  seemed 
inclined  to  care  too  little  how  heavily 
it  might  burden  the  rates ;  but  when  it 
comes  to  this — that  for  the  sake  of  sav- 
ing a  halfpenny  in  the  pound  we  are  to 
have  this  great  politiccd  change  intro- 
duced, this  narrow  economy  carries  hon. 
Members  and  the  House  too  far.  There 
has  been  another  agency  at  work.  We 
have  had  the  officers  of  the  Convict  de- 
partment of  the  Civil  Service,  and  no- 
tably Colonel  Ducane,  vilifying  the  jus- 
tices, from  a  desire,  I  suppose,  to  extend 
the  sphere  of  employment  for  Govern- 
ment officials.  There  has  been  yet  an- 
other agency  at  work.  The  origin  of 
this  attack  upon  the  system  of  local  go- 
vernment in  this  country  is  within  our 
memory.     With  respect  to  the  county 
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prisons,  the  movement  in  1862  was  ori- 
ginated by  the  Roman  Catholic  hier- 
archy. Some  hon.  Members  seem  disposed 
to  doubt  this.  I  will,  therefore,  read  to 
the  House  an  extract  from  The  Tablet^ 
a  newspaper  which  was  then,  and  is 
now,  an  organ  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
hierarchy.  On  the  17th  M^,  1862,  it 
contained  a  letter  from  the  Key.  Canon 
Morris,  secretary  of  tjie  committee  ap- 
pointed to  prepare  a  Bill  to  remedy  the 
alleged  grievances  of  Roman  Catholics 
in  convict,  county,  and  borough  gaols. 
His  letter  states  that  several  meetings  on 
the  subject  had  been  held  in  London. 

**  A  sub-committee  was  appointed,  consisting 
of  the  Honourable  Charles  Langdale,  Canon 
O'Neal,  V.G.,  and  Mr.  Ryley,  with  myself  as 
secretary,  to  prepare  a  Bill,  which  would  repre- 
sent a  complete  remedy  for  all  the  grievances  of 
Catholics,  both  in  convict  and  county  or  borough 
gaols.  This  Bill,  when  prepared,  was  submitted 
to  his  Eminence  (Cardinal  Wiseman)  and  the 
Bishops  in  Low  Week,  and  at  the  meeting 
which  has  just  been  held  it  has  been  resolved 
that  the  sub-committee  be  requested  to  take 
steps  for  its  immediate  introduction  into  Par- 
liament." 

This  is  from  The  Tablet  of  the  17th  of 
May,  1862,  but  on  the  24th  of  May  it 
was  further  announced  in  The  Tahlet-- 

"  We  have  the  satisfaction  of  once  more  re- 
porting progress  on  the  prison  question.  Our 
readers  are  already  aware  that  at  a  meeting  held 
some  weeks  ago  at  the  Stafford  Club  it  was  re- 
solved that  a  Bill,  dealing  with  the  whole  case, 
should  be  prepared;  they  are  also  aware  that 
this  Bill  has  been  prepared  and  submitted  to 
the  Bishops,  by  whom  it  was  approved.  An- 
other meeting  was  held  at  the  Stafford  Club,  at 
which  it  was  resolved  that  a  sub-committee, 
consisting  of  the  Very  Rev.  Canons  O'Neal  and 
Morris,  Sir  Charles  Clifford  and  Mr.  Ryley, 
should  be  requested  to  take  all  necessarv  steps 
for  the  immediate  introduction  of  the  Bill  into 
Parliament.  In  pursuance  of  this  resolution, 
the  sub-committee  met  and  resolved  on  request- 
ing Mr.  Pope  Hennessy,  M.P.,  to  take  charge  of 
the  Bill.  We  are  happy  to  add  that  Mr. 
Hennessy  has  consented  to  do  so,  and  that  in 
the  Votes  and  Proceedings  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  among  the  Notices  given  on  Wednes- 
day, May  20,  appears  the  loUowing : — *  Mr. 
Hennessy :  Roman  Catholic  Prisoners  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Religious  In- 
struction of  Roman  Catholic  Prisoners  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  Tuesday,  May  27.* " 

This  is  my  authority  for  the  statement 
I  have  made.  When  that  Bill  came  to 
be  discussed  it  was  found  that  the  pur- 

eort  of  it  was  to  give  the  Eoman  Catho- 
c  Bishops  power  to  appoint  a  chaplain 
for  every  gaol  in  which  any  considerable 
number  of  Eoman  Catholic  prisoners 
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were  confined ;  and  that  where  no  such 
chaplain  was  appointed  and  paid  out  of 
the  rates,  a  priest  should  be  less  regu- 
larly, but  still   actually,  appointed  by 
the  Bishops,  and  that  these  Boman  Ca- 
tholic priests  should  have  access  at  all 
times  to  the  prisoners,  notwithstanding 
any  prison  regulations.    That  was  the 
beginning  of  this  attack.      Sir  George 
Grey  was  then  Home  Secretary,  and  <k>- 
jected  to  this  Bill  as  subversive  of  prison 
discipline ;  and  in  1863  he  introduced  a 
Bill  of  his  own,  meeting  in  some  degree 
the  Boman  Catholic  demand,  but  pre- 
serving the  authority  of  the  visiting  jus- 
tices.    The  Eoman  Catholic  hierarchy 
were  not  satisfied  with  that  Bill,  and 
continued,  through  their  Eepresentatives 
in  this  House  and  otherwise,  to  attack 
the  county  justices,  because  the  principle 
was  preserved  that  the  attendance  oy 
the  Eoman  Catholic  chaplains  on  the 
prisoners  should  be  regulated  by  the 
visiting  justices,  and  the  acceptance  of 
these  priests'  ministration  was  not  made 
compulsory  on  the  prisoners.    The  agi- 
tation continued,  and  in  1866  the  Prisons 
Act  was  passed ;  but  this  Act  preserved 
intact  the  local  jurisdiction  of  the  jus- 
tices of  the  peace,  which  the  Bill  of  Mr. 
Pope   Hennessy,    introduced  in    1862, 
would  have  invalidated,  and  which  this 
Bill  proposes  to  sweep  away  altogether. 
I  hope  the  House  will  forgive  my  hav- 
^Z  gone  through  these  details  of  evi- 
dence ;  but  as  I  was  a  Member  of  the 
House  during  the  years  1862,  1863,  and 
1865,  and  as  the  right  hon.  GenUeman 
was  not  a  Member,  and  was,   conse- 
quently, comparatively  ignorant  of  the 
proceedings  which  led  up  to  the  Act  of 
1865,  I  may  be  excused  for  thinking 
that  when  he  launched  this  Bill,  con- 
taining the  transfer  of  such  enormous 
powers  to  the  Home  Secretary,  he  may 
nave  commenced  action  without  being 
personally  cogpiizant  of  the  circumstances 
that  led  to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  of 
1865.    I  am  aware  that  the  hon.  and 
learned    Member    for    Dewsbury  (Mr. 
Serjeant  Simon),  who  co-operated  with 
me  in  some  details,  is  in  favour  of  this 
measure  generally.    I  regret  that  such 
seems  to  be  his  inclination.     My  object 
in  rising  is  this — ^It  may  be  that  Parlia- 
ment will  decide  in  favour  of  this  gpreat 
change  in  the  administration  of  justice ; 
but  1  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  the 
House  has  sanctioned  this  Bill  under 
circumstances  and  at  a  time  when  the 
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yital  magnitude  of  the  change  proposed 
was  not  adequately  foreseen.  I  rejoice, 
however,  to  find  that  many  of  the  libe- 
ral Party  have  opposed  this  Bill,  and 
that  they  seem  to  oe  becoming  conscious 
that  if  &ey  are  to  be  worthy  inheritors 
of  the  great  traditions  of  the  whole 
Whie  Party,  who  were  in  years  gone  by 
the  defenders  of  constitutional  freedom 
in  this  country,  they  must  act  in  a  Oon- 
seryative  sense,  when  a  Government, 
supposed  to  be  Conservative,  adopts  re- 
actionary measures  of  this  type. 

Mr.    Serjeant   SIMON,    while   ex- 
pressing  his    concurrence    in    almost 
everything  which  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Meim)er  for  Leicester  (Mr.  Taylor), 
would  remind  him  that  the  present  Bill 
did  not  introduce  flogging  or  any  of  the 
other  punishments  to  wmch  he  had  re- 
ferred, though  he  regretted  as  much  as 
his  hon.  Friend  that  the  Home  Secretary 
had  not  found  himself  in  a  position  to 
deal  boldly  with  those  brutal  and  bru- 
talizing punishments  by  sweeping  them 
away  altogether.    He  could  not,  how- 
ever, on  that  account  withhold  his  sup- 
port from  a  measure  which  would  miti- 
gate the  severity  of  the  lot  of  political 
prisoners,  and  make  better  provision  for 
the  care  of  those  who  were  detained  in 
our  g^ls  before  conviction.     He  was 
sorry  to  find  that  so  poor  an  opinion  had 
been  expressed  of  the  justices,  and  that 
if  this  Bill  passed,  they  would  no  longer 
visit  the  prisons.     He   could   not  re- 
cog^ze  the  connection  between  the  office 
of  a  justice  of  the  peace  and  that  of 
goaler  of  which  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
seemed  so  tenacious.  On  the  other  hand, 
he  thought  that  the  justices  could  per- 
form no  nobler  work  in  connection  with 
the  ^prisons  than  that  of  standing  be- 
tween the  prisoners  and  the  Crown,  and 
preventing  an  abuse  of  authority.  Again, 
the  Bill  would  shut  up  at  first  70  use- 
less  prisons,    re-organize    others,    and 
bring  them  all  into  combination,  under 
one  uniform   system  of  discipline.     It 
was  desirable  that  we    should  have  a 
prison  discipline  of  which  our  criminals 
would  stand  in  awe,  and  that  we  should 
no  longer  hear  that  criminals  selected 
the  district  in  which  to  commit  crime, 
because  the  discipline  in  one  district 
was  lighter  than  that  in  another.    With 
regard  to  the  objections  raised  to  the 
BQl,  on  the  ground  of  its  centralizing 
character,  he  saw  no  reason  why  prisons 


should  be  looked  upon  as  local  institu- 
tions. They  formed  part,  so  to  speak,  of 
the  criming  law  of  the  country,  and  they 
ought  to  belong  to  the  country  at  large. 
He  did  not  believe  that  the  county  gen- 
tlemen would  cease  to  take  an  interest 
in  the  prisons  if  this  Bill  were  passed. 
There  would  be  ample  scope  for  their 
energpies,  seeing  that  they  would  be  able 
to  make  their  complaints  heard  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Considering  the 
objects  of  the  Bill,  he  could  not  under- 
stand objections  to  it  on  the  ground  of  eco- 
nomy. He  regretted  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  had  not  acceded  to  the  proposed 
he  made  the  other  night  to  allow  Parlia- 
ment to  have  a  complete  control  over  the 
prison  rules  he  proposed  to  make.  While 
he  would  not  say  that  the  measure  was 
without  faults,  he  thought  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  introducing  it  had 
done  one  of  the  most  signal  and  benefi- 
cial acts  of  his  official  Hfe.  He  gave  it 
his  most  cordial  support. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  this  BiU  was  in- 
troduced  last  year  for  the  purpose  of 
affording  relief  to  local  taxation  and  the 
establishment  of  absolute  economy ;  and 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  this  year 
economy  was  put  forward  as  the  main 
object  of  the  Bill;  but  as  the  discus- 
sion of  the  measure  had  gone  on,  less 
and  less  was  said  about  economy  in 
the  transfer  of  the  prisons  to  the  Go- 
vernment. The  great  argument  now 
was  uniformity  of  prison  management. 
In  proposing  to  take  away  the  manage- 
ment of  the  prisons  from  the  local 
authorities,  economy  and  the  relief  of 
local  taxation  had  been  offered  as  a  quid 
pro  quo,  K  the  object  had  simply  been 
to  secure  uniformity  of  management, 
that  could  have  been  done  by  means  of 
rules,  without  transferring  all  power 
and  patronage  to  the  Government.  In 
introducing  the  Bill  last  year,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  anticipated  that  it  would 
lead  to  a  saving  of  £100,000  a-year; 
I  £50,000  he  expected  would  be  gained 
by  greater  efficiency  of  labour,  while 
£50,000  would  be  saved  by  reducing  the 
number  of  prisons  in  the  country.  Was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  still  as  san- 
g^uine  on  the  point  of  economy  ?  Gentle- 
men who  haa  analyzed  the  prison  sta- 
tistics had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  closed  54 
prisons,  there  would  be  a  saving  of  only 
£21,000.    It  was  to  be  remembered, 
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moreorer,  that  oonoesaioBs  had  been 
made,  not  in  the  direction  of  economy, 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  un- 
dertaken to  oompensate  local  authorities 
in  respect  of  superfluous  prison  accom- 
modation. In  connection  with  the  sub- 
ject of  prison  labour,  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  already  found,  and  in  future 
would  probably  find  his  duties  under 
the  Bill  invidious  and  difficult.  It  might 
be  expected  also  that  there  would  be 
an  immense  increase  in  the  number 
of  Questions  put  to  him  in  that  House 
with  reference  to  the  treatment  of  pri- 
soners when  he  had  assumed  the  ex- 
clusive responsibility.  Another  great 
responsibility  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  undertaken  was  the  framing 
of  rules  for  the  regulation  of  prisons. 
Those  rules  were  to  lie  40  days  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  and  it  was  to  be 
hoped  that  they  would  actually  be  pre- 
sented, and  not,  like  some  other  rules, 
lie  there  for  great  part  of  the  time  only 
in  dummy.  With  regard  to  the  centra- 
lizing character  of  the  Bill,  he  could  not 
but  think  that  if  the  visiting  justices 
came  into  collision  with  the  officials  of 
the  central  Government,  they  would  find 
the  influence  of  the  latter  too  strong 
for  them,  and  they  would  be  sent  to  the 
wall.  He  maintained  that  in  all  cases 
where  centralization  was  not  necessarv, 
or  highly  expedient,  it  should  be  ab- 
stain^ from,  or  abandoned.  After  all  the 
discussion  on  the  Bill,  he  still  retained 
his  former  doubt  whether  its  advantages 
would  be  compensated  by  its  disadvan- 
tages. He  suggested  that  his  hon. 
Friend  would  content  himself  with 
having  protested  against  the  BiU,  and 
not  put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a 
division. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  OEOSS:  Sir,  I 
have  not  very  much  to  say  with  respect 
to  this  Bill,  because  I  have  already 
troubled  the  House  very  often.  I  must, 
however,  object  verv  decidedly  to  one 
word  that  feU  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands),  for  he  said  that 
there  had  been  ''  precipitate ''  action  in 
the  matter.  Well,  there  was  a  very 
long  debate  last  year,  such  as  hardly 
any  Bill  ever  went  through  before,  and 
a  most  decisive  expression  of  opinion,  as 
the  second  reading  was  carried  by  an 
almost  unprecedented  majority.  I  am 
bound  to  say^  that  I  can  never  ex]^t 
such  a  minority  again.    Since  that  tune 
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the  Bill  has  been  completely  disoaaaed 
throughout  the  country,  and  the  general 
conclusion  is  that  it  is  a  good  Bill,  and 
a  wise  one,  and  ought  to  pass  into  law. 
I  hope  that  nothing  I  have  said  will  lead 
any  hon.  Member  to  suppose  that  I  wish 
to  prolong  the  debate,   now  that   the 
subject  has  been  discussed — and  very 
properly — at  much  length.    I  may  aay 
that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  is  a  most  valuable  index  to  the 
debates,  and  any  one  referring  to  it  will 
find  a  summary  of  everything  that  can 
be    said,    or   suggested,    or    imagined 
against  the  Bill.    He  has  spoken  of  the 
increase  of  local  rates  and  taxation.     I 
wish  he  had  mentioned  two  matters  con- 
nected with  it,  and  that  when  he  touched 
upon  this  vital  question,  he  had  stated 
the  cause  of  the  increase  and  the  increase 
of  local  taxation  in  the  municipalities. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  P. 
A.  Taylor)  said  that  his  objection  to  the 
Bill— his    sole    objection    almost — was 
that  it  did  not  aboUsh  flogging.    At  all 
events,  if  the  Bill  does  not  go  so  far  as 
that,    it     includes    better    safeguards 
against  the  abuse  of  flogging  than  have 
been  embodied  in  any  previous  measure. 
While  I  am  touching  upon  this  subject, 
I  must  allude  to  HoUoway  Prison.  Some 
time  ago,  a  letter  was  made  public  which 

Save  strong  expression  to  the  notion 
lat  all  manner  of  heurdships  went  on  in 
that  prison,  and  I  made  it  my  first  duty 
to  communicate  with  the  authorities.  In 
consequence,  I  have  here  a  long  state- 
ment m  contradiction  to  that  letter.  I 
am  bound,  however,  to  say  that  the 
writer  of  the  statement  alleging  cruelties 
is  a  person  who  has  been  given  to  in- 
toxicating drinks  for  a  long  time,  his 
health  became  so  seriously  afiected  as 
to  require  his  confinement  m  the  lunatio 
asylum ;  and  during  his  stay  in  HoUo- 
way Prison  knives  and  other  sharp  in-  % 
struments  were  always  kept  out  or  his 
way,  so  that  his  meat  had  to  be  cut  for 
him.  I  wish  to  explain  that  when  he 
wrote  that  letter  he  was  very  probably 
suffering  from  some  mental  affection 
which  warped  his  jud^ent.  The  state- 
ment of  the  authorities  is  too  long  for 
me  to  read,  but  it  is  a  substantial  deniid 
of  every  accusation.  I  have  also  in  my 
hand  a  letter,  of  which,  if  the  House 
will  allow  me,  I  wiU  read  one  sentence 
without  nanung  the  writer,  for  that  is 
the  Qondition  on  which  I  may  use  the 
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letter,  but  I  will  show  the  seal  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester  afterwards. 
The  writer  says — 

"The  extraordinaiT  gtattment  of  omelties 
furnished  by  Mr.  P.  Tajlor  appears  to  me  to  be 
80  fiir  from  the  truth  that,  in  we  public  interest, 
I  come  forward  to  refute  iL  I  am  a  man  who 
suffered  12  months*  imprisoment  in  Holloway 
Gaol,  but  I  never  saw  or  heard  of  one  single  act 
of  cruelty  beyond  the  strict  discipline  of  the  pri- 
son ;  nor  do  I  believe  these  charges." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr. 
Hibbert)  naturally  went  to  a  consider- 
able length  in  comparing  the  expenses 
of  the  county  and  borou^  prisons.  He 
must  remember,  however,  that  there  is 
a  gpreat  difference  in  the  number  of  per- 
sons required  to  look  after  them.  One 
of  the  prisons  particularly  mentioned — 
that  of  Woking — is  practically  a  hos- 
pital and  not  a  prison ;  and,  so  far  as  I 
know,  the  only  mult  of  the  Lancashire 
prisons  is  that  the  county  is  too  proud  of 
them.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate)  ia  a 
persistent  opponent  of  the  Bill,  but  I 
cannot  follow  his  arg^ument  about  the 
Common  Law,  and  I  cannot  understand 
whether  it  is  his  opinion  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  or  the  visitinff  justices  will 
have  too  much  power  under  this  Act. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Dodson)  has  asked  me  four  questions, 
and  I  will  answer  them  very  briefly. 
First,  as  to  the  question  of  economy, 
that  matter  has  been  considered  very 
carefiilly,  andl  beUeve  that  £60,000  may 
be  saved  both  in  the  one  case  and  the 
other.  But  the  compensation  to  coun- 
ties and  boroughs  which  the  House 
thought  proper  to  agree  to,  must  be  de- 
ducted nrom  any  saving  that  may  be 
made.  I  believe  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  was  one  who  voted  in  the  majo- 
rity on  that  point,  and  compelled  die 
Oovemmentto  yield  to  what  was  pro- 
posed. With  regard  to  prison  labour, 
there  are,  no  doubt,  great  difficulties  in 
administering  that  paxt  of  the  BiU.  But 
it  is  more  likely  that  prison  labour  will 
interfere  much  less  with  the  ordinary 
run  of  labour  throughout  the  country 
when  it  is  in  one  hand  than  when  it  is 
in  many  hands.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  many  more  Ques- 
tions will  be  asked  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  as  to  the  treatment  of  prisoners 
than  have  been  asked  hitherto.  My 
answer  to  that  is  this — if  the  treatment 
of  prisoners  is  bad,  the  more  Questions 


asked  the  better ;  if  the  treatment  is 
good,  the  more  ecusy  to  answer  them. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  the  rules  must  be  laid  on  the  Table 
for  40  days.  I  am  glad  that  he  pressed 
that  subject  on  the  attention  of  the 
House;  the  question  of  the  rules  will 
be  considered  during  the  Eecess,  and 
the  rules  will  be  laid  on  the  Table.  I 
will  not  take  up  any  more  time,  but  will 
only  express  a  hope  that  the  House  will 
agree  to  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill 
without  a  division. 

Mb.  FAENELL  thought  that  a  ^eat 
opportunity  had  been  lost  by  the  Libersd 
Party  in  not  fulfilling  what  he  considered 
to  be  the  proper  mission  of  the  Liberal 
Party  in  Opposition  in  reference  to  such 
a  BiU  as  this.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  legislation  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment had  been  marked  by  a  cen- 
tralizing tendency.  They  pledged  them- 
selves on  coming  into  office  to  direct 
their  attention  to  measures  of  a  domestic 
character,  and  not  to  continue  the  sensa- 
tional legislation  of  the  late  Government. 
It  was  also  understood  that  they  intended 
to  take  the  ground  from  under  the  feet  of 
those  Liberal  Members  who  had  endea- 
voured to  promote  the  power  and  spread 
the  number  of  local  institutions  and  local 
self-government.  He  was  much  struck 
by  some  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands),  who  told  them 
that  if  the  Government  went  on  in  that 
way,  by  introducing  measures  like  the 
Valuation  Bill,  they  would  gradually  do 
away  with  the  raison  ^iir$  for  the  ex- 
istence and  for  the  establishment  of 
county  government.  He  was  thankful 
for  the  support  he  had  received  when 
endeavouring  to  improve  the  treatment 
of  political  prisoners,  both  during  and 
after  trial;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
could  not  help  regretting  that  a  great 
opportunity  had  been  lost  by  the  Liberal 
Party.  This  Bill  held  out  a  sort  of  bribe 
to  the  ratepayers,  in  the  shape  of  a 
fancied  reduction  of  the  rates;  but  in 
reality  it  would  effect  no  such  reduction, 
and  the  ratepayers  would  And  that  the 
money  for  the  support  of  the  prisons 
would  still  come  out  of  their  pockets, 
though  not  exactly  in  the  same  way  as 
before.  What  was  the  action  of  the 
Conservatives  who  represented  the  in- 
terests of  the  unpaid  justices  of  England  ? 
From  the  first  they  introduced  .^nend- 
ments  in  favour  of  their  own  order. 
They  were  most  indefatigable  in  their 
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attendance  and  in  their  hostility  to  snoh 
portions  of  the  Bill  as  seemed  to  trenoh 
on  their  privileges.  Many  provisions 
had  been  introduced  saving  the  power 
of  visiting  justices,  and  giving  powers 
which  the  Home  Secretary  did  not  con- 
template when  he  introduced  the  Bill. 
He  should  have  preferred,  if  this  ques- 
tion had  been  postponed  by  the  Govern- 
ment until  they  had  dealt  with  tiie  sys- 
tem of  ooun^  government  in  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland.  When  they  had 
completed  that  legislation,  it  would  have 
been  a  noble  act  to  have  handed  over 
these  prisons  to  the  county  authorities. 
However,  they  could  not  now  hope  to 
stop  the  progress  of  the  Bill ;  and  he  had 
seen  the  necessity  for  this  Bill  becoming 
law.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  would  not  take  a  division  at 
this  staffe. 

Mb.  Alderman  LXJSK  testified  to  the 
character  of  the  Governor  of  HoUoway 
Prison  as  an  able,  kind,  and  judicious 
officer,  and  one  who  had  the  thorough 
confidence  of  the  magistrates.  That 
gentieman  had  written  a  letter  to  him, 
in  which  he  had  stated  that  the  charges 
of  cruelty  and  violence  to  prisoners,  of 
the  use  of  thumb-screws,  of  tne  fastening 
of  prisoners  to  walls  and  starving  them, 
and  other  such  accusations  were  totally 
untrue.  All  the  prison  officers  stated 
that  these  things  were  merely  creations 
of  the  imagination.  The  Oovemor  added 
that  he  had  never  seen  a  thumb-screw  in 
his  life. 

Mb.  BIGKjFAB  noticed  several  objec- 
tions to  the  Bill,  and  remarked  that  the 
Government  had  refused  to  give  the 
House  the  option  o$  affirming  or  not 
affirming  the  rules  adopted  for  prisons. 
He  thought  additional  facilities  should 
have  been  given  for  enabling  Boman 
Catholic  prisoners  to  have  chaplains  of 
their  own  faith.  He  thought  also  that  it 
would  have  been  well  if  the  Government 
had  agreed  to  a  clause  abolishingflogging 
entirely  in  prisons. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  after  the  dis- 
cussion which  had  taken  place,  he 
would  ask  leave  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agrood  to. 

* 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  nsAptniod. 
Mr.PomM 
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(In  the  Oommittee.) 

On  Question,  "  That  the  Preamble  hm 
postponed,'' 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  he  had  risen 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  left  the 
Ohair  with  the  view  to  offering  some  ob- 
servations upon  this  Bill,  and  also  with 
the  intention  of  dividing  the  Honae 
against  it.  He  would  not  charge  the 
Speaker  with  having  intentionally  neg- 
lected to  see  him ;  but  he  felt  he  had 
reason  to  complain,  that  in  consequenoe 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  having  left 
the  Chair  he  was  precluded  from  taking 
the  course  he  had  intended.  He  would 
consequentiy  move  that  Progress  be  re- 
porteo.  In  his  opinion,  this  Bill  really 
was  not  required.  It  was  founded  upon 
some  idea  that  Ireland  ought  to  foUow 
England  in  an  amendment  of  the  Judi- 
cial system ;  but  so  far  as  he  could  make 
out  the  English  Judicature  Bill  had 
proved  an  entire  failure.  He  thought, 
at  all  events,  that  the  Bill  for  Ireland 
might  have  been  postponed  till  the  ex- 
periment had  been  tned  lonffor  in  Enff- 
land.  Those  in  charge  of  tiie  Iridi 
Business  of  the  Government  would  have 
displayed  more  intelligence  if  they  had 
pressed  forward  the  Oouniy  Oourts  Bill, 
which  was  a  measure  greatiy  needed, 
and  which  really  provided  Courts  for 
the  poor  man,  in  preference  to  the  pre- 
sent Bill. 

Sib  JOHN  hay  thought  it  was  only 
due  to  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  who 
presided  with  such  dignity  and  fairness 
over  the  House  to  say  that  the  House 
had  actually  given  its  assent  to  the 
Question  that  he  leave  the  Chair  before 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
rose.  I**  No,  no ! "]  While  the  iTght 
hon.  Gentieman  was  leaving  the  Chair 
the  hon.  Member  was  moving  up  from 
his  place,  and  the  Speaker  was  justified 
in  assuming  that  he  was  p;oing  to  speak 
upon  a  question  in  Comnuttee. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  101 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  he  was 

Suite  confident  that  the  riffht  hon.  Gkn- 
[eman  (the  Speaker)  had  no  intention 
of  preventing  discussion  on  this  or  any 
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Bill  introdooed  into  the  House,  nor,  he 
need  hardly  say,  had  the  Gk)yemm6nt. 
He  pointed  out  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  (Mr.  Bigmr)  would  have 
eyexy  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
measure,  and  on  the  Question  now  be- 
fore the  House,  that  tiie  Preamble  be 
postponed,  it  was  quite  competent  for 
him,  or  for  other  hon.  Members,  to 
make  any  observation,  on  the  general 
scope  of  the  Bill.  This  was  not  we  first 
occasion  on  which  the  Bill  had  been  in- 
troduced into  the  House.  It  was  now 
the  third  year,  and  he  did  not  think  it 
nnreasonable  in  him  to  assume  that  the 
provisions  and  policy  of  the  Bill  were 
Defore  hon.  Members  from  Ireland.  AeT 
to  the  working  of  the  English  Judica- 
ture Act,  he  thought  the  hon.  Member 
was  wrong  in  stating  that  it  was  an 
entire  failure.  The  discussions  which 
had  taken  place  in  the  House,  and  the 
Tiewa  expressed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Members  for  Taunton  (Sir  Heniy  James) 
and  Durham  (Mr.  Herschell),  did  not 
show  it  to  be  so.  As  far  as  he  had  been 
able  to  find  out  the  arrears  of  business 
were  far  less  than  at  any  former  time; 
while  a  shorter  time  than  formerly  now 
elapsed  between  the  commencement  of  a 
cause  and  its  final  conclusion.  As  to  the 
Irish  Oouniy  Courts  Bill,  he  was  most 
anxious  to  promote  its  passing;  but  it 
was  a  Bill  the  discussion  of  which  would 
occupy  a  long  time.  It  had  not  been 
long  before  the  House,  whereas  this  was 
the  third  Session  the  present  Bill  had 
been  before  the  House.  The  Govern- 
ment could  hardly  hope  to  pass  the 
Oouniy  Courts  Bill  except  uiey  had 
considerable  time  at  their  disposal ; 
and,  therefore,  although  he  had  no  de- 
sire to  postpone  legiiJation  on  the  sub- 
ject, he  hoped  that  the  House  would, 
under  existing  circumstances,  proceed 
with  the  consideration  of  the  measure 
not  before  it. 

Mb.  BIGKJAB  wished  to  disclaim  any 
intention  of  imputing  unfairness  to  the 
Speaker,  but  to  point  out  that  imme- 
diately the  Question  was  put  from  the 
Chair  he  rose,  and,  in  the  only  way  it 
was  possible  for  him  to  call  attention  to 
the  &ct  that  he  had  risen,  addressed  the 
Speaker.  Considerable  confusion  had, 
no  doubt,  prevailed  in  the  House  at  the 
time,  in  consequence  of  hon.  Members 
leaving  the  House  after  the  debate  on 
the  Prisons  Bill.  He  did  not  want  un- 
neceosarily  to  obstruct  the  present  Bill; 
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but  he  thought  they  ought  to  have  some 
explanation  of  its  provisions  frx>m  the 
Attorney  General. 

Mr.  MELDON  said,  no  Member  was 
more  strongly  convinced  than  himself  of 
the  inutility  of  this  Bill.  It  really  was 
not  wanted  at  all,  and  it  was  the  unani- 
mous belief  amon^  both  branches  of  the 
legal  Profession  m  Ireland  that  things 
were  well  enough  without  any  change. 
He  did  not,  however,  think  it  was  of 
any  use  opposing  it;  because  it  was 
quite  out  of  the  question  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  aUow  things  to  remain 
as  they  were  in  Ireland  after  the  great 
change  which  had  taken  place  in  Eng- 
land. If  a  change  was  to  take  place,  it 
was  desirable  that  it  should  be  effected 
as  soon  as  possible,  and  that  an  end 
should  be  put  to  the  present  state  of 
uncertainty,  which  was  so  injurious  both 
to  the  Profession  and  the  public.  •  For 
his  own  part,  he  thought  that  the  Gt)- 
vemment  were  much  to  blame  for  not 
having  pressed  on  this  Bill  rather  than 
the  Universities  Bill  and  the  Prisons 
Bill.  Although  he  was  strongly  opposed 
to  the  Bill,  he  would,  therefore,  urge  his 
Collea^es  not  to  obstruct  its  passage, 
which  he  regarded  as  inevitable.  Any- 
thing would  be  better  than  the  continu- 
ance of  a  state  of  things  in  which  no  one 
knew  where  he  stood,  or  what  he  had  to 
expect.  Once  over,  he  believed  that 
the  Judicature  Act  would  work  better 
in  Ireland  than  in  England ;  because  in 
the  former  country  the  Ptofession  were 
conversant  both  with  Common  Law  and 
with  Equity,  and  because,  owing  to  the 
smaller  amount  of  business,  the  Judges 
could  take  more  time  to  see  how  a  new 
system  should  be  worked. 

Mb.  PAENELL  objected  to  being 
deprived  of  the  opportunity  of  address- 
ing the  House  on  the  Question  that  the 
Speaker  should  leave  the  Chair.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kildare  (Mr.  Meldon)  that  there  were 
defects  in  the  present  state  of  Judicature 
in  Ireland ;  but  he  did  not  consider  that 
the  Bill  would  remedy  those  defects, 
and  he  should  therefore  oppose  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  had  had  an  Amend- 
ment for  some  weeks  on  the  Paper  to 
oppose  the  Bill  being  considered  in 
Committee,  and  that  Amendment  he 
(Mr.  Pamell)  intended  to  support ;  but 
the  Amendment  had  disappeared  from 
the  Paper,  and  when  the  hon.  Member 
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went  to  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  to  inquire 
why  it  had  been  omitted,  he  was  told 
that  some  Gentleman  came  to  him  and 
told  him  that  he  had  the  hon.  Member's 
authority  to  withdraw  the  Amendment, 
and  so  it  was  not  inserted  in  the  Paper. 
The  absence  of  the  Notice  was,  no 
doubt,  the  reason  why  the  attention  of 
the  Speaker  was  not  directed  to  the  hon. 
Member.  They  were  not  placed  in  a 
position  of  opposing  the  Bill,  as  they 
would  have  been  had  the  Amendment 
not  been  got  rid  of;  and  unless  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  would  con- 
sent to  replace  them  in  the  position  in 
which  they  Were  before,  he  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  should  feel  bound  to  offer  the  Bill 
an  opposition  which  in  the  present  state 
of  Public  Business  would  render  its 
passing  simply  impossible.  He  should, 
therefore,  support  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan,  and  if  that 
were  negatived  he  should  himself  make 
another. 

Dr.  WAED  said,  that  it  was  an  ex- 
traordinary thing  for  the  Gx)vemment 
to  ask  the  House  to  assent  to  a  Bill 
which  would  commit  the  House  to  the 
maintenance  of  an  exoessive  Judicial 
Staff  in  the  Superior  Courts  in  Ireland 
at  the  very  time  they  were  promoting  a 
County  Courts  Bill,  which  wOuld  greatly 
diminish  the  amount  of  business  now 
before  the  Superior  Courts,  and  was 
confessedly  inadequate  to  occupy  their 
time.  He  should,  therefore,  under  pre- 
sent circumstances,  feel  it  his  duty  to 
oppose  the  Bill  now  before  them. 

SiK  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  said,  the 
Irish  Courts  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
shaping  their  decisions  on  the  jurispru- 
dence of  this  country,  and,  therefore,  he 
hoped  this  Bill  would  be  allowed  to  pass 
as  a  small  instalment  of  justice  to  Ire- 
land. It  would  be  felt  as  a  very  great 
grievance  by  many. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  he  was  quite  sure  that  the^ffeneral 
desire  of  the  Committee  was  to  have  a 
full  discussion  on  the  BiU.  He  thought 
also  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
would  admit  that  the  Government  were 
justified  in  supposing  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  no  intention  of  pressing 
the  Amendment  which  he  had  put  down 
on  the  Paper  after  it  had  disappeared 
from  the  Paper.  He  understood  that 
after  the  Speaker  had  left  the  Chair  the 
rule  was  that  any  hon.  Member  who 
had  a  Notice  of  Amendment  on  the 
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Paper  was  entitled  to  be  called  upon  bj 
the  Chairman  before  it  would  be  pos- 
sible for  the  Bill  to  be  re-committed. 
He  therefore  thought  it  was  obviooi 
that  such  a  proposal  as  that  now  made 
could  not  be  listened  to.  What  was  the 
position  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  f 
The  Question  was,  that  the  Preamble  be 
postponed,  and  on  that  Question  there 
was,  to  a  certain  extent,  an  opportnni^ 
of  discussing  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
There  was,  of  course,  another  Motion, 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  at  liberty 
to  make — namely,  that  the  Chairman 
should  leave  the  Chair,  or  that  Progiest 
should  be  reported.  As  those  two  oppor- 
tunities were  open  to  the  hon.  Member,  he 
thought  it  was  not  unreasonable  for  the 
Government  to  ask  that  they  should  now 
be  allowed  to  hear  the  obiections  whiok 
were  taken  to  the  Bill  itself. 

Mr.  SHAW  could  not  understand 
why  the  English  Law  Bills  had  not  been 
pu^ed  forward,  especially  as  no  oppo- 
sition had  been  offered  to  them  by  the 
Irish  Members.  He  thought  that  if  the 
County  Courts  Bill  and  the  pres^it 
measure  were  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee composed  entirely  of  lawyers, 
who  would  be  able  to  mould  them  into 
shape,  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
passing  both  Bills  this  Session. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  thought  the 
County  Courts  Bill  deserved  prior  atten- 
tion to  this  Bill.  He  considered  that  in 
Ireland,  at  the  present  time,  the  Judges 
were  fiilly  worked ;  but  when  the  change 
of  taking  away  some  of  the  inferior 
business  out  of  their  hands  was  carried 
out,  he  was  very  much  mistaken  if  a 
considerable  deduction  of  the  number  of 
Judges  in  the  Superior  Courts  would 
not  be  possible^ 

Mb.  HEHSCHELL  remarked  that 
there  were  always  professional  preju- 
dices when  new  measures  were  proposed. 
Since  the  introduction  of  the  English 
Judicature  Bill  avexy  great  saving  of 
time  had  been  effected  in  carrying  causes 
through,  and  the  Irish  people  would  be 
getting  a  real  advantage  if  they  got  this 
Bill  passed. 

Mb.  BBUEN  thought  that  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  objected  to  this  Bill 
being  taken  before  the  County  Oonrts 
Bi)l  had  had  ample  opportunities,  if  tibej 
had  chosen,  of  bringing  the  question 
before  the  House.  

Thb  ATTOBNET  GENEBAL  fob 
IBELAND    (Mr.    Gibson)    said,    he 
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peirfeothr  sympaihized  with  the  remarks 
made  oy  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork 
TMr.  Shaw)  with  reepeot  to  the  Oouniy 
\3oiirt8  Bill ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the 
GoTemment  were  very  anxious  that  the 
Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Oom- 
xnittee.  It  stood  as  an  Order  for  Thurs- 
day, but  was  objected  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  and 
two  others,  so  that  it  could  not  be  con- 
eidered  after  a  certain  time.  He  there- 
fore hoped  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  would  withdraw 
Ms  opposition  to  the  present  measure, 
which  was  really  necessary  to  acom- 
plish  several  reforms  in  the  Irish  Judi- 
cial system. 

Mb.  MELDON  did  not  think  that  a 
reference  of  the  County  Courts  Bill  to  a 
Committee  would  do  any  good,  because 
they  could  not  provide  a  proper  staff  for 
^e  working  of  the  Act. 

Mb.  ORAY  said,  he  did  not  intend  to 
discuss  the  merits  of  this  proposal ;  but 
he  had  always  understood  that  that 
House  was  exceedingly  jealous  of 
its  privileges,  and  of  the  privileges 
of  what  were  called  private  Mem- 
bers. It  appeared  to  him  that  some- 
thing like  a  wrong  —  an  uninten- 
tioniu  wrong,  perhaps — ^had  been  done 
to  aprivate MemVer.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Oavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  had  put  a  Notice 
on  the  Paper.  It  seemed  that  by  some 
means  his  Notice  had  been  removed 
without  the  hon.  Member's  knowledge 
or  consent.  He  had  no  doubt  whatever 
that  the  removal  was  accidental;  but 
the  effect  of  the  removal  had  been  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  this 
prejudice  had  been  done  through  no 
default  of  his  own.  Certainly,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  proper  course  to 
pursue  under  the  circumstances  would 
be  to  re-conunit  the  Bill,  and  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  had  a  moral  right  to 
insist  on  that  being  done.  If  that  should 
be  refused  him,  and  the  hon.  Member 
should  to  any  extent  use  obstruction 
afterwards,  it  would  be  within  his  moral 
right.  If  the  Gx)vemment  suffered  any 
inconvenience  afterwards  through  not 
conceding  the  request  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, then  the  Government  would  only 
have  itself  to  blame  for  what  would 
happen. 

Mb.  BIOGAB  thought  there  was  not 
sufficieiit  time  to  pass  the  Bill  this  Ses- 
sion, and,  therefore,  the  (Government 
ought  not  to  proceed  with  it. 


It  being  now  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of 
the  clock,  Committee  report  Progress  : 
to  sit  again  upon  Drtday,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

The  House  suspended  its  sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  dock. 


The  House  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  dock. 


MILITABT  LAW. 

HOnON  FOB  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  rose  to 
call  attention  to  the  Reports  of  the  Court 
Martial  Commission  in  1869,  and  to  the 
confused  and  complicated  provisions  of 
the  existing  Mutiny  Act  and  Articles  of 
War ;  and  to  move  that  a  Select  Com- 
mittee be  appointed — 

*'  To  inquire  into  the  present  state  of  our 
Military  Law,  including  the  constitution  and 
practice  of  Courts-Martial  and  Courts  of  In- 
quiry, and  to  report  to  this  House  the  principles 
upon  which  the  revision  of  the  Mutiny  Acts 
and  Articles  of  War  should  be  carried  out,  and 
how  best  this  revision  should  take  place  so  as  to 
ensure  legislation  on  the  subject  in  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament." 


when- 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
after  Nine  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Wednesday,  20th  June,  1877. 
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LOCOMOTIVES  ON  COMMON  BOADS 

BILL.— [Bill  22.] 

(Coloml  Chaplin,  Mr,  CharUi  Praed, 

Mr,  SammUon,) 

8E00ND  READmO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Colonel  CBLAPLIN,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time, 
saidy  that  the  object  of  the  measure  was 
to  consolidate  the  existing  law  and  to 
introduce  sgme  Amendments  into  it. 
That  the  present  Bill  was  perfect  he  did 
not  pretend  to  say — on  the  contrair,  he 
believed  many  improvements  might  be 
introduced  in  Committee.  He  might 
fairly  say  that  the  existing  law  relating 
to  locomotives  on  common  roads  was 
faulty : — nor  was  this  to  be  wondered  at 
when  they  reflected  on  the  enormous 
strides  that  had  taken  place  within  the 
last  few  years  in  machinery  of  every 
description,  and  remembered  that  the 
Act  regulating  the  use  of  locomotives  on 
roads  was  passed  in  1861,  and  that  since 
that  ;time,  with  the  exception  of  an 
amending  Act  in  1865,  no  legislation 
had  taken  place  on  the  subject.  It 
seemed  to  him,  therefore,  that  the  subject 
required  and  deserved  immediate  atten- 
tion not  only  in  the  interest  of  those 
who  used  locomotives,  but  for  the  safety 
of  the  whole  communiiy.  The  first  ob- 
ject to  be  aimed  at  in  dealing  with  the 
question  was  the  safety  and  convenience 
of  the  public ;  and  the  second  should  be 
the  expansion  of  the  general  industry  of 
the  country,  so  far  as  they  could  do  so. 
Some  years  ago  ereat  pr^udices  existed 
against  the  introduction  of  steam  engines 
on  conmion  roads,  and  some  persons  who 
had  heard  that  he  had  brought  in  a  Bill 
on  that  subject  had  expressed  a  wish 
that  he  would  put  a  stop  to  those  nasty 
things  altogether.  That  had  been  said 
part^  under  the  idea  that  those  ma- 
chines damaged  the  roads,  but  mainly 
because  they  were  ugly,  and  also  be- 
cause they  might  frighten  horses.  Those 
prejudices  still  existed,  thouffh  perhaps 
m  a  modified  form ;  and  he  thought  that 
by  judicious  legislation  that  unsatis- 
factory state  of  things  might  be  put  an 
end  to  altogether.  He  did  not,  however, 
believe  that  either  the  House  or  the 
country  would  listen  to  a  proposal  for 
prohibiting  altogether  the  use  of  loco- 


motives on  public  roads — they  were  now 
so  extensively  used  throughout  the  ooon- 
tiy  that  they  might  be  said  to  hare  be- 
come a  necessity.  As  to  the  last  objec- 
tion— he  had  had  considerable  experienoe 
in  regard  to  horses  both  on  town  and 
country  roads,  and  his  conviction  was 
that  the  danger  apprehended  in  that 
case  generally  arose  much  more  from 
the  ignorance  of  those  who  had  charge 
of  horses  than  from  any  real  danger 
through  the  use  of  locomotivee.  He 
thought  that  bicycles  were  really  more 
dangerous  than  locomotives.  Consider* 
ing  the  rapid  progress  made  in  our  days 
by  mechanical  science,  it  was  obyiously 
impossible  to  frame  a  law  on  that  sob- 
ject  which  would  endure  for  all  time, 
without  requiring  a  revision ;  and  eariy 
this  Session  a  Select  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed to  consider  how  far,  and  nnder 
what  regulations,  steam  or  other  mecha- 
nical power  might  be  allowed  to  be  em- 
ployed on  tramways  and  public  roads. 
That  Committee  had  before  it  the  Report 
made  by  a  similar  Committee  which  sat 
in  1873,  and  gave  it  as  their  opinion 
that  in  that  Beport  there  were  sufficient 
materials  to  form  the  foundation  of  fu- 
ture legislation.  They  expressed  their 
concurrence  in  its  main  recommenda- 
tions, among  which  were  these— that  the 
direct  legi&Iation  affecting  the  nee  of 
locomotives  on  common  roads  should  be 
consolidated  into  one  Act,  and  that  that 
Act  should  not  be  temporaiy  in  its 
duration.  He  hoped,  therefore,  he  was 
not  presumptuous  in  now  endeavouring 
to  consolidate  the  law  on  that  subject 
With  regard  to  the  duration  of  the  Act, 
he  understood  the  recommendation  to 
which  he  had  referred  to  mean  that  they 
should  pass  a  law  which  would  last  as 
long  as  possible,  not  one  that  oould  be 
expected  to  last  for  all  time.  The  in- 
qmry  made  by  the  Committee  of  187S 
appeared  to  have  been  exhaustive  and 
complete.  They  took  evidence,  among 
other  things,  as  to  the  large  amount  cu 
capital  invested  in  those  engines,  which 
rendered  the  question  involved  one  of 
importance  to  the  employers  of  labour. 
Four  years  had  since  elapsed,  and  it  was 
the  unanimous  testimony  of  all  the  ma* 
nufacturers  of  those  machines  that  the 
ratio  of  increase  in  their  use  in  this 
country  within  the  last  five  years  had 
greatly  exceeded  that  of  any  former 
period.  The  evidence  taken  in  1878 
with  respect  to  horses  was  somewhat 
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oontradiotoiy,  as  was  only  to  be  expected 
when  difPerent  interests  were  concerned; 
but  the  Oommittee  found  that  even  those 
witnesses  who  were  opposed  to  the  em- 
ployment of  locomotiyes  on  public  roads 
admitted  that  horses  soon  got  used  to 
the  sight  and  the  sound  of  those  engines. 
That  entirely  agreed  with  his  own  expe- 
rience ;  and  he  maintained  that  any  in- 
finitesimal danger  which  might  arise  in 
roite  of  proper  regpilations  and  precau- 
tions could  not  for  a  moment  counter- 
balance the  enormous  advantages  result- 
ing from  the  use  of  steam  power  on  the 
roads.   As  to  the  question  of  the  damage 
done  to  the  roads  by  the  wheels  and 
tires  of  locomotives  coming  in  contact 
with  them,  the  Act  of  1861 — the  first 
Act  regulating  the  use  of  locomotives 
on   common   roads  —  dealt   with   that 
matter.      Since    then,    bowever,    im- 
mense  improvements  had  been  made 
in  the  construction  of  wheels,  and  he 
thouffht  that  our  legislation  on  that  head 
should  have  due  regard  to  the  present 
conditions  of  mechanical  science.    The 
object,  of  course,  should  be  to  secure 
the  roads  against  all  unnecessary  and 
avoidable  injury  from  the  passing  of 
locomotives  along  their  surfaces.     The 
result  of  the  operation  of  the  law  as  it 
existed  was  that  the  owners  of  engines 
were  often  compelled  to  break  it,  and  it 
was    monstrous,  in    his  opinion,    that 
they  should  be  obliged  to  use  wheels  by 
which  unnecessary  damage  was  done  to 
the  roads.    Then  there  was  the  system 
of  licensing,  to  which,  for  his  own  part, 
he  was  raliier  opposed,  as  tending  to 
relieve  the  owners  Of  engines  from  that 
sense  of  responsibiliiy  by  which  it  was 
desirable  they  should  be  influenced.    As 
to  the  requirement  that  a  red  flag  should 
be  carried  60  yards  in  advance  of  an 
engine,  he  thought  it  an  useless  precau- 
tion— and,  more  than  that,  the  evidence 
which  had  been  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee showed  that  it  had  the  eflect  of 
frightening  horses  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent.   He  had  introduced  a  clause  into 
the  Bill  providing  for  an  appeal  to  the 
President    of    me   Local   (jrovemment 
Board.    These  and  many  other  matters 
of  detail  could  be  advantageously  dealt 
with  in  Committee.    It  only  remained 
for  him  to  say  that,  although  he  believed 
there  were  some  persons  who  desired  to 
see  the  use  of  locomotives  on  our  roads 
done  away  with  altogether,  yet  that  was 
not  the  view  taken  by  the  oommunity 


generally,  who  believed  them  to  be  a 
necessity  to  the  country ;  and,  moreover, 
the  experience  which  had  been  already 
gained  in  working  them  had  shown  that 
they  could  be  constructed  on  an  im- 
proved plan,  so  that  they  mi^ht  be  em- 
ployed without  doing  any  injury  to  the 
roads.  The  question  really  was — whe- 
ther Parliament  should  or  should  not 
sanction  the  permanent  use  of  locomo- 
tives on  common  roads,  and  whether  the 
time  had  not  come  when  such  sanction 
should  not  be  legislatively  gpiven  ? 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Colonel  Chaplin,) 

Mr.  BROMLEY-DAVENPORT  said, 
that  he  had  always  taken  an  interest  in 
this  subject ;  and  although  he  had  op- 

Eosed  a  JBill  dealing  with  ^t  introduced 
y  the  late  Mr.  Cawley,  he  was  now  of 
opinion  that  some  measure  with  respect 
to  it  ought  to  be  passed.  Such  a  mea- 
sure should,  however,  in  his  opinion,  be 
brought  forward  by  the  Gbvemment, 
and  should  not  be  in  the  hands  of  a 
private  Member ;  and,  further,  the 
question  had  to  be  considered  whether, 
under  the  present  disorganized  state  of 
the  law  in  reference  to  highways  and 
turnpike  trusts,  it  was  at  present  prac- 
ticable to  pass  any  useful  measure  in 
reference  to  the  use  of  road  locomotive 
engines  upon  them.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  had  referred  to  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  1873  and  its  favourable  cha- 
racter ;  but  he  believed  that  out  of  the 
15  witnesses  examined,  12  of  them  were 
interested  in  manufacturing,  and  in 
otherwise  promoting  the  use  of  locomo- 
tives on  common  roads.  He  did  not  say 
that  this  necessarily  gave  a  bias  to  their 
views ;  but  still  they  must  keep  the  fact 
in  view  in  weighing  the  evidence.  He 
could  from  his  own  experience  state  that 
a  great  deal  of  damage  was  done  to 
roads  b^  locomotives,  and  it  was  no 
wonder  it  should  be  so,  seeing  that  they 
were  not  constructed  to  bear  such  heavy 
burdens.  To  render  them  fit  for  the 
purpose  would  cost  a  large  sum  of 
money.  He  did  not  know  whether  any 
active  opposition  was  intended  to  the 
BiU;  but  if  no  more  cogent  arguments 
were  adduced  in  its  favour  than  had  yet 
been  offered,  he  felt  disposed  to*  ask  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Eriend  to  withdraw  the 
BilL 
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Admiral  Sir  WILLIAM  EDMON- 
STONE  said,  he  was  strongly  opposed 
to  machines  of  this  description  being 
allowed  upon  our  public  roads,  the  sur- 
face of  which  they  ruthlessly  out  up, 
and  broke  down  the  bridges.  So  far  as 
Scotland  was  concerned,  he  was  sure  the 
roads  were  not  sufficiently  strongly  made 
to  bear  the  enormous  weights  put  upon 
them  by  these  machines.  At  the  present 
moment  they  had  a  Bill  before  the  House 
of  Commons — the  Beads  and  Bridges 
Bill — and  it  was  a  very  important  matter 
for  the  country  to  consider  whether,  if  a 
Bill  of  the  description  they  were  now 
considering  should  be  sanctioned  by  the 
House,  the  whole  country  would  not 
soon  be  covered  with  engines  of  that  de- 
scription. But  he  objected  to  it  also  in 
the  interests  of  horses — indeed,  he  was 
much  surprised  that  an  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  who  was  so  much  interested  in 
horses,  should  have  brought  in  this  Bill. 
It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that  horses 
would  get  accustomed  to  the  machines 
— he  himself  had  known  instances  over 
and  over  again  where  horses  could  never 
get  accustomed  to  them.  While,  how- 
ever, objecting  strongly  to  the  use  of 
these  engines,  he  was  not  at  the  present 
moment  prepared  formally  to  oppose  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  but  merely 
wished  to  enter  his  protest  against  it. 

Mr.  MONK  said,  he  was  sorry  that 
his  attention  had  not  been  earlier  oalled 
to  the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  He  agreed 
that  it  would  be  well  if  thev  could  pass 
a  consolidation  Bill  upon  this  subject : 
but  this  Bill  did  more — it  proposed  many 
alterations  in  the  law;  and,  moreover, 
it  was  very  defective — it  did  not  provide 
for  the  consumption  of  the  smoke,  nor 
propose  any  limitation  to  the  weight  of 
the  engines ;  nor  did  it  propose  any 
means  oy  which  those  who  used  them 
should  compensate  for  the  enormous 
damage  they  did  to  the  roads.  He  also 
thought  that  a  measure  of  this  sort  could 
only  be  introduced  with  advantage  on 
the  authority  of  the  Government,  for 
it  would  be  utterly  impossible  for  a 
private  Member  to  obtain  the  informa- 
tion necessary  to  guide  the  House  in 
dealing  with  it.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, he  did  not  think  that  it  would 
be  desirable  to  read  the  BiU  a  seoond 
time. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  said,  he  very  much 
concurred  in  the  remarks  of  the  last 
speaker,  and  wished  the  Oovemment 


could  have  taken  up  the  sabjeoi ;  1mt» 
seeinff  that  their  hands  were  already  eo 
full  of  business,  bethought  the  House  was 
indebted  to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
for  the  pains  he  had  bestowed  on  the 
subject.    As  to  the  danger  ariaiiig  froa 
the  friffhtening  of  horses,  he  was  not 
disposed  to  attiush  veiy  much  impoxtanoe 
to  Uiat  point — what  mghtened  them  was 
the  snorting  of  the  engine;  but  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  providing  that 
an  engine  should  be  noiseless,  as  he  had 
been  informed  was  the  case  in  Bans. 
The  red  flag,  too,  ought,  in  his  opinioii, 
to  be  done  away  with;  and  as  to  the 
damage  to  bridges,  those  who  subieoted 
them  to  the  strain  of  unreasonably  heavy 
loads  ought  to  repair  them.    He  might 
also  observe  that  tne  regulation  as  to  the 
rate  of  speed  of  locomotives  sometimes 
operated  very  harshly ;  so  that  it  wotnld 
be  well  that  no  hard-and-fast  line  as  to 
pace  should  be  laid  down.    He  hoped, 
he  might  add,  to  see  light  passenger 
locomotives  soon  running  on  our  roads, 
ffoing  at  the  rate  of  nine  or  ten  miles  an 
hour.    That  would  be  no  novelty,  for  in 
1834  or  1885  an  engine  oonstruoted  in 
Glasgow  used  to  run  a  short  distance 
from  that  city  with  passengers,  and  was 
vexy  successful ;  but  so  gpreat  was  the 
opposition  o£Pered  by  the  trustees  of  the 
road  to  the  experiment,  that  it  had  to  be 
given  up.    They  raised  the  tolls ;  and, 
that  step  failinff,  they  covered  the  road 
with  new  broken  stone,    so  that  the 
wheels  were  shattered  daily,  and  had  to 
be  replaced  by  others  made  during  the 
night.    At  last,  so  great  was  the  strain 
that  a  boiler  blew  out  and  all  the  pas- 
sengers were  kiUed.    It  was  clear,  how- 
ever, that  but  for  the  opposition  which 
had  been  offered  to  it,  the  experiment 
would  have  gone  on  satisfaotoruy ;  and, 
entertaining  that  view,  he  should  vote 
for  the  present  Bill  if  the  seoond  reading 
were  pressed;  although,  considering  the 
larffe  mterests  involved  in  the  qnestioD, 
and  the  amount  of  consideration  which 
it  required,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
not  be  put  to  the  ^uble  of  a  division. 

Mb.  M^LABEN  said,  this  seemed  to 
him  to  be  a  very  crude  Bill,  and  required 
a  ffreat  deal  of  acy  ustment.  He  thought, 
indeed,  that  no  Bill  could  be  satisfaotoir 
on  this  subject  unless  it  was  introduosd 
on  the  responsibility  of  Government 
As  an  instance  of  the  careless  way  in 
which  the  clauses  were  framed,  he  nu^ 
mention  that  by  Olaase  9  the  authorities 
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of  any  boroueh  or  town  in  England 
with  a  population  of  5,000,  or  upwards, 
by  the  last  CensuB,  might  regpilate  the 
speed  of  looomotiyes  through  their 
streets;  but  the  very  next  siH>-8eotion 
applied  to  Scotland,  and  said  that  this 
power  should  only  be  vested  in  the 
authorities  of  any  town  of  10,000  in- 
habitants or  upwards.  Therefore,  the 
framers  of  the  BiU  seemed  to  contem- 
plate that  the  interests  of  less  than 
10,000  people  in  Scotch  towns  were  not 
worth  taking  care  of.'  He  was  sorry 
that  so  many  of  the  Home  Eule  Mem- 
bers were  not  present  to  look  after  the 
interests  of  their  country — ^there  was  no 
restriction  whatever  in  the  Bill  as  to  the 
towns  of  Ireland,  and  therefore  no  au- 
thority there  had  power  to  remedy  any 
evil  connected  with  the  use  of  locomo- 
tives on  roads ;  although  Clause  13  said 
that  the  county  surveyors  in  Ireland 
might  regulate  other  kinds  of  locomotives 
than  those  stated  in  the  Act.  He  thought 
that  the  Bill,  apart  altogether  from  the 
principle  of  allowing  locomotives  to  run 
on  public  roads,  was  so  crudely  drawn 
up,  that  it  should  either  be  withdrawn 
by  its  promoters  or  negatived  by  the 
House. 

Mb.  WHEELHOUSE,  while  he 
should  be  one  of  the  very  last  to  say 
that  the  use  of  locomotives  should  be 
entirely  prohibited  on  roads,  thought 
that  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  as  to  the  reg^ations  local 
authorities  would  be  empowered  to  make 
to  ensure  safe  passage  along  the  streets 
of  large  towns,  he  feared  that  if  these 
locomotives  were  once  permitted  to  be 
taken  through  them  we  should  get  into 
a  difficulty  out  of  which  it  would  be 
impossible  to  see  our  way.  Not  only 
the  streets  had  to  be  considered,  but 
there  were  the  passengers  on  foot  and 
horses  and  carriages.  It  should  be  re- 
membered how  in  our  larger  mercantile 
cities  there  were  continually  passine  day 
and  niffht  lorries  carrying  scores  of  loads 
from  Uie  manufactories  to  the  railway 
dep6t6,  and  that  in  these  towns  the 
passing  of  locomotiveB  along  their  streets 
became  a  question  of  the  gravest  im- 
portance. The  traffic  should  be  deve- 
loped, he  admitted — ^no  one  was  more 
anxious  to  assist  in  this  —  but,  at  the 
same  time,  it  must  be  done  safely.  He 
entertained  no  imreasonable  objection 
to  traffic  being  conducted  through  the 
streets,  if  only  it  could  be  so  carried  on, 


and  upon  regulations  framed,  not  by  a 
private  Member,  but  by  the  responsible 
Government  of  the  country.  In  all  these 
matters  public  safety,  irrespective  of  all 
other  considerations,  first  claimed  atten- 
tion ;  and  when  he  looked  at  the  streets 
of  his  own  borough,  even  though  they 
had  been  so  largely  improved  during 
the  last  30  years,  and  when  he  re- 
membered the  large  towns  in  the  West 
Biding  of  Yorkshire,  with  their  com- 
paratively narrow  streets  formed  long 
ago,  he  was  compelled  to  come  to  the  opi- 
nion that,  unless  under  the  strictest  re- 
gulations were  imposed  by  Government, 
it  might  be  endangering  the  lives  of  the 
inhabitants.  In  referring  to  the  popula- 
tion of  the  towns  he  had  indicated,  it 
must  be  remembered  that  flocks  of 
people — men,  women,  and  children — had 
to  pass  along  the  streets  at  certain  hours, 
often  in  the  dark,  or  the  grey  of  the 
winter  mornings  or  evenings,  some  miles 
perhaps  between  the  factories  and  their 
homes,  and  on  their  way  these  crowds 
would  have  to  pass  these  engines.  He 
did  not  speak  of  countiy  districts.  He 
could  quite  understand  that  provisions 
ought  to  be  made  to  meet  agricultural 
requirements  and  agrarian  interests  as 
far  as  it  was  desirable.  But  he  was 
speaking  from  what  he  had  observed,  that 
the  danger  to  horse  and  carriage  traffic 
and  to  foot  passengers  inflicted  by  steam 
eneines  might  be  something  no  one  could 
fully  appreciate  who  had  not  lived,  as  he 
had  for  some  months  every  year,  in 
one  of  the  largest  manufacturing  towns 
in  Yorkshire.  As  he  understood  the 
Bill,  any  person  owning  an  engine  or 
employing  one  would  be  at  liberty  to 
take  it  through  the  streets,  no  matter 
what  might  be  the  damage  caused  to  the 
roads,  and  there  was  nothing  requiring 
those  persons  to  pay  for  the  repair  of 
such  roads  so  damaged.  The  only  ex- 
ception was  in  case  of  damage  to  bridges. 
But  were  the  ratepayers  to  be  called 
upon  to  repair  the  roads  so  broken  up  ? 
Most  of  them  did  not  care  about  the 
engines,  which  were  used  for  a  limited 
interest  only,  the  general  public  having 
no  concern  in  them.  In  fact,  if  the 
public  were  consulted  the  general  feeling 
would  be  found  that  they  would  rather 
not  see  the  engines.  They  made  horses 
restive  and  endangered  carriage  traffic. 
It  was  not  unreasonable,  then,  that  they 
should  object  to  repair  the  roads  damaged 
by  the  locomotives.  It  was  no  individual 
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instanoe  he  was  placing  before  the 
House;  but  they  were  dealing  with  a 
question  so  large  that  every  aspect  of 
tne  case  should  be  presented  and  put 
responsibility  of  doing  anything  the 
upon  the  shoulders  of  the  Gfovemment. 
With  all  deference  to  the  introducer  of 
the  Bill,  he  doubted  whether  any  private 
Member  could  get  at  the  information 
necessary  to  initiate  a  Bill  of  this  kind. 
The  Board  of  Trade,  the  Local  (Jovem- 
znent  Board,  and  the  Select  Committee 
could  hardly  gather  enough  information; 
how,  then,  could  such  a  duty  be  satis- 
factorily undertaken  by  a  private  Mem- 
ber? He  ventured  to  submit  to  the 
House  that  the  whole  of  the  information 
desirable  in  dealing  with  such  a  subject 
was  not  before  them.  There  were  just 
one  or  two  other  matters  worth  attention. 
There  seemed  to  be  an  attempt  in  the 
Bill  to  change  the  present  law  in  reference 
to  standing  engines  and  factories  being 
required  to  consume  their  own  smoke. 
These  locomotives  were  not  to  be  so  re- 
quired, and  persons  who  went  through 
tne  streets  of  our  manufacturing  towns, 
or  even  went  down  the  Embankment 
now,  and  remembered  the  feeling  of 
having  his  head  only  a  little  lower  than 
the  fumes  from  the  chimneys,  would 
have  a  slight  experience  of  what  would 
be  the  state  of  things  if  these  engines  in 
the  streets,  at  all  hours,  by  day  and 
night,  were  puffing  their  smoke  over 
passers  by.  It  might  be  said  this  was 
putting  the  matter  too  broadly,  and 
that  there  would  6nly  be  an  engine  here 
and  there.  But  they  all  knew  that  the 
development  of  trade  since  1861  taufi^ht 
a  different  lesson,  and  it  was  impossible 
to  say  what  the  end  of  this  seeming 
small  beginning  might  be.  There  was 
another  matter  in  the  Bill  which  required 
to  be  looked  after.  He  had  no  objection 
to  the  red  flag,  and  saw  no  difficulty  a 
man  carrying  a  red  flag  would  have  in 
using  both  hands  on  an  emei^ncy; 
but  there  was  no  doubt  the  attempt 
made  in  the  BiU  to  substitute  some- 
thing else  for  the  flag  was  simply  use- 
less. It  had  been  said  that  the  red 
flag  now  often  became  a  coloured  rag 
on  a  little  stick;  but  here  it  was  pro- 
posed to  have  a  red  band  on  the  hat  of 
a  man  walking  somewhere  in  the  same 
street  with  the  engine,  and  on  the  band 
in  white  letters  the  word  "  Locomotive." 
Surely  this  was  mere  playing.  If  there 
should  be  a  man  to  precede  the  engine, 
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he  must  be  distinguished  in  such  a  wmy 
that  he  was  at  once  known  among  a 
crowd.  If  not,  what  was  the  uae  of 
having  a  man  so  engaged?  Wi&  re- 
ference to  the  distinction  made  betwoen 
the  towns  in  Scotland  and  thoee  in  Eng- 
land, he  thought  that  at  least  the  apfm- 
oation  of  the  Bill  should  be  to  8oot^ 
towns  not  less  in  number  of  popnlatioot 
but  rather  the  other  wav.  Whether  the 
Bill  was  to  apply  to  Ireland  he  did  not 
know;  but  he  could  not  see  that  tiie 
measure  was  adequate  to  the  require- 
ment of  the  case.  Looking  to  th%  whole 
of  the  circumstances,  and  anxious  as  he 
was  at  all  times — and  speaking  more 
especially  for  the  district  he  represented 
— that  there  should  be  no  unreasonable 
attempt  made  to  restrict  trade  and  limit 
traffic,  he  trusted  that  the  Bill  would  be 
withdrawn,  in  the  hope  that  when  the 
necessities  and  requirements  of  the  case 
were  brought  to  bear  upon  the  Admin- 
istration the  Government  would  take  on 
themselves  either  to  introduce  a  new 
Bill  or  one  having  for  its  object  a  con- 
solidation of  the  old  measures.  "While 
anxious  that  this  subject  should  be  well 
ventilated,  he  was  extremely  desirous 
that  the  responsibility  should  be  on  the 
shoulders  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  0.  H.  WILSON  thought  a  gx«at 
many  of  the  objections  to  the  Bill  would 
be  removed  if  power  were  given  to  the 
local  authorities  not  only  to  regulate  the 
traffic,  but  to  prohibit  entirely  the  use 
of  these  traction  engines  where  it  was 
evident  that  the  disadvantages  would  be 
much  greater  than  the  advantages.  It 
would  be  well  also  if  the  same  power  of 
regulating  the  traffic  were  eiven  to  the 
L^»d  Boards  of  Health  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts as  to  the  Town  Oouncils  in  the 
towns.  In  his  opinion,  the  use  of  these 
locomotives  would  result  in  many  oases 
in  driving  private  carriage  traffic  off  the 
roads  to  a  great  extent — such  he  oould 
state  had  been  the  result  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Hull.  In  a  great  many 
cases,  no  doubt,  the  use  of  these  engines 
would  be  productive  of  economy,  but 
they  were  liable  to  abuses,  and  while 
they  were  of  benefit  to  their  owners 
might  do  much  harm  to  others.  At 
present,  the  number  of  these  engines 
was  comparatively  few,  and  he  would 
suggest  that  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
have  authority  to  ^ve  oertifioates  as 
to  safety  to  locomotives  to  be  used  on 
common   roads.     On    the    whole    he 
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would  support  the  second  reading  of  the 
BiU. 

Mb.  HENLEY  jointed  out  that  the 
Bill  imposed  no  limit  as  to  the  length  of 
the  train  which  might  be  drawn  by  the 
traction  engines.  If  a  train  consisting 
of  six  or  seven  waggons  overtook  a  loaded 
waggon  on  a  coontiy  road  where,  as 
was  often  the  case,  there  was  hardly 
room  for  more  than  two  carriages  to 
pass,  there  might  in  consequence  be  a 
complete  block.  He  thought  that,  at 
all  events,  there  should  be  a  regulation 
in  such  a  case  that  the  loaded  waggon 
should  remain  stationaiy  till  the  train 
passed.  Nor  was  there  any  provision  as 
to  the  rate  of  speed  while  passing  vehi- 
cles drawn  by  horses.  It  was  desirable 
also  that  there  should  be  a  provision  to 
prevent  the  trains  from  usmg  bridges 
which  were  not  very  secure,  and  to  in- 
sure the  prompt  repair  of  a  bridge  which 
might  happen  to  be  damaged.  In  the 
district  where  he  lived,  and  where  there 
were  many  small  bridges  over  brooks, 
this  was  a  matter  of  considerable  import- 
ance; for  by  an  accident  of  this  kind, 
a  whole  dis^ct  mi^ht  be  put  to  incon- 
venience by  the  destruction  of  their 
means  of  conmiunication. 

Mb.  beach  said,  the  Bill  had  not 
been  sufficiently  circulated  in  the  coun- 
try to  allow  of  its  provisions  being  pro- 
perly considered.  Steam  engines  were 
now  indispensable  for  agricultural  work, 
and  therefore  it  was  extremely  important 
that  there  should  be  some  legislative 
regulations  for   their  use.      The    two 

Soints  dealt  with  in  the  Bill  were  the 
aneer  to  the  general  public  and  the 
hin£nEuice  of  ro^  traffic.  With  regard 
to  danger,  he  thought  that  had  been 
much  exaggerated,  as  horses  were  now 
generally  accustomed  to  these  engines; 
and  the  red  flag  was  only  a  signal  to 
those  approaching,  and  was  not  waved  as 
they  passed  by.  As  to  the  danger  of 
bridges,  to  which  the  riffht  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Oxfordshire  had 
referred,  there  already  existed  a  pro- 
vision that  if  a  notice  was  put  up  that  a 
bridge  was  not  safe  for  a  traction  engine 
to  pass  over,  it  would  not  be  allowed  to 
do  so.  The  great  fault  of  the  Bill  was 
its  inadequacy  to  meet  the  damage  done 
to  roads  by  locomotives.  The  day  of 
tolls  was  rapidly  growing  to  a  close, 
and  therefore  tolls  would  oe  an  inade- 
Quate  provision.  He  was  of  opinion 
uiat  the  case  would  be  better  met  by  a 


system  of  licences,  the  produce  of  which 
should  be  j)laced  at  the  disposal  of  the 
local  authorities  for  the  mamtenance  of 
the  roads,  and  if  the  area  of  highway 
districts  were  increased,  it  would  be  easy 
to  pay  the  amount  to  the  proper  local 
aumorities.  The  damage  done  to  roads 
depended  much  on  the  season  of  the 
year;  and  as  steam  engines  had  now 
come  into  general  use  for  farming  pur- 
poses, it  would  be  extremely  detrimental 
if  any  undue  restriction  were  placed  on 
the  use  of  them.  The  matter,  however, 
ought  to  be  in  the  hands  of  Government, 
and  not  of  a  private  Member.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  (Colonel  Chaplin) 
might  be  very  well  satisfied  with  the 
discussion  that  had  taken  place,  and  he 
(Mr.  Beach)  trusted  the  Government 
would  bring  in  next  Session  a  measure 
which,  while  it  effectually  provided  for 
the  safety  of  the  public,  would  rather 
promote  than  discourage  the  use  of  loco- 
motives, which  every  day  were  becoming 
more  and  more  essential  to  agriculture. 

Mb.  SAMUELSON  said,  he  agreed 
with  those  who  thought  it  would  have 
been  well  if  legislation  on  this  subject 
had  been  brought  in  by  Gt)vemment. 
Considering  the  difficulties  that  the  oc- 
cupiers of  mud  had  to  deal  with,  that  the 
acreage  imder  wheat  was  now  20  per 
cent  less  than  formerly,  and  that  heavy- 
soil  farms  were  a  drug  in  the  market, 
and  were  continually  being  thrown  upon 
their  landlords,  it  was  obvious  that  no 
unnecessary  obstacle  should  be  placed  in 
the  way  of  any  machinery  which  would 
facilitate  agricultural  operations.  At 
the  same  time,  the  interests  of  the  public 
ought  to  receive  the  fullest  consideration, 
and  due  provision  should  be  made  that 
these  engines  should  be  used  and  not 
abused.  In  many  respects  this  Bill  was 
a  great  improvement  upon  the  present 
law,  and  particularly  with  regard  to  the 
consumption  of  smoke.  It  was  impos- 
sible to  avoid  a  little  smoke  when  fuel 
was  first  put  on  the  fires;  but  magis- 
trates were  now  in  the  invidious  position 
of  being  obliged  to  convict  although  the 
nuisance  was  imavoidable.  The  Bill 
proposed  a  more  reasonable  regulation. 
Something  had  been  said  of  giving  more 
power  to  local  authorities  to  stop  the 
employment  of  locomotives.  It  would 
be  most  disastrous  if  local  authorities 
had  any  such  power.  Local  authorities 
should  be  fulrjr  empowered  to  do  those 
things  of  which  ikej  were   the  best 
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judges ;  but  if  they  had  power  to  stop 
the  traffic  of  a  county,  or  stifle  improye- 
mentSy  great  mischief  would  be  the  re- 
sult. He  hoped  that  the  riffht  hon. 
Oentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Local 
GK)Yemment  Board  would  give  the 
House  some  assurance  that  the  GK>Yem- 
ment  would  take  up  the  question — ^in 
which  case  he  hoped  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  would  be  content  with  the 
second  reading,  without  going  further 
with  his  Bill. 

Mr.  pell  hoped  the  House  would 
not  challenge  the  second  readin^^  of  the 
Bill,  the  object  of  which  was  simply  to 
remove  certain  objectionable  features  in 
the  ezistinff  law.  The  Bill  itself  seemed 
a  reasonable  one,  not  at  all  in  excess  of 
the  requirements  of  the  time  or  of  the 
matters  it  dealt  with,  and  was  in  strict 
conformity  with  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  1873,  which  sat  expressly  to 
consider  this  subject.  He  did  not  belieye 
that  these  locomotiyes  were  so  dangerous 
to  the  public  or  so  injurious  to  the  roads 
as  some  asserted.  It  would  be  most 
unwise  to  driye  agricultural  engines  off 
the  roads,  inasmuch  as  their  employ- 
ment was  attended  with  great  adyan- 
tage,  and  the  cost  of  maintaining  the 
roads  they  passed  oyer  fell  chiefly 
upon  the  yery  persons  who  used  them. 
The  case  of  traction  engines,  which 
were  constructed  for  hauling  great 
weights  oyer  roads  not  constructed  for 
such  traffic,  occupied  a  different  position ; 
but  as  they  were  valuable  in  some  kinds 
of  work,  it  would  not  do  to  prevent  their 
use.  He  doubted  whether,  having  re- 
gard to  the  expenses  they  involved  and 
the  damage  they  inflicted  upon  the 
highways,  they  effected  any  saving  at 
all.  K  they  continued  in  use,  it  was 
only  because  their  owners  paid  nothing 
towards  the  maintenance  of  the  roads. 
He  thought  a  contribution  for  this  pur- 
pose mi^t  fairly  be  exacted  from  those 
persons,  and  that  some  restriction  oueht 
to  be  placed  upon  the  use  of  traction 
engines,  by  means  of  licences  or  tolls. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  and  ^^allant  Friend 
would  not  go  to  a  division;  but  if  he 
did,  he  should  vote  for  the  second 
reading.  

Mb.  D.  DAYIES  said,  he  saw  no 
objection  to  the  use  of  traction  engines 
on  roads  provided  they  did  not  exceed  a 
reasonable  weight,  and  that  they  were 
properly  constructed.  In  his  opinion, 
the  roads  were,  as  a  rule,  improvedrather 
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than  cut  up  by  the  pressure  upon  than 
of  traction  endues — in  that  respectf  he 
thought  the  fears  of  hon.  Memberv 
imnecessary.  There  was  certainly  scnne 
difficulty  as  to  the  passing  of  timctioa 
engines  by  other  vehicles-— espeoiallj 
where  the  roads  were  narrow — Waofle 
it  would  sometimes  happen  that  the 
engines  could  only  travel  in  the  middle 
of  the  road ;  but  this  difficulty  oould  be 
obviated.  He  further  admitted  that 
horses  were  often  frightened  by  them; 
but  speaking  from  experience  he  de- 
clared that  by  degrees  animals  got  quite 
accustomed  to  the  engines  and  were  not 
at  all  disturbed  by  them.  In  short,  he 
knew  no  difficulties  connected  with  the 
use  of  these  engines  that  could  not  be 
overcome. 

OoLONEL  BRESE  was  in  favoor  of 
facilitating,  as  far  as  possible,  the  use  of 
locomotives,  but  he  was  afraid  that  at 
present  the  roads  were  not  in  a  suffi- 
cienUy  favourable  condition  to  sustain  the 
great  weight  of  the  engines — certainly 
mat  was  so  in  the  district  with  which  he 
was  ac<juainted.  His  ffreat  difficulty  in 
connection  with  the  Bm  was  that  g^reat 
trouble  would  be  experienced  in  getting 
the  owners  and  users  of  these  engines  to 
contribute  towards  the  maintenanoe  of 
the  roads.  He  believed  that  the  only 
way  in  which  this  difficulty  oould  pro- 
perly be  met  would  be  by  compelling 
the  owners  of  such  machines  to  take  out 
licences  for  their  use — ^but  then  in  what 
way  was  the  money  to  be  distributed? 
He  thought  there  were  several  matters 
in  the  Bill  deserving  of  consideration ; 
but  he  hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber woula  not  proceed  fdrther  with  it 
this  Session. 

Mr.  EVANS  agreed  with  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  had  spoken,  that  the  subject 
should  be  taken  up  and  dealt  with  by 
the  Government.  He  thought  the  Local 
Gt)vemment  Board  was  competent  to 
deal  with  the  question  and  form  adequate 
regulations  to  govern  the  use  of  locomo- 
tives. He  held  it  was  inadvisable  for 
the  Government  to  be  going  on  year 
after  year  passing,  as  it  were,  an  Act  of 
indemnity  m  connection  with  these  en- 
gines. He  suggested  that  much  of  the 
oifficulty  might  be  met  if  some  plan  were 
devised  by  means  of  which  owners  of 
engines  might  be  made  to  contribute  to- 
wwis  the  maintenance  of  the  roads. 

Mr.  SOLATEE-BOOTH  said,  he  did 
not  think  that  a  very  strong  case  had 
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been  made  out  in  favour  of  giying  the 
Bill  a  second  reading.  Much  more  time 
would  be  required  to  make  it  a  tho- 
roughly useful  and  practical  measure 
than  the  House  had  at  its  disposal  this 
Session.  At  the  same  timq,  he  admitted 
that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had 
done  good  service  in  drawing  attention 
to  the  subject.  A  great  deal  had  been 
said  respecting  the  imperfections  of  the 
law;  but  they  were  not  so  very  numerous 
afi  to  demand  attention  until  they  could 
be  grappled  with  effectually.  There  were 
several  important  omissions  from  the 
Bill  as  it  was  drawn.  ISome  specific 
enactment,  for  instance,  ought  to  have 
been  included  with  reference  to  the 
weight  of  the  engines.  The  Government 
had  no  desire  unduly  or  vezatiously  to 
limit  the  use  of  road  locomotives.  On 
the  contraiy,  they  desired  to  do  what  was 
judicious  in  this  matter.  But  the  diffi- 
culty was  to  hold  the  balance  even.  The 
interests  of  inventors  and  agriculturists 
required  that  no  imnecessaiy  impediment 
should  be  placed  to  their  use :  but  the 
interests  of  the  public  were  Hot  identic^ 
with  those  of  me  owners  and  farmers, 
and  demanded  that  nothing  should  be 
done  which  would  interfere  with  the 
free  use  of  the  Queen's  highway.  The 
interests  of  the  ratepayers  had  also  to  be 
considered.  The  Bill  under  consideration 
was  defective  in  many  respects.  Such  a 
Bill  ought  certainly  to  lay  down  regula- 
tions with  respect  to  the  weight  of  the  en- 
gines, the  construction  of  the  wheels,  and 
the  hours  during  which  the  locomotives 
should  be  allowed  to  ply  upon  the  roads. 
His  opinion  was  that  some  reasonable 
compromise  ought  to  be  sought  for  in 
the  matter.  Supposins;  the  Government 
made  concessions  to  we  owners  of  the 
locomotives,  the  latter  ought  to  submit  to 
farther  regulations  than  those  to  which 
they  were  now  subject.  These  and  other 
matters  involved  could  no  doubt  be  dealt 
with  by  regulations  made  by  a  competent 
authority ;  but  at  present  there  was  no 
uniform  road  authority  throughout  the 
Kingdom.  He  reoog^mzed  the  fact  that 
some  contribution  towards  the  main- 
tenanoe  of  the  roads  should  be  made  by 
the  proprietors  of  engines.  With  respect 
to  the  question  of  whether  the  Govern- 
ment should  not  take  up  the  matter  and 
deal  with  it,  he  would  explain  that  the 
debate  now  proceeding  had  not  been 
neoessaxv  to  direct  his  attention  to  it — 
he  oould  assure  his  hon.  and  gallant 


Friend  that  he  had  given  this  subject  a 
great  deal  of  consideration.  He  had 
hoped  to  introduce  a  Bill  this  Session  to 
consolidate  the  Acts  of  1861  and  1865 
which  dealt  with  road  locomotives,  and 
a  measure  had  been  actually  prepared 
for  that  purpose ;  but  he  felt  that  it  was 
necessary  that  any  Bill  dealing  with  road 
locomotives  shoiUd  follow  another  BiU 
dealing  with  the  highways  and  esta- 
blishing a  uniform  road  authority ;  and 
as  he  saw  no  prospect  of  such  a  Bill  be- 
coming law  this  Session  he  had  not  intro- 
duced it.  If  there  had  been  a  reasonable 
probability  of  obtaining  sufficient  time 
for  a  full  discussion  of  the  details  of  the 
Bill  he  should  be  glad  to  avail  himself 
of  his  hon.  and  gafiant  Friend's  aid  in 
legislating  on  this  subject;  but  consi- 
dering 6he  period  of  the  Session  and 
the  serious  omissions  from  the  Bill, 
he  could  not  think  any  useful  purpose 
could  be  served  by  reading  it  a  second 
time. 

Mb.  WYKEHAM  MARTIN  would 
vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
Speaking  from  personal  experience,  he 
could  say  that  m  the  county  of  Kent 
traction  engines  were  nearly  as  common 
as  carriers'  carts,  and  wlule  usefrd  to 
the  agrictdturists  they  did  not  da  any 
serious  injury  to  the  roads.  In  War- 
wickshire, with  which  he  was  also  con- 
nected, there  were  very  few  of  these 
engines,  and  their  want  was  greatly  felt 
in  those  districts  where  the  formers  had 
few  facilities  for  delivering  their  pro- 
duce. There  were  parts  of  the  country 
in  which  thousands  of  acres  of  land  re- 
mained unlet  because  there  were  no 
means  of  taking  the  produce  to  market, 
and  the  introduction  of  locomotive  en- 
gines on  the  turnpike  roads  would  tend 
greatly  to  the  advantage  of  those  places. 
There  were  certain  points  on  which 
regulations  would  be  necessary;  but 
these  were  points  of  detail  which  could 
be  arranged  without  difficulty.  The 
regulation  of  the  hours  during  which 
the  engines  were  to  be  permitted  was 
an  important  point ;  but  it  would  be  un- 
reasonable to  restrict  the  rate  of  speed 
to  four  miles  an  hour. 

Mr.  VEENEE  feared  that  the  effect 
of  certain  clauses  would  be  that  the 
roads  would  be  taken  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  surveyors  and  be  put  under  irre- 
sponsible persons.  K  this  was  intended 
he  greai^  objected  to  it,  as  he  found 
that  the  Bill  was  to  be  extended  to  Ire- 
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land.  He  felt  confident  that  the  roads 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  were  not  such 
as  could  be  used  by  traction  engines; — 
from  the  g^log^cal  formation  of  the 
country,  and  certain  peculiarities  in  the 
traffic,  the  roads  would  be  fearfully  out 
up.  The  eyidence  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee confirmed  this  view. 

Colonel  BERESFORD  opposed  the 
BiU  on  account  of  the  dangers  attending 
the  employment  of  locomotives  on  the 
public  highways.  Such  accidents  were 
of  frequent  occurrence,  and  he  thought 
the  subject  ought  to  be  taken  up  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mr.  mark  STEWART  said,  he 
knew  veiy  little  about  the  Bill  before  it 
was  now  proposed  for  the  second  read- 
ing ;  but,  after  looking  through  it,  he 
thought  everyone  must  arrive  at  the 
conclusion  that  the  Bill,  as  it  now  stood, 
was  most  unsatisfactory.  He  would 
not  oppose  the  measure  if  he  really  did 
not  tnink  it  a  bad  one — ^but  there  were 
80  many  omissions  that  he  did  not  see 
how  it  could  be  satisfactorily  amended 
in  Conmiittee.  In  respect  oi  Scotland, 
he  thought  that,  since  the  House  would 
probably  be  engaged  to-morrow  on  a 
Bill  for  the  abolition  of  tolls  in  Scot- 
land, it  was  very  unreasonable  to  dis- 
cuss the  present  Bill  so  far  as  it  was 
applicable  to  that  country.  He  had 
Imown  considerable  damage  to  be  done 
by  traction  engines.  He  drew  a  veiy 
large  distinction  between  the  engines 
which  were  used  for  agricultural  pur- 
poses and  those  which  were  used  by 
traders  in  pursuit  of  g^ain,  or  were  used 
in  the  construction  of  public  works. 
Whilst  agreeing  with  the  principle  that 
traction  engines  might  be  used  under 
proper  regulations — and,  in  fact,  were 
found  to  be  so  valuable  an  adjunct  to 
husbandry  that  farmers  in  many  dis- 
tricts could  not  do  without  them — he 
maintained  that  this  Bill  would  be  of  no 
practical  use. 

Mb.  STORER  said,  that  the  Bill  had 
been  anxiously  looked  for  bv  the  agri- 
cultural di^es.  It  should  oe  remem- 
bered that  all  the  objections  raised  to 
locomotives  had  been  oriffinallv  used 
against  railways.  The  Bill  might,  per- 
haps, be  improved  in  Committee,  but  it 
ought  to  be  read  a  second  time.  The 
great  argument  in  its  favour  was  that 
heavy  limd  could  not  be  cultivated  with- 
out steam,  and  in  man^  parts  of  the 
oonntiy  where  heavy  weights  had  to  be 

Mr.  FirfMT 


moved,  the  use  of  traction  engines  had 
become  almost  indspensable. 

Mb.  LEIOHTON  repotted  that  tlie 
Government  had  not  dearly  stated  the 
course  thev  intended  to  take  with  regmrd 
to  this  Bill.  For  his  own  part,  he  oon* 
sidered  the  BiU  bad  in  prinoii^e,  imm- 
portune  in  time,  and  one-sided  in  detafl. 
The  question  was  reaUv  a  financial  one, 
yet  the  financial  points  had  been  omitted 
from  the  discussion.  There  was  no  in- 
superable objection  to  locomotives  being 
used  on  common  roads  if  their  owners 
paid  a  sum  towards  the  repairs  adequate 
to  the  damage  they  caused.  The  Pre- 
amble dedarod  that  experience  proved 
that  the  use  of  locomotives  was  not  in- 
jurious to  roads.  His  own  experience 
proved  exactly  the  contra^.  He  knew  a 
road  which  formerly  cost  £23  a-mile,  and 
now,  since  a  locomotive  had  been  placed 
upon  it,  was  costing  £119  a-mile.  He 
knew  another  road,  under  similar  drotim- 
stances,  which  formerly  cost  £35  a-mile, 
and  was  now  costing  between  £800  and 
£400.  He  would  not  press  too  far  the 
argument  based  on  the  danger  of  these 
engines  to  life  and  limb,  though  no  one 
could  doubt  that  they  were  dangerous. 
The  mode  of  exacting  a  proper  contribu- 
tion towards  the  repairs  of  the  roads 
from  the  owners  of  looomotivee  was  a 
simple  one.    There  could  be  no  very 

Ct  difficulty  in  creating  a  system  of 
ices  to  be  granted  by  the  road  au- 
thori^,  whatever  that  authority  might 
be.  But  in  the  Bill  there  was  no  at- 
tempt toprovide any maohineiy  of  that 
sort.  The  importance  of  the  whole 
question  was  enormously  increased  by 
the  gradual  disoontinuanoe  of  turnpikes. 
There  was  one  unanimous  opinion  ex- 
pressed from  all  sides  of  the  House  in 
which  he  joined,  and  that  was  that  the 
Government  should  without  delay  legis- 
late on  the  whole  subject  of  roads  in  a 
comprehensive  spirit. 

mi.  WHiBRAHAM  EQERTON  re- 
marked  that  a  Highway  Bill  had  been 
promised  firom  vear  to  year,  but  always 
postponed ;  and  he  hoped  that  in  dealingr 
with  this  measure  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  not  make  one  Bill  wait  for  the 
other.  The  time  had  come  for  the  use  of 
locomotives,  and  engineers  could  easily 
overcome  mechanical  difficulties. 

Mb.  OREENE  approved  of  the  prin* 
dple  of  the  Bill  as  a  measure  of  protec- 
tion, but  he  thought  the  subject  was 
one  which  ought  to  be  taken  np  by  tiie 
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Gtoveniment  as  a  whole,  and  the  use  of 
locomotiyes  on  roads  be  included  in 
general  legislation  for  highways.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  these  engines  injured 
the  roads  to  some  extent.  With  regard 
to  horses,  what  frightened  them  was  the 
sight  of  things  they  were  not  accustomed 
to,  and  he  would  suggest  that  if  the 
driyers  of  locomotives  were  to  put  in 
front  of  the  engine  two  of  those  grey 
horses  which  were  to  be  seen  outside 
harness  makers'  shops  he  believed  the 
real  horses  would  be  perfectly  satisfied. 
There  were  other  things  besides  engines 
which  frightened  horses — ^bicydes,  for 
example ;  and  he  spoke  feelingly  on  the 
matter,  for  his  son  had  sustained  a 
serious  injury  owing  to  his  horses  having 
been  frightened  by  a  bicycle. 

OoLONEL  CHAPLIN  said,  that  in  con- 
sequence of  the  statement  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  he  would  withdraw 
the  Bill. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
BiH  withdrawn.  * 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 

ACT  (1870)  AMENDMENT  BILL— [Bell  61.] 

{JIfr.  Sherman    Crawford,  Mr,  J2.  Smyth, 

Mr.  Diekion,  Mr.  J).  Taylor.) 

SECOND  BEADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 


Mb.  SHAEMAN  CRAWFORD,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  that  he  was  not  aware 
of  any  question  which  opened  up  such  a 
wide  field  for  consideration.  The  Bill 
had  been  previously  subYnitted  to  the 
House  by  him,  and  it  was  consequently 
not  now  necessary  to  trouble  the  House 
again  at  any  length,  if  it  were  not  that 
it  had  undergone  some  modifications 
and  additions  which  it  would  be  needful 
to  describe.  The  Bill  now  consisted  of 
two  parts.  The  first  dealt  with  the 
Ulster  tenant-right  custom.  The  second 
part  of  die  Bill,  which  was  not  formerly 
included  in  it,  endeavoured  to  extend 
tenant-right  to  the  whole  county,  and 
not  alone  the  North  of  Ireland.  He  did 
not  intend  to  advance  any  new  principles 
of  law  with  regard  to  the  Ulster  tenant- 
right  custom.  He  proposed  simply  to 
legalize  a  right  whicm  had  existed  for  a 
great  number  of  years,  and  to  carry  out 
more  effectually  what,  he  believedi  was  I 


intended  to  be  done  by  the  1st  clause  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1870.  In  the  Bill,  it 
was  taken  for  granted  that  tenant-right 
existed  in  all  holdings  in  Ulster ;  and  a 
reference  to  early  records  would  show 
that  tenant-right  was  universal  in  Ulster, 
and  that  it  was  only  at  intervals  that  it 
had  been  destroyed  in  particular  dis- 
tricts. In  order,  however,  to  establish 
this,  there  was  a  difficulty  in  carrying 
out  the  Act  of  1 870.  A  tenant  had  at  pre- 
sent a  difficulty  in  establishing  his  rights 
in  a  Court  of  Law,  not  because  the 
tenant-right  did  not  exist,  but  because 
the  onus  of  proof  that  it  did  exist  was 
thrown  upon  him  by  the  law  as  it  now 
stood,  and  because,  however  much  he 
might  be  entitled  to  tenant-right,  it 
might  be  impossible  for  him  to  prove  it 
by  evidence  which  was  regarded  as  ad- 
missible or  conclusive  in  a  Court  of  Law. 
This  was  more  especially  the  case  in  re- 
gard to  the  larger  and  important  class 
of  leasehold  tenants.  It  was  to  obviate 
this  difficulty,  and  render  tenant-right 
more  secure,  that  the  Bill  proposed  that 
the  onus  of  proof  should  be  transferred 
from  the  tenant  to  the  landlord — that  it 
should  be  for  the  latter  to  prove  the  land 
was  not  subject  to  tenant-right.  Then 
the  Bill  provided  that  a  surrender  should 
not  destroy  the  existence  of  tenant-right. 
And  as  there  had  been  many  cases  in 
which  the  rights  of  tenants  had  been 
nominally  purchased  up,  the  Bill  would 
provide  that  no  sales  should  be  valid 
unless  it  was  for  a  valuable  considera- 
tion. Then  the  Bill  would  give  the  right 
of  free  sale  by  the  tenant  of  his  interest 
in  the  land,  and  that  was  a  provision 
that  had  been  the  most  called  into  ques- 
tion of  any  of  the  Bill;  but  he  (Mr. 
Crawford)  held  that  that  privilege  was 
an  essential  portion  of  the  original 
Ulster  tenant-right,  that  it  was  neoes- 
saiy  to  give  security  of  tenure,  and  that 
it  was  the  confidence  it  had  inspired  that 
had  made  Ulster  the  most  improved  part 
of  Ireland.  So  far  the  Bill  was  the  same 
as  last  year.  But,  besides  that,  the  Bill 
contained  some  provisions  applicable  to 
the  rest  of  Ireland.  They  thought  it 
hard  that  a  mere'change  of  a  few  pounds 
on  the  rental  of  premises  should,  as  was 
the  case  at  present,  deprive  a  tenant  not 
only  of  his  tenant-right,  but  of  any  claim 
to  compensation  under  the  Land  Act. 
A  case  in  which  this  had  been  held 
showed  the  necessity  of  some  amend- 
ment in  the  Land  Act  in  order  to  obviate 


that  this  WAS  not  the  intention  of 
and  it  is  obvious  that  the  reding  most  opernta 
against  leases,  which  it  ought  to  be  our  en* 
deavour  to  encourage." 
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the  oooorrence  of  similar  oases  in  fiitore. 
Then,  in  order  to  facilitate  the  settle- 
ment of  the  amount  of  rent  as  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  the  Bill  contained 
certain  provisionB  for  the  amendment  of 
the  law.  At  present  when  a  landlord 
and  tenant  differed  as  to  the  amount  of 
rent,  the  only  way  to  bring  about  a 
settlement  of  the  question  was  for  the 
landlord  to  give  me  tenant  notice  to 
quit.  This  Ted  to  heart-burning  and 
contention,  and  frequently  to  legal  pro- 
ceedings. Glauses  were,  therefore,  in- 
troduced into  the  Bill  which  would 
enable  differences  as  to  rent  to  be 
settled  without  going  to  law,  and  with- 
out any  interruption  of  the  friendly  feel- 
ings which  haa  subsisted,  and  which  it 
was  desirable  should  subsist,  between 
landlords  and  tenants.  Then  he  had 
tried  to  extend  the  Bright  clauses  of 
the  Act  of  1870,  which  were  now  the 
subject  of  inquiry  by  a  Oommittee 
upstairs;  and  with  a  view  to  make 
them  more  generally  available,  he  pro- 
posed that  the  amount  of  public  money 
which  might  be  advanced  to  the  tenants 
to  enable  them  to  purchase  their  hold- 
ings should  be  raised  from  two-thirds 
to  three-fourths  of  the  value.  He 
felt  that  this  was  a  question  of  the 
utmost  importance.  It  had  ezdted  the 
greatest  attention  in  Ireland,  and  its 
settlement  was  looked  forward  to  with 
the  greatest  anxiety  both  in  the  North 
and  South  of  that  country.  The  London 
Standard  had  recently  expressed  its  ap- 
proval of  the  first  and  second  narts 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's 
(Mr.  Butt's)  Bill,  the  former  of  which 
proposed  to  extend  the  Ulster  tenant- 
right  to  the  whole  of  Ireland.  He  (Mr. 
Crawford)  could  not  give  a  better  de- 
scription of  the  purposes  of  the  Bill,  the 
second  reading  of  which  he  was  then 
moving,  than  in  the  words  of  that 
paper— 


**  Mr.  Butt's  Bill  is  divided  into  three  parts, 
the  first  of  which  proposes  to  enlarge  the 
Ulster  custom  to  t^e  whole  of  Ireland.  Thus, 
the  two  first  parts  of  the  Bill  hare  for  their  object 
the  amendment  of  the  Act  of  1870.  As  regards 
the  former  object  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
sooner  or  later  it  will  be  attained.  If  the  Ulster 
custom  is  good  for  one  province  it  cannot  be 
bad  for  the  other  three.  And  everyone  will 
admit  that  the  intention  of  the  Legislature 
should  not  be  allowed  to  be  defeated  by  mere 
defect  of  laziguage.  It  has  been  ruled,  tor  ex- 
ample, that  if  a  tenant  surrenders  his  holding 
to  obtain  a  lease  he  thereby  forfeits  his  right  to 
compensation  for  improvements.    It  is  certain 

Jfi*.  Sharwum  Crawford 


Questions  regarding  tenant-right  might 
be  difficult  of  discussion  by  EngHah* 
men  who  did  not  know  what  the  Ulst^ 
custom  was.  Nor  was  it,  perhapa, 
strange  that  those  who  were  not  ac- 
quainted with  the  facts  should  view 
with  alarm  the  proposal  to  give  Irish 
tenants  privileges  not  possessed  by  Eng- 
lish tenants.  But  it  must  be  reool- 
leoted  that  there  was  a  great  difference 
between  Irish  and  English  tenants.  In 
England  the  improvement  of  the  farms 
was  almost  always  done  by  the  land- 
lords, while  in  Ireland  they  were  usually 
done  by  the  tenants.  The  Irish  tenant 
had,  therefore,  a  right  to  expect  greater 
security  of  tenure  than  tne  English 
tenant,  and  if  they  were  given  this  secu- 
rity they  would  be  more  inclined  to  in- 
vest their  capital  in  the  land.  There 
was  no  better  way  of  ^ving  that  seou- 
rity  than  by  establishing  tenant-right, 
coupled  with  the  rieht  of  nee  sale.  In  no 
part  of  Ireland  wnere  tenant-right  did 
not  exist  had  there  been  any  great  im- 
provement. He  did  not  accuse  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland,  as  a  rule,  with  being 
bad  landlords.  Many  of  them  were  gooa 
landlords,  and  the  principles  of  tenant- 
right  were  ordinarily  observed  in  the 
North ;  but  that  was  not  always  the  case 
with  new  landlords,  and  the  consequence 
was,  that  while  many  estates  did  not 
now  reouire  the  application  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill  there  was  no  security  that  it 
might  not  be  wanted  on  a  change  of 
proprietorship.  If  they  looked  back 
nalf-a-century  they  would  find  that  legis- 
lation was  even  then  goinff  on  as  to  this 
question  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
and  legislation  must  still  ffo  on  till  the 
tenant  had  obtained  such  adequate  secu- 
rity as  was  proposed  by  the  Bill.  It 
might  be  said  that  there  had  been  no 
Petitions  in  its  favour.  But  he  could 
point  to  meetings  supporting  it  from 
month  to  month,  and  even  when  noeet- 
ings  had  been  held  to  oppose  it,  it  was  a 
curious  fact  that  hardly  a  word  was  said 
affainst  its  principles.  The  interest 
which  Ulster  took  in  this  question  had 
been  shown  at  the  last  Meotion,  and 
would  be  shown  still  more  at  any  fitture 
Election.  When  he  proposed  this  Iflfte- 
lation  in  favour  of  the  Ulster  teoMMliI 
bdieved  that  he  was  standing  on  •{ 
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fonn  on  which  the  landlord  and  tenant 
question  might  be  settled  for  a  long 
period  to  oome,  if  not  for  oyer,  and  that, 
too,  on  the  best  terms.  This  legislation 
would,  in  his  opinion,  lead  to  better 
feeling  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
and  give  to  the  latter  that  security  with- 
out which  no  man  could  be  expected  to 
invest  his  capital  in  land,  ana  he  con- 
tended that  the  Bill  was  founded  on  the 
principles  of  right  and  justice ;  and  he 
was  conscientiouslj  conyinced  that  it 
would  do  more  to  settle  the  question 
between  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland 
than  any  other  which  could  be  proposed. 
As  that  was  his  impression,  he  confi- 
dently asked  the  House  to  assent  to  the 
second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time." — {Mr,  Sharman  Cratpford,) 

Mb.  PLXJNKET,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months,  said,  having  so  often  before 
resisted  various  violent  proposals  as  to 
the  Irish  Land  Question,  he  appeared  be- 
fore the  House  again  on  the  subject  with 
great  reluctance;  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  Down  (Mr.  Sharman  Crawford)  left, 
him  no  other  course.  He  deplored  the 
agitation  which  was  kept  up  on  the  ques- 
tion, and  that  the  settlement  of  1870  was 
not  left  to  bear  fruit.  Those  who  insti- 
gated these  Bills  constantly  stirred  up 
ill  feelings  on  the  part  of  tenants  by 
dangling  before  them  hopes  of  what 
they  never  could  or  ought  to  get ;  at  the 
same  time,  denouncing  the  great  advan- 
tages which  were  conferred  on  the  tenants 
by  the  Act  of  1870,  representing  it  as  a 
failure  and  contending  that  the  funda- 
mental principles  of  that  measure  should 
be  changed.  Then,  when  the  House  of 
Commons,  after  full  debate,  felt  itself 
bound  to  reject  these  Bills  by  large  ma- 
jorities, not  composed  of  members  of 
one,  but  of  both  sides  of  the  House,  still 
the  agitation  was  continued.  Class  was 
set  against  class,  tenant  against  land- 
lord, and  the  repudiation  of  existing 
laws  as  land-tenure  was  carried  so  far 
as  to  weaken  the  confidence  of  the 
people  in  that  House,  which  it  was  de- 
sirable should  be  entertained  by  all  sub- 
jects of  Her  Majesty,  and  especially  in 
Ireland.  He  did  not,  however,  believe 
that  any  feeling  of  that  kind  would  be 
sncoeesfully  stirred  up  or  permanently 
maintained  in  Ulster.    He  believed  that 


this  tenant-right  agitation  was  beginning 
to  break  up.  Men  like  his  hon.  Friend 
who  proposed  reforms  short  of  the  most 
violent  alterations  were  being  quickly 
left  behind  in  the  race.  «Even  in  the 
North  this  Bill,  with  all  the  violent 
dauses  it  contained,  was  denounced  as 
quite  inadequate  by  the  more  reckless 
agitators.  He  did  not  deny  that  the 
Bill  was  not  so  extreme  in  its  principles, 
or  so  violent  in  its  proposals  as  some  of 
those  which  had  been  laid  before  the 
House  by  other  hon.  Members ;  b^t  if 
any  check  had  been  given  to  these 
visionaiy  demands,  he  traced  that  cir- 
cumstance to  the  fact  that  they  had  last 
year  been  rejected  by  large  majorities 
in  that  House,  composed  not  of  one 
Party  exclusively,  but,  as  he  had  already 
said,  of  hon.  Members  sitting  on  each 
side  of  the  House.  The  Bill  of  this 
year  was,  in  its  most  important  aspects, 
almost  identical  with  that  of  last  year 
and  the  year  before.  It  must,  therefore, 
be  with  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
that  he  should  try  their  patience  by  tra- 
velling over  the  same  gpround.  As  had 
been  well  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Down  they  could  not  go  much  into  detail 
without  getting  out  of  Order ;  but  many 
of  the  details  of  this  Bill  were  not  ger- 
mane to  main  principles.  Part  of  the 
proposal  dealt  with  the  Bright  clauses 
of  the  Irish  Land  Act  of  1870,  and 
those  clauses  being  submitted  to  the 
consideration  of  a  Committee  upsta^, 
this  was  not  the  time  to  discuss  them ; 
but  this  he  would  say  in  passing,  as 
this  was  a  Tenant  Eight  JBill*  which 
must  concern  Ulster,  that  every  Member 
from  Ulster  upon  the  Committee,  or 
who  had  supported  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee,  was  as  anxious  as  any 
hon.  Member  who  supported  the  intro- 
duction of  this  measure,  that  every  faci- 
lity should  be  given,  and  by  the  best 
machinery  that  could  be  devised,  for  the 
carrying  out  of  the  policy  of  those 
dauses  in  the  Act  of  1870.  In  the  first 
place  he  would  refer  to  the  7th  dause  in 
relation  to  contracts.  That  dause  pro- 
vided that  after  the  passing  of  the  Act, 
no  contract  should  be  valid  for  the  acqui- 
sition by  the  landlord  from  the  tenant 
of  the  tenant-right  custom,  imless  the 
contract  should  be  in  writing,  signed  by 
the  tenant,  and  made  for  a  valuable  con- 
sideration. That  clause,  so  far  as  it 
dealt  with  tenant-right,  and  so  far  as  he 
was  able  to  form  an  opinion  of  it;  he  did 
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not  think  a  misoliiQToas  or  injurions  one. 
As  regarded  the  general  question  of 
tenant-right  at  the  end  of  a  lease,  he 
stated  dearly,  as  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, and  he  might  saj  the  same  of 
eveiy  Oonservatiye  Member  coming  from 
Ulster,  they  were  as  desirous  as  any 
men  could  be  that  the  question  should  be 
set  at  rest  speedily  and  finally,  and  he 
would  take  the  opportunity  of  obserring 
that  this  would  now  have  been  done  by 
the  law,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  hon. 
Member  who  introduced  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House.  He  (Mr.  Orawford) 
opposed  tiie  Bill  brought  in  last  year 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Downpatrick 
(Mr.  MulhoUand).  That  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  now  present,  and  he  (Mr. 
Plunket)  felt  sure  every  hon.  Member 
deplorea  the  cause  of  his  absence ;  but 
in  his  absence,  he  would  say  that  the  pro- 
posal then  made  had  the  assent  not  only 
of  the  Members  from  Ulster,  whose 
names  were  on  the  back  of  the  Bill,  but 
of  many,  if  not  all,  the  other  Ulster 
Members.  That  Bill  differed  in  some 
comparatively  unimportant  respects  from 
the  corresponding  clauses  of  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House;  but  it  proposed  to 
carnr  out  the  principle,  and  it  was  opposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  who  now  urjged  his 
Bill  in  the  interest  of  the  tenant-farmers 
of  Ulster.  In  dealing  with  the  Bill,  his 
Opposition  took  much  the  same  g^und 
as  it  did  two  years  since,  when  the  ques- 
tion was  fully  debated  and  afterwards 
voted  on  by  the  House.  He  might  be 
excused,  however,  if  he  referred  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  Ulster 
claims  were  passed  into  the  Land  Act 
of  1870.  Although  his  hon.  Friend  did 
not  charge  all  the  Ulster  landlords  with 
being  bad  landlords,  and  was  good 
enough  to  grant  a  few  exceptions  as  not 
being  utteny  bad,  still  he  did  imply  that 
strong  and  new  legislation  was  necessary 
to  keep  the  landlords  of  Ulster  straight. 
It  was  right  to  remind  the  House  of  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  clauses 
of  the  1870  Act,  as  far  as  regarded  Ulster, 
were  passed.  [  Cr%$9  of  **  Kvide !  "1  He 
was  speaking  strictlv  to  the  Bill,  ex- 
plaining it,  and  he  neld  it  was  an  im- 
portant subject,  and  he  should  be  al- 
lowed to  proceed.  As  regarded  the 
clause  dealmg  with  the  sale  of  holdings 
by  the  tenant,  either  by  auction  or  con- 
tract, he  could  not  imagine  anything 
whidi  would  be  more  detrimental  both 
to  the  interests  of  tenants,  as  well  as 
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landlords,  than  that  a  landlord  ahoiild 
not  be  allowed  to  exercise  a  oontrol  in 
the  selection  of  a  tenant.  The  clsiu« 
provided  that  a  landlord  must  have  a 
''reasonable  objection,''  but  how  wa« 
the  reasonable  objection  to  be  deter- 
mined ?  The  landlord  might  suspect  the 
proposed  tenant  of  being  a  seditions 
character,  or  he  might  be  a  drunkard,  or 
there  might  be  many  objections  suffi* 
cientlv  reasonable  to  the  landlord ;  but, 
according  to  the  Bill,  unless  he  was  pre- 
pared to  put  down  his  objections  to  the 
man  in  black  and  white  he  had  no  right 
to  take  exception  to  him.  Gould  miSk  a 
provision  be  in  the  interest  of  tenants 
themselves  ?  Had  it  not  been  one  of  the 
advantages  of  the  Ulster  custom  that  the 
landlord  selected  the  incoming  tenant 
from  the  adjoining  tenantry,  from 
among  those  with  whom  he  was  accoe- 
tomed  to  live  in  harmony  and  peace? 
Clause  6  gave  the  tenant  an  abaolate 
right  to  seU  his  holding  by  auction,  and 
that  was  one  of  the  most  monstrous  pro- 
posals that  could  be  made.  Lithereasona 
nven  for  the  Bill  the  hon.  Member  &r 
Down  had  only  adduced  a  single  case  of 
hardship  or  abuse  under  uie  Ulster 
custom,  and  even  now  at  the  end  of 
three  years  he  had  not  mentioned  the 
name. 

Mb.  SHARMAN  ORAWFORD:  I 
beg  pardon.  The  names  are  at  the 
service  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. 

Mb.  plunket  said,  that  eventhongh 
the  hon.  Member  was  able  to  g^ve  a  few 
names,  he  would  hardly  contend  that 
that  would  be  sufficient  justification  for 
such  a  change  in  the  law  as  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill.  He  had  a  Ml  recol- 
lection of  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  Land  Act  had  been  passed,  and  he 
also  remembered  the  Coercion  Acts 
which  were  also  carried,  because  they 
were  found  to  be  necessary  at  that  time. 
There  were,  he  said,  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  Administration  of  that 
period  which  rendered  the  coercion  laws 
that  were  passed  necessary;  they  had 
hoped  that  while  those  penal  measures 
would  have  been  but  temporary,  the 
large  concessions  of  the  Lana  Act  would 
have  remained  permanent  and  undis- 
turbed. He  rejoiced  to  think  that  half 
this  happy  forecast  was  being  fast  ftil- 
filled,  and  that  coercion  and  its  causes 
were  fading  out  in  Ireland.  And  now 
he  put  it  to  the  House  whether  it  was 
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wise  that  they  should  be  oonstanily  agi- 
tating this  land  question?  If  the  te- 
nants of  Ireland  were  to  be  constantly 
told  that  they  were  oppressed,  would 
there  be  any  likelihood  of  their  settling 
down  in  oonteiitment  ?  The  tenantry 
of  Ulster  were  well  off  as  undoubtedly 
they  deserved  to  be ;  but  their  position 
was  fl;rounded  on  other  conditions  besides 
the  Land  Act  of  1870.  It  was  grounded 
on  the  good  relations  existing,  and 
which  had  for  centuries  existed,  between 
landlord  and  tenant  in  that  purt  of  Ire- 
land. He  knew  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Down  denied  that ;  but  he  contended 
that,  neyertheless,  it  was  a  fact.  He 
ho^ed  the  present  Gbvemment  would 
resist  any  attempt  to  alter  the  spirit  of 
the  Act  of  1870,  and  would  not  allow 
this  Bill  to  become  law.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  OOLDNEY  said,  that  as  an  Eng- 
lish Member  he  had  a  right  to  address 
the  House  on  this  subject.  TCrtet  of 
"Order!"] 

Mb.  speaker  asked  if  the  hon. 
Member  proposed  to  second  the  Motion. 

Mb.  OOLDNEY  said,  he  did.  As 
an  English  Member  he  was  entitled  to 
say  something.  He  felt  that  the  Act 
of  1870  was  a  fair  settlement  —  [Loud 
eti$9  of  "  Divide!  "]  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber proceeded  to  address  the  House, 
but  was  quite  inaudible  owing  to  the 
noise. 

Db.  BBADT  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to 
Order.  It  appears  to  me  we  came  here 
to  discuss  tlus  Bill  fully  and  perfectly 
out  to  the  end.  This  has  been  done  to 
a  laree  extent  b^  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Plunket) ;  but 
now  the  hon.  Member  for  Chippenham 
(Mr.  Goldney)  rises  to  tide  over  the  few 
minutes  whicn  remain,  with  the  clear 
object  of  preventing  the  division  which 
we  all  desire  to  see  being  taken.  [An 
hon.  Membbb:  He  is  tfidkine  it  out.] 
I  should  like  to  have  your  opinion,  Sir, 
on  the  point. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Chippenham  (Mr.  Goldney)  is  in 
possession  of  the  House.  He  has  done 
nothing  that  is  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  goldney  continued,  when— 


It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  dock,  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
journed till  To-morrow. 

YOL.  OCXXXV.    [thibd  sxbibs.] 


SALE  OP  INTOXICATINa  LIQUOBS  ON 
SUNDAY  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

BEPOBT  OF  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Beport  brought  up. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  The  Question  is, 
that  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Bill  that 
they  have  power  to  introduce  provisions 
into  the  said  Bill  to  regulate  the  super- 
vision of  refreshment  houses  in  Ireland, 
and  to  increase  the  penalties  for  the 
illicit  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  O'SULLTVAN:  I  oppose  the 
passage  of  this  Motion,  Sir.  I  think 
that  this  is  rather  too  important  a  ques- 
tion to  be  dismissed  in  a  moment.  It 
deals  not  only  with  Sunday  closing  but 
with  the  traffic  on  the  other  days  of  the 
week.  It  also  deals  with  the  super- 
vision by  the  police  in  a  manner  which 
woiild  not  be  tolerated  for  a  second  in 
this  country. 

Sm  WILFEID  LAWSON :  I  rise  to 
Order.  K  the  hon.  Member  opposes 
^e  Motion,  I  apprehend  that  will  settle 
it  to-day.       

Mb.  SPEAKEE :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber oppose  the  Motion  ? 

Mb.  O'SULUVAN:  I  do.  Sir;  I 
object  to  it  being  taken  now. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  said,  theMotion  would 
stand  adjourned  until  to-morrow. 

Sm  WILFEID  LAWSON :  Sir,  with 
your  permission,  I  should  like  to  make 
an  announcement  to  the  House  which 
the  House  may  feel  interested  in  hear-  « 
ing.  In  accordance  with  the  advice 
given  me  by  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  the  other  night 
I  have  considered  whether  I  should  be 
justified  in  giving  up  Wednesday  next, 
June  27th,  in  order  to  make  way  for  the 
consideration  of  this  Bill,  so  that  its 
passine  may  be  facilitated  this  Session. 
My  only  object  has  been  to  secure  facili- 
ties for  the  Bill;  and,  on  consiiltation 
with  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  I  find  that  there  is  a  general 
impression  that  the  ofPer  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  meets  the  neces- 
sities of  the  case.  I,  therefore,  accept 
the  offer  of  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  spirit  in  whidi  it  was  made,  and  I 
fully  accede  to  the  arrangement  he  pro- 
posed. 
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YURNPUUB  ACTS  OOHTDfTrAirOB  t>tt.t^ 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Salt,  Bill  to  continue 
certain  Turnpike  Acts  in  Great  Britain  and  to 
repeal  certain  other  Tmnpike  Acts;  and  for 
other  purpoaes  connected  therewith,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Salt  and  Mr.  Sclatbr- 

BOOTH. 

Billi»r#MiiM,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  204.] 

House  adjourned  at  flTe  minutes 
before  Six  o'dock. 


HOUSE    OP    LOEDS, 
Tfmniay,  2Ut  June,  1877. 

MIN  UTKS.]— Public  Bills— ^'r«l  JRiodin^-^ 
Prisons*  (ll6). 

Second  Reading — Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Bridlinfl:ton,  &cj  ♦  (107) ;  Local  Go- 
vernment Boara  B  Provisional  Orders  Oonfir- 
mation  (Bishop  Auckland,  &o.)  *  (98). 

Commi^Ue — J2«por^— Fisheries  (C>7sters,  Grabs, 
and  Lobsters)  •  (108). 

Riport  —  Oyf^T  and  Mussel  Fisheries  Order 
Confirmation*  (73). 

Third  Reading — Quarter  Sessions  (Boroughs)  * 
(90) ;  Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (Bar- 
ton, kc,)  *  [61],  and  pasted. 

Withdrawn — Married  Women's  Property  Act 
(1870)  Amendment  (74). 

BITRLAL  ACTS  CONSOLIDATION  BILL. 

MUnSTEEIAL  8TATEMBNT. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  ato 
QOEDON :  My  Lords,  at  the  dose  of 
the  discussion  on  the  Burials  Bill,  last 
Monday  evening,  I  asked  your  Lordships 
to  adjourn  the  further  oonsideration  of 
the  Keport,  in  consequence  of  the  result 
\of  the  aivision  which  nad  just  been  taken 
on  the  Amendment  moved  by  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby).  I  did  so, 
as  I  then  stated,  in  order  that  I  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  consulting  my 
Colleagues  as  to  the  course  which  should 
be  adopted  with  re^^ard  to  the  Bill.  My 
Lords,  since  that  time  I  have  had  the 
opportunity  of  consulting  them.  We 
have  given  the  subject  our  most  deli- 
berate and  earnest  attention,  and  we 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl  is  so 
opposed  to  the  general  scheme  of  the 
BiU,  and  would  so  entirely  disarrange 
the  principle  on  which  it  is  founded, 
that  it  is  incumbent  on  us  to  withdraw 
the  measure.  During  the  Becess  we 
^all  give  the  whole  subjeot  our  atten- 
tive consideration ;  but  we  cannot  pro- 


ceed with  the  present  msMUiu.  We 
have  thought  it  respectful  to  your  Lofd- 
ships  that,  the  Gk>vemment  hAvingeoaM 
to  that  conclusion,  you  shouM  have  the 
earliest  intimation  of  it.  On  Mondej 
next,  when  the  adioumed  Order  for  the 
reception  of  the  Keport  comes  beiine 
the  House,  I  shall  move  that  it  be  die- 
charged,  and  I  shall  then  withdxmw  Ike 
BiU. 

Eabl  ORANYILLE:  My  Lords,   I 
have  heard  with  great  regret  the  state- 
ment which  the  noble  Duke  has  just 
made  to  your  Lordships.    The  Bunels 
Bill  was  not  introduced  hastily.     It  was 
not  mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Speeob, 
but  was  introduced  on  the  1 3th  of  Marcli. 
Since  that  time  the  Gk>vemment  lurre 
had  re{>eated  opportunities  of  leamine 
the  sentiments  of  the  House  with  regard 
to  the  provisions  contained  in  the  Ball 
itself  and  the  Amendments  which  have 
been  proposed.     No  doubt  the  subjeot 
will  receive  the  consideration  which  the 
noble  Duke  promisee  during  the  Beeeai, 
and  I  venture  to  express  a  hope  thi^  he 
will  next  Session  introduce  a  measore 
in  which  regard  will  be  had  to  the  opi- 
nion which  has  been  expressed  in  ue 
strongest  possible  maimer  bv  your  Lord* 
ships'^  House.    It  is,  I  thini:,  greatly  to 
be  regretted  that  a  question  which  both 
sides  of  the  House  nave  thought  desi- 
rable should  be  settled   this   Sessioo, 
should  be  thrown  over  to  another  year» 
and  thus  for  several  months  be  made  a 
subject  of  all  sorts  of  hostility  between 
those  members  of  the  Church  who  adhere 
to  the  existing  state  of  things,  and  those 
other  membera  of  the  Churdi  who  think 
that  it  ought  to  be  changed  in  conformibr 
with  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl^ 
and  who  are  supported  in  that  view  by 
a  large  body  of  Nonconformists,  I  repeat 
that  I  think  it  a  matter  of  very  deep  re-> 
gpret  that  the  Government  have  not  taken 
upon  themselves,  after  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed  by   the   House,  the    duty  of 
settling  the  question  during  the  present 
Session. 

METROPOLITAN  STREET  IMPBOVE- 
MENTS  BILL. 

sbooud  bbadikq. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Moved, '  <  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  S*."* 

Thb    Marqitess   ot  LANSDOWNB 
said,  that  this  Bill  had  been  introduced 
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1^  the  Metrqpaliiaii  Board  of  Works  for 
iie  puyposa  of  taidBg  tho  neoessaiy 
aiiAori^  for  eoa«traoting  a  w^  ttveet 
firoia  Bs^mU  Gbree^  1^  HcJborn,  hj 
which  Qommiwoation  woiild  he  oom- 
pletelj  apexk  to  Keg^mt  Street  |  and 
another  new  street  leom  Tottenham 
Court  Boad  to.  Trafalgar  Square,  ^es^ 
no  doubt,  w^«  very  is^pprtant  improye^ 
meats  s  but  while  they  were  thus  iia- 
proving  the  metropolis  in  one  diree^oQ, 
they  should  be  cai^ul  that  they  did  not 
infliet  upgury  in  another,  and  he  desired 
to  call  the  attention  of  iheiif  Lordships 
to  the  ft^^  that  the  measufe  i^rould  dis- 
place a  la]^  number  a£  the  working 
classes  from  their  present  dwellings 
without  proyidiag  aoequate  acoommo* 
dation  for  them  when  turned  out  of  the 
homes  which  they  now  occupied.  He 
had  had  carefolly  prepared  statistics 
furnished  to  him  on  this  subject,  and 
those  statistics  did  n<^  at  all  agree  with 
the  figures  which  had  been  given  by 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  The 
statement  deposited  by  the  Promoters  of 
the  Bill,  under  Standing  Order  38,  gave 
as  the  number  of  houses  occupied  by 
persons  of  the  labouring  classes,  and  as 
ike  number  of  persons  of  those  classes  to 
be  displaced,  these  statistics : — For  West- 
end  improvement — houses,  147 ;  number 
of  persons  displaced*  1,753.  For  Gray's 
Inn  Boad  improvemenln— houses,  215; 
number  of  persons  diqdaced,  2,166.  A 
house-tp-house  inquinr,  recently  made, 
showed  that  those  figures  were  alto- 
gether inaccurate,  and  that,  in  fact,  they 
should  stand — For  West-end  improve- 
ments—houses, 446 ;  number  of  persons 
displaced,  7,077.  For  Gray's  Inn  Eoad 
improvement — number  of  houses,  832 ; 
number  of  persons  displaced,  8,781. 
This  showed  an  error  in  the  statement 
as  to  those  two  improvements  of  416 
houses  and  6,939  persons.  And  instead 
of  19  streets  being  dealt  with  under  the 
Bill,  38  would  be  affected.  These  figures 
disclosed  a  s^ve  discrepancy;  and 
showed,  in  his  opinion,  that  some  further 
inouixy  was  absolutely  necessary.  He 
dia  not  impute  to  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  any  mah  fid$$  in  connection 
with  their  statistics ;  but  he  thonght  it 
must  be  evident  that  some  eztzaordi- 
nar^  blunder  had  been  c<mi|nitted  in 
their  preparation. 

Thb  Eahl  of  OAliPEBDOWN 
pointed  Ofut  ihat  i^  the  Bill  before  thmr 
TiOBdships  there  waa  no  aecount  of  the 


sum  which  Hie  ratepayers  would  have  to 
pay  for  the  improvements  to  be  under- 
taken, 

Eakl  BEAUOHAMP  said,  that  the 
account  referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl 
would  be  found  in  a  Loan  Bill  which  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  had  at 
present  before  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament. No  doubt  it  was  a  duty  in- 
cumbent on  the  Board  to  see  that  while 
they  were  effecting  great  improvements 
in  communications  of  the  Metropolis, 
they  did  not  inflict  injury  on  the  persons 
whom  these  improvements  affected.  The 
statistics  deposited  with  the  Bill  might 
not  be  perfectly  accurate,  but  he  thought 
the  Promoters  had  complied  sufficiently 
with  the  Standing  Order  to  enable  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  see  that  provision 
was  made  for  the  displaced  persons. 
The  Standing  Order  was  framed  with 
the  object  of  securing  that  no  serious 
injury  should  be  done  to  the  working 
classes,  and  for  this  purpose  it  made  it 
obHgatoiy  on  the  Promoters  to  prove  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
that  adequate  provision  was  made  before 
any  demolition  to  the  extent  of  15  houses 
was  undertaken.  If,  however,  the  Com- 
mittee, before  which  the  Bill  must  go  in 
the  ordinary  course,  should  be  of  opinion 
that  additional  provision  for  the  dis- 
placed persons  was  required,  the  Metro- 
politan^Board  would  be  willing  to  have 
it  secured  by  a  clause  in  the  Bill  itself. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  their  Lord- 
ships would  not  defer  the  second  reading. 
He  might  add,  [that  a  Bill  was  under 
consideration  for  supplementing  the  pro- 
visions of  the  existing  law. 

The  Eabl  of  AIBTJE  pointed  out 
that  there  was  a  difference  between  the 
offering  of  a  site  for  houses  for  the  la- 
bouring classes  and  providing  houses  for 
them.  In  a  case  which  occurred  four  or 
five  years  ago,  the  Metropolitan  Board 
appeared  to  think  that  they  had  complied 
with  the  Standing  Orders  by  offering  a 
site ;  but  the  site  up  to  this  moment  had 
not  been  built  upon. 

The  Bishop  op  LONDON  reminded 
their  Lordships  that,  unlike  the  persons 
opposing  an  ordinary  Private  Bill,  the 

S arsons  who  would  be  displaced  by  this 
ill  were  not  in  a  position  to  have  them- 
selves represented  by  counsel  before  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Bill.  And  it 
aroeared  that  no  fewer  than  250  houses 
and  8,000  population  had  been  omitted 
frcma  the  statement  of  the  Promoters. 

D2 
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The  Eakl  op  REDESDALE,  wWle 
thinking  that  the  Promoters  had  not 
yery  closely  adhered  to  the  Standing 
Order,  was  of  opinion  that  the  displaced 
persons  would  oe  sufficiently  protected 
under  that  Order. 

Motion  figreed  to;  Bill  read  3^  ac- 
cordingly. 

MARRIED  WOMEN'S  PROPERTY  ACT 

(1870)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  74.) 

{The  Lord  CoUridge.) 

BSOOND   READma. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Lord  COLERIDGE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time, 
said,  that  while  the  measure  dealt  with 
serious  and  important  questions,  and 
proposed  serious  and  important  altera- 
tions in  the  existing  law,  it  attempted  to 
make  those  alterations  in  accordance 
with  the  ancient  principles  of  the  law  of 
England,  and  proceeded  on  lines  already 
laid  down.  He  did  not  seek  to  deny 
that  in  some  families  the  measure  would 
materially  affect  the  family  relations; 
but  it  would  do  so  only  in  cases  in  which, 
if  they  were  individually  considered,  all 
woula  admit  that  those  relations  sorely 
needed  alteration.  No  one  suggested 
that,  if  the  Bill  came  into  operation,  it 
would  come  into  operation  in  anything 
like  a  large  number  of  cases ;  but  the 
fact  that  the  injustice  and  wrong  which 
it  sought  to  remove  did  not  extensively 
exist  was  no  argument  against  a  reform 
which  in  some  cases  was  very  much  re- 
quired. The  Act  of  1870  was  carried 
through  Parliament  from  the  general 
sense  that  existed  both  in  this  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  that  the 
then  existing  state  of  the  law  worked  a 
great  and  unmistakeable  injustice  to- 
wards married  women.  The  Act  did  not 
leave  their  Lordships'  House  in  the 
same  state  in  which  it  entered  it ;  but 
much  as  he  regretted  the  alterations 
their  Lordships  had  felt  it  their  duty  to 
make  in  the  Bill,  he  felt,  and  always 
had  felt,  that  all  interested  in  the  ques- 
tion owed  a  deep  and  lastin^^  obligation 
to  his  noble  and  learned  Fnend  on  the 
Woolsack  for  the  improvement  in  the 
condition  of  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
married  women  effected  by  that  Act. 
Experience  had  now  shown  that  the  Act 
of  1870  was  a  wise  and  useM  measure ; 


and  he  thought  the  time  had  now  oome 
when  Parliament  might  be  safely  asked 
to  make  further  concessions — ana  chiefly 
in  the  direction  of  the  exis^^  Act, 
That  Act  contained  two  sets  of  kindred 
clauses.  It  gave  absolute  protection  for 
the  personal  earnings  of  married  women, 
and  absolute  protection  for  property  to 
which  married  women  might  succeed  in 
law  up  to  the  amount  of  £200.  It  ooq- 
tainea  a  number  of  clauses  by  which  the 
position  of  married  women  was  greatly 
improved,  and  it  afforded  other  rell^ 
under  certain  conditions ;  but  it  declined 
to  say  that  which  was  law  for  the  hus- 
band in  respect  of  the  contract  of  mar- 
riage was  law  for  the  wife  also.  Bights 
which  would  be  a  husband's  by  the  ordi- 
nary operation  of  law,  widiont  any 
action  on  his  part,  were  granted  to  a 
wife  by  the  Act  of  1870,  only  on  her 
having  adopted  certain  conditions  pre- 
cedent. Now,  no  one  who  knew  what 
women  were — or,  indeed,  people  gene- 
rally, would  be  inclined  to  think  that 
such  conditions  were  in  themselves  no 
slight  drawback  in  the  privileges  con- 
fei^edbythe  Act.  He  said,  therefore, 
that  the  Act  which  was  passed  in  1870 
for  the  protection  of  the  property  of 
married  women,  and  amended  by  the 
Act  of  1874,  was  a  just  and  beneficial 
lecrislation — ^it  conferred  a  substantial 
Ix^n  on  married  women,  and  waa  a 
great  improvement  on  the  law,  but  it 
did  not  go  far  enough.  The  Bill  now 
before  their  Lordships,  and  of  which  he 
was  now  about  to  move  the  second  read- 
ing was,  with  scarcely  the  alteration  of 
a  sinffle  syllable,  the  same  as  that  which 
left  the  Select  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  in  the  year  1878 — a  Com- 
mittee chosen  without  the  slightest  refer- 
ence of  Party,  and  consisting  of  eminent 
persons.  He  now  submitted  the  Bill  to 
their  Lordships  in  that  shape,  because, 
considering  the  authority  of  such  a 
Committee,  they  might  safely  approve 
of  the  principle  of  the  measure  without 
any  apprehension  of  serious  opposition 
arising  in  the  other  House.  Another 
reason  why  he  asked  their  Lordships  to 
pass  it,  was  that  he  believed  the  altera- 
tion of  the  law  which  it  proposed,  not 
only  was  according  to  sound  and  just 
principles,  but  was  in  accordance  with 
the  ancient  law  of  this  country.  In  old 
days  a  great  protection  was  thrown 
around  a  marriea  woman  in  respect  of 
her  landed  property.    It  was  true  tiiat, 
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by  the  right  of  control  which  the  husband 
had  oyer  his  wife,  he  coiild  possess  him- 
self of  the  rents  and  profits  of  snoh  pro- 
perty while  they  lived  together ;  but  he 
could  not  take  the  land  and  alienate  it, 
for  the  landjwas  not  his,  but  hers:  again, 
the  right  of  dower  in  the  old  days,  stand- 
ing not  upon  contract,  but  upon  ordinary 
law,  had  always  seemed  to  him,  as  a 
lawyer,  to  be  a  most  important  testimony 
from  those  ancient  times  to  the  justice  of 
treating  the  wife  as  independently  se- 
curing certain  property  for  herself  by 
right  and  by  law,  and  not  merely  by 
contract,  and   a  testimony  also  to  her 
capacity  of  so  holding  it.     In  modem 
times,  howeyer,  it  had  come  to  be  held 
by  a  fiction  of  law  that  the  marriage 
contract  operated  as   an  absolute  gift, 
not  only  of  all  that  the  women  possessed 
at  the  time  of  her  marriage,  but  of  all 
that  she  might  thereafter  become  entitled 
to  by  inheritance  or  otherwise ;  and  her 
right  of  dower  in  her  husband's  real 
ei^te  might  be  barred  at  his  pleasure. 
\^at  this  Bill  sought  to  effect  was  in 
aubstance  to  enact  that  by  the  contract 
of  marriage,  under  the  ordinary  opera- 
tion of  the  law,  the  property  of  a  mar- 
ried woman  should  not  be  taken  from 
her.     Of  course,  it  might  be  made  the 
subject  of  settlement,  as  was  the  case  at 
present ;  but,  by  the  ordinary  operation 
of  law,  a  woman  on  contracting  marriage 
-would  not  lose  the  right  in  her  pro- 
perty.   The  Bill  scarcely  differed  m  a 
single  proyision  from  that  which  was 
recommended  by  the  Select  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons  in  1873.  Lord 
Lyndhurst,  in  a  speech  deliyered  on  the 
second   reading   of  the    Divorce  Bill, 
pointed  out  how  hardly  the  law  bore 
against  married  women,  and  in  his  Life 
of  Lard  Lyndhwitf  Lord  Campbell  ap- 
proyed  the  opinions  he  then  expressed. 
The  present  state  of  the  law  he  (Lord 
Coleridge)  contended,  could  not  in  jus- 
tice   be   longer    maintained.      Li   its 
harshest  features  it  was  peculiar  to  this 
country.    Not  long  ago  a  lady  of  high 
rank  and  most  exalted  charieuster,  but 
unknown  to  him,  applied  to  him  (Lord 
Coleridge)  to  ascertain  whether  any  re- 
dress could  be  afforded  by  the  law  of 
England  in  the  case  of  a  wife  who  was 
living  with  her  husband,  who,  without 
doing  anything  which  would  have  made 
an    application  to  the    Divorce    Court 
IDcely  to  be  successful,  was  making  her 
lif!s  miserabloi  was  phmdering  her  of  all 


the  property  she  possessed,  and  making 
anything  like  a  decent  living  or  educa- 
tion of  weir  offspring  absolutely  impos- 
sible. He  was  obliged  to  tell  the  lady 
that  as  far  as  he  knew,  and  could  imder- 
stand  the  case  she  had  laid  before  him, 
it  was  a  hard  case,  but  one  for  which 
the  law  of  England  gave  no  redress.  It 
grieved  him  to  read  the  very  just  re- 
marks contained  in  a  letter  he  had 
lately  received.  His  correspondent 
said — 

"  Once  in  my  life  I  took  some  trouble  in  per- 
suading a  couple  to  marry  and  to  legalize  a  union 
which  had  lasted  for  many  years.  I  am  sorry 
to  find  that  the  womim  who  lives  unmarried 
with  a  man  has  legal  rights  and  protection 
which  she  loses  when  she  marries." 

That  showed  the  unsatisfactory  stato  of 
the  existing  law.  But  there  were  other 
cases  illustrative  of  its  condition.  There 
was  a  case  in  which  certainly  no  one 
who  heard  him  could  have  the  slightest 
sympathy  with  the  woman  who  was  the 
subject  of  it ;  but  it  was  a  curious  illus- 
tration of  the  law  as  regarded  husband 
and  wife  in  respect  of  property.  It 
was  the  case  of  a  woman  who  married 
by  advertizement.  There  was  a  settle- 
ment in  the  case  proriding,  as  the 
woman  thought,  that  her  property  was 
to  be  secured  for  herself  in  case  of  se- 
paration. A  separation  took  place  not 
many  years  after  the  marriage  ceremony 
was  solemnized,  and  it  was  then  found 
that  by  the  settlement  every  farthing  of 
her  property  passed  away  from  her. 
Eecourse  was  had  to  a  Court ;  and  the 
Vice  Chancellor,  being  of  opinion  that 
the  settlement  had  not  been  drawn  up 
in  accordance  with  the  intention  of  the 
wife,  set  aside  the  settlement,  and  she 
got  her  money.  Take  a  stronger  case, 
which  was  lately  brought  before  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  where  a  woman  had 
been  carrying  on  a  considerable  and 
successful  business,  and  had  saved 
money.  She  was  carrying  on  the  busi- 
ness at  the  time  of  the  marriage.  She 
married  an  old  man  without  a  settle- 
ment. Li  three  or  four  months  he  died, 
and  by  the  ordinary  operation  of  the 
law  of  England,  the  whole  of  her  pro- 
perty, stock  in  trade,  and  money  would 
nave  absolutely  passed  to  his  creditors, 
as  he  died  insolvent.  The  Court  of 
Chancery  was  able  to  interfere,  on  the 
ground  that  there  had  been  sufficient 
permission  on  the  part  of  the  husband, 
after  the  maniage,  to  the  wife  to  con- 
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tinae  the  bnsiness  in  her  own  name,  and 
to  constitute  him  a  trustee  of  the  wife ; 
and  that,  therefore,  in  that  particular 
case,  the  wife  had  aright  to  the  business 
and  the  stock-in-trade.  It  might  be 
said  these  were  sensational  stories,  and 
that  it  was  unwise  to  legislate  upon  such 
eases.  But  when  such  cases  were  men- 
tioned to  him,  the  first  question  with 
himself  was,  not  were  these  stories  sen- 
sational, but  were  they  true  ?  If  they 
were  true,  the  state  of  law  under  which 
they  took  place  required  amendment. 
He  believed  that  aiJl  the  countries  of 
Europe,  Turkey  not  excepted,  were 
before  England  as  regarded  the  relations 
of  married  women  to  their  property. 
The  Continental  States  had  in  this 
matter  generally  adopted  the  principles 
to  be  found  stated  in  their  best  form  in 
the  well-known  Institutes  of  Justinian. 
He  would  not  take  their  Lordships 
through  the  Codes  of  the  several  na- 
tions of  Europe  in  relation  to  this 
subject;  but  he  would  mention  that 
in  Holland,  where  the  control  of  the 
husband  over  his  wife's  property  was 
greatest,  yet  the  property  was  hers,  not 
his,  and  if  he  mismanaged  it,  he  was 
held  responsible  to  her  through  the  or- 
dinary tribunals  of  the  oountiy.  In  the 
great  American  Bepublio,  which  derived 
its  laws  and  institutions  in  a  great  mea- 
sure from  the  parent  countiT',  and  in 
some  of  our  Australian  Colonies,  the 
law  of  England,  in  respect  of  married 
women's  property,  had  been  widely  de- 
parted from.  He  could  not  do  better 
than  read  the  following  extracts  from 
Mr.  Eussell  Gumey's  speech  on  this 
subject  in  1870  : — 

"We  have,  however,  something  better  than 
theory  or  conjecture  to  guide  us  as  to  the  pro- 
bable effect  of  the  change  which  I  propose. 
There  is,  I  believe,  no  civilized  country  which 
has  adopted  the  law  which  has  prevailed  here. 
It  did,  indeed,  exist  for  a  time  in  the  United 
States  of  America  as  a  part  of  the  English  law 
which  the  founders  of  those  States  carried  with 
them  across  the  Atlantic.  But  in  State  after 
State  has  it  been  repealed,  and  in  none  have  the 
ill  consequences  followed  which  are  apprehended 
by  our  opponents.  .  .  We  had  the  stoon^^  tes- 
timony upon  this  point  from  American  witnesses. 
Mr.  Dudley  Field,  of  New  York,  .  .  told  us 
that  'scarcely  any  one  of  the  great  reforms 
which  have  been  effected  in  this  State  has  given 
more  entire  satisfaction  than  this.  Bfr.  Fisher, 
from  Vermont,  said — *  I  do  not  believe  that  I 
have  ever  seen  an  individual  in  the  State  who 
wanted  to  go  back  to  the  old  law.'  Bfr.  Wash- 
bnme,  a  Professor  of  Law  at  Harvard  Univer- 
sity,  said—*  I  regarded  the  fint  iaroad  npon  the 
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Common  LaV  with  apprehsmoon  that  H  ^mmM 
cause  angry  and  unkmd  feeling  in  famiKpft.  I 
am  so  far  convinced  of  the  contrary,  that  I 
would  not  be  one  to  restore  that  Common  Lav 
if  I  could.'  The  law  has  b^^  changed,  toA, 
among  our  own  feQow-countmneQ  in  Cuntifc, 
and  Mr.  Rose,  the  Canadian  Minister,  itatM 
'  I  have  not  heard  any  desire  on  the  part  of 
either  men  or  women  to  return  to  the  (dd  law.* " 
— [3  ffansardf  cd,  886.] 

He  (Lord  Oolerid^)  was  supported  aIa 
in  the  change  which  he  proposed  bj 
high  aa^ority  on  this  side  ci  the 
Adantic.  Some  years  ago  a  CommissMni 
was  appointed  to  prepare  a  Code  lor 
India.  He  found  in  their  Bep<»t  the 
following  recommendation : — 

"  It  has  been  necessary  for  us  in  one  or  two 
cases  to  introduce  provisions  affeotinR  rights  «i 
between  living  persons.  We  propose  ttiat  a  msa 
shall  not,  through  the  mere  operation  of  law. 
acquire  by  marriage  any  interest  in  hia  wife's 
property  during  her  life  ;  but  that  Bhe  fihall 
continue  to  possess  the  same  rights  wHh  tfitr- 
ence  to  it  as  if  she  were  immiirried«  and  ahall 
have  full  power  to  dispose  of  it  by  wiU." 

That  recommendation  was  signed  by 
Lord  RomiUy,  Sir  William  Erie,  Si 
Edward  Byan,  Mr.  Lowe,  and  Mr.  Jt»- 
tice  Willes,  and  it  now  formed  pcurt  of  the 
Oode  of  India.  There  was  only  one  other 
authority  to  which  he  would  refer,  and 
that,  all  their  Lordships  would  admit, 
was  the  highest  possible,  it  bein^r  the 
opinion  of  ^e  noole  and  learned  Xord 
on  the  Woolsack.  The  Lord  Chancellor, 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Married  Women's  Pro- 
perty Bill,  in  the  House  of  Lorda,  on 
the  21st  of  June,  1870,  said — 

**  Our  law  differed  in  this  reroect  from  that  of 
most  other  countries.  In  all  Continental  ocmn- 
tries,  to  a  greater  or  less  extent,  laws  had  heen 
adopted  more  favourable  to  flaanied  women ;  sod 
if  we  looked  to  thoee  great  oommumtiea  menm 
the  Atlantic  that  had  sprung  from  ouzBelvea— 
the  United  States  and  Canada — ^it  would  b« 
found  that  they  had  abrogated  our  ComniaD 
Law  in  this  matter,  and  had  adopted  legislatko 
similar  to,  or  in  the  direction  of,  the  pnnat 
BilL  .  .  .  Hie  third,  and  only  remainiBgooons* 
was  that  proposed  by  the  Bill— namely,  to  alUr 
the  general  nile  of  law ;  to  leave  settlements  to 
be  made  where  advisable,  but  in  other  cases  to 
make  the  property  of  the  married  woaum  her 
own  until  she  ohose  to  part  with  it.  If  ibe 
pleased  she  might  make  a  gift  of  it  to  her  has- 
band."— [8  Bantard,  odL  601-2.] 

It  was  upon  these  authorities  and  in  this 
state  of  the  law  that  he  asked  ^si^ 
Lord^ips  to  make  the  ohaage  propoeed 
in  his  Bill,  which  he  believed  would  be 
perfectly  just  amd  safe.  He  beli^red 
tjiat  ue  ei^perieiiee  of  other  oomtan 
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entirely  disproved  the  reality  of  the 
dangers  which  many  people  were,  in 
argument  at  all  eyents,  apt  to  assume 
would  follow  this  alteration  in  the  law. 
Was  it  true  that  the  domestic  happiness 
and  purity  of  this  country  were  so  superior 
to  the  happiness  and  purity  of  other  coun- 
tries ?  Ijutt  was  a  question  which  every- 
one must  answer  according  to  hisownfe^- 
ing  and  judgment ;  but  if  it  were  true,  it 
was  certainly  not  because  of  the  English 
law  which  enabled  English  husbandbs  to 
rob  English  wives  of  their  pr(^erty. 
The  English  Law  of  Settlement  and  the 
existence  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  itself 
were  a  standing  protest  against  tiiie  sys- 
tem of  the  law  as  it  now  stood.  There 
was  not  one  of  their  Lordships  who 
would,  on  the  marriage  of  his  daughter, 
leave  her  unprotected,  and  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  the  English  ComuKm  Law.  If 
that  was  so  in  their  own  case,  why  did 
they  hesitate  to  apply  the  same  principle 
to  all  ?  On  the  whole,  he  trusted  that 
their  Lordships  would  assent  to  his 
Motion  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
(The  Lord  Coleridge,) 

The  lord  OHANCELLOE  said,  he 
would  state,  as  briefly  as  he  could,  the 
reasons  why  he  hopea  that  their  Lord- 
ships would  not  give  the  Bill  a  second 
reading.  If  his  noble  and  learned  iViend 
who  had  moved  the  second  reading  had 
considered  with  a  little  more  care  the 
history  of  what  had  taken  place  in  that 
House  in  1870,  he  thought  he  would 
have  hesitated  before  he  asked  their 
Lordships  to  aeeept  principles  which  they 
had  deliberately  rejected  at  that  time. 
When  the  measure  of  1870  came  up  to 
their  Lordships'  House  from  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  it  contained  sub- 
stantially the  same  provisions  they  were 
asked  to  approve  in  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House ;  but  having  himself  taken 
charge  of  the  conduct  of  that  measure, 
he  had  been  been  obliged  to  tell  the 
House  that  the  clauses  embodying  the 
principles  of  those  provisions  would  re- 
quire complete  re-modelling  in  Commit- 
tee. Those  principles  were,  on  the 
second  reading,  strongly  disapproved  of 
by  Lord  Westbury,  by  Lord  Pen£ance, 
by  Lord  Bomilly,  by  the  Duke  of  Cleve- 
land, and  in  the  great  part  by  Lord 
Shaftesbury,  who  grounded  their  objec- 
tiona  on  the -Act  that  the  measure  would 


efiEect  a  G(»nplete  revolution  in  the  insti- 
tutions of  society.  Accordingly  he  (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  undertook  to  so  amend 
the  Bill  in  Committee  as  to  get  rid  of 
these  objectionable  clauses.  The  Bill 
went  to  a  Select  Committee ;  and  when 
it  came  back  to  the  House  scarcely  a 
clause  remained  as  when  it  went  up  to 
that  Committee.  He  recollected  per- 
fectiy  well  that  Lord  Shaftesbury,  who, 
on  the  second  reading,  had  strongly  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that  it 
revolutionized  the  institutions  of  society, 
expressed  his  gratification  at  the  work 
of  the  Committee.  That  Committee,  one 
of  the  strongest  which  ever  sat  in  their 
Lordships'  House,  had  the  whole  matter 
before  tiiem.  They  considered  all  the 
arguments  and  the  authorities  which  had 
been  advanced  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  and  yet  they  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion to  reject  aU  the  clauses  having  the 
same  bearingas  those  in  the  Bill  now 
before  them.  What  reason  could  be  shown 
for  re-opening  the  question  now  ?  The  cir- 
cular of  the  Married  Women's  Property 
Protection  Association,  which  advocated 
the  passing  of  the  present  Bill,  assigned  no 
reason  for  the  alteration  of  the  law  which 
it  proposed,  and  there  was  the  same  de- 
fect in  the  Petitions  that  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  in  its  favour.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ships to  what  took  place  on  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Married  Women's  Property 
Bill  in  their  Lordships'  House  on  the 
21st  of  June,  1870.  On  that  occasion 
Lord  Penzance,  whose  experience  as  a 
Judge  of  the  Divorce  Court,  rendered 
his  views  on  the  subject  very  valuable, 
said— 

'*  The  Bill  would  ^ye  a  married  woman  the 
same  rights  of  possessing  and  dealing  with  pro- 
perty, and  of  contracting  obligations  with  third 
persons,  that  an  unnuurried  woman  enjoyed; 
while  it  nevertheless  left  ontonched  her  status 
as  a  married  woman.  If  left  untouched  har  right 
to  be  maintained  by  her  husband ;  she  woulcf  be 
able  to  spend  her  j^operty  anyhow  she  liked, 
without  any  obligation  of  conmbuting  to  the 
expenses  oi  the  household;  and  when  it  was 
dimipated  she  would  be  entitled  to  the  support 
of  her  husband  and  to  pledj^e  his  credit  for  ne- 
cessaries. As  a  question  of  abstraotlustice  this 
position  could  not  be  maintained.  The  Bill  also 
provided  in  the  most  sweeping  manner  that  a 
married  woman  might  sue  and  be  sued  precisely 
in  the  same  manner  as  a  feme  sole — so  that  there 
was  nothing  to  prevent  her  bringing  an  action, 
even  against  her  husband,  founded  upon  any 
matter  of  contract  which  she  mig^t  choose  to 
allege.  Litigation  under  any  droumstances  was 
thought  to  have  sufficient  asperity  about  it  to 
make  people  uncomfortable  enough ;  Imt  it  waa 
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difficult  to  conoeive  the  relations  of  a  man  and 
wife,  plaintiff  and  defendant  in  an  action,  sitting 
down  to  breakfast  together,  passing  the  day  to- 
gether, consulting  their  respective  attorneys, 
and  then  dining  together.  A  married  woman, 
moreover,  being  at  full  Uberty  to  contract  with 
the  outer  world,  might  carry  on  any  trade  she 
pleased  without  her  husbanas consent,  so  that  a 
man  might  be  startled  by  the  information  that 
his  wife  had  determined  to  set  up  a  rival  shop 
in  his  neighbourhood — ^which  at  present  was 
prevented  by  her  inability  to  contract;  and, 
since  she  would  be  quite  competent  to  take  a 
partner,  he  might  be  still  more  startled  at  hear- 
ing that  she  had  entered  into  partnership  with 
her  cousin,  who  need  not  be  a  woman.  A  hus- 
band who  expected  his  wife  to  keep  his  home 
and  attend  to  the  children  might  find  her  open- 
ing a  fierlin  wool  shop  with  her  cousin  John  as 
a  partner.  Surely  this  was  an  imnecessary 
corollary  to  the  protection  of  women's  earnings 
from  i(Ue  and  oissolute  husbands  P  ** — [3  Han» 
tmrdf  odi.  603-4.] 

His  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Ooleridge)  had  referred  to  what  he  chose 
to  regard  as  the  fortunate  results  whioh 
had  followed  in  the  United  States  upon 
an  alteration  of  the  law  such  as  he 
seemed  to  desire  in  this  country.  But 
some  evidence  was  g^yen  in  reference  to 
this  point  which  was  not  unimportant. 
The  following  piece  of  evidence  was 
quoted  in  Hansard  with  regard  to  this 

Particular  point.  Mr.  Gyrus  Martin 
isher  was  called  as  a  witnessi  and  in 
the  course  of  his  evidence,  as  reportedi 
the  following  passage  occurred : — 

"  *  Should  a  wife  having  property  contribute 
towards  the  family  expenses  P ' — '  It  is  contrary 
to  the  American  idea  fand  so  says  Mr.  Cyrus 
Field)  that  any  part  of  tne  wife's  fortune  should 
be  used  to  contribute  towards  the  support  of  the 
family.  A  man  ought  to  be,  and  is,  considered 
clever  enough  to  be  at  least  able  to  support  his 
family  without  calling  upon  bis  wife.'  '-^Ibid, 
611.] 

Ag^ain,  Question  536 — 

**  *  You  have  said  that  the  responsibility  of  the 
payment  of  household  debts  lies  chiefly  on  the 
husband.  Suppose  the  wife,  instead  of  contri- 
buting to  the  establishment,  squandered  all  her 
money  away,  would  the  whole  of  the  responsi- 
bility in  such  a  case  rest  on  the  husband  P '  A. — 
'Certainly,  to  the  extent  of  all  his  property. 
She  might  squander  her  fortune  just  as  quickly 
as  she  saw  fit'  Q. — '  She  could  have  no  respon- 
sibility whatever  P '  A. — '  Not  the  slightest,  so 
long  as  his  property  was  in  existence.'  Q. — 
'  Suppose  she  chose  to  squander  her  money  on 
some  other  individual,  would  that  make  any  dif- 
ference P '  A. — '  It  might  create  certain  unplea- 
santness in  the  family,  and  the  tradesmen  might 
require  them,  when  they  wanted  anything,  to 
pay  for  it  at  the  time.'  Mr.  Cyras  Field  said 
the  same-^'  Whatever  the  distress  of  the  hos- 
band,  the  wife  is  not  legally  bound  to  raUove 
him.' "— [/*fVf.  611-12.] 

The  Lord  Chancelhr 


On  aU  these  grounds  he  objected  to  tiie 
Bill,  and  also  on  the  ground  that  tiia 
present  law  entailed  no  hardship,  inas- 
much as  it  left  the  husband  and  wi£» 
free  to  contract  with  each  other  as  to  th« 
deposition  of  their  property.  He  tnuted 
their  Lordships  would  not  let  it  be 
thought  out-of-doors  that  after  all  that 
had  passed  they  were  going  to  re-open 
this  question  again.  It  was  settled  seren 
years  ag^  that  married  women  were  not 
to  be  unmarried  so  far  as  their  piopattj 
was  concerned,  and  that  they  were  yet 
to  retain  the  marriage  tie  in  other  re- 
spects. The  Act  of  1870  had  worked 
admirably,  and,  moreover,  it  remedied 
eyery  grievance  upon  which  any  peraon 
could  put  his  finger.  On  every  g^romid 
he  hoped  their  Lordships  would  reftiae  a 
second  reading  to  the  measure.  He 
therefore  movM  that  the  second  mading 
be  deferred  for  three  months. 

Amendment  moved^  to  leave  oat 
(''now'')  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  C  this  day  three  months.'') 

LoBD  SELBOBNE  admitted  that 
there  were  several  points  in  reference 
to  which  the  existing  law  required  revi- 
sion and  amendment;  but  the  matter 
was  one  involving  so  much  of  detail  and 
requiring  so  large  &n  amount  of  oon- 
sideration  and  cuscussion  that  he  did 
not  think  the  present  was  an  opportune 
moment  for  dealing  with  it.  He  thought 
that  after  the  statement  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  could  not 
expect  to  induce  their  Lordahipa  to 
deal  with  the  subject — ^in  this  Seeeion, 
at  least — and  therefore  he  hoped  he 
would  not  press  the  second  reading  to 
a  division. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  would  advert  to  one  point  in 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  speech  in 
introducing  this  Bill.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  in  holding  up  the  legida- 
tion  on  this  point  of  the  rest  of  Europe 
as  superior  to  that  of  England,  said  that 
it  was  derived  from  the  Listitutes  of 
Justinian  in  the  Lower  Empire;  now, 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would  re* 
member  that,  at  that  time,  men  thought 
like  his  friend  the  lady  he  had  refexred 
to,  that  it  was  better  for  people  to  live 
together  without  being  mamed,  and  if 
the  Boman  Empire  had  lasted  longer 
the  Boman  Gk>vemment  would  have  ud 
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to  give  men  a  bounty  to  marry.  The 
noUe  and  learned  Lord  also  said  that  he 
would  not  take  their  Lordships  through 
the  Codes  of  Europe,  and  he  aid  well  not 
to  do  so ;  for  he  had  seen  in  Portugal  the 
scandal  of  a  woman  making  her  husband 
who  had  squandered  his  money,  what  was 
there  called  a  **  prodigal,"  diat  was  to 
say,  making  it  impossible  for  him  to 
obtain  credit,  and  incapacitating  him 
for  civil  rights.  He  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  object  to  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill. 

Lord  COLEEIDOE  said,  that  after 
the  discussion  that  had  taken  place,  he 
would  not  put  their  Lordships  to  the 
trouble  of  dividing. 

Amendment,  original  Motion,  and  Bill 
(by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 


INDIA— ESTATE  OF  GENERAL  SOMBRE. 

QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  DENBIGH  inquired  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Lidia,  If  he 
will  give  facilities  to  the  authorized 
agent  of  the  legal  representatives  of  the 
late  General  Sombre  to  inspect  certain 
documents  believed  to  be  now  at  Agra, 
which  were  taken  possession  of  by  the 
East  Indian  GK)vemment  on  the  death  of 
the  Begum  Sombre  in  1836,  as  appears 
by  a  paper  intituled  ''East  India  Bad- 
shapore  Case,"  and  ordered  by  the 
House  of  (Commons  to  be  printed  on  the 
3rd  of  July,  1865? 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  had  made  inquiries  at  the  India 
Office,  and  found  that  the  Papers  re- 
ferred to  by  his  noble  Friend  were  un- 
known there.  No  information  respecting 
them  could  be  obtained,  and  they  had 
no  means  of  ascertaining  whether  any 
such  Papers  existed.  All  he  could  do  in 
the  matter  was  to  promise  that  inquiry 
should  be  made  of  the  GK)vemment  in 
India  on  the  subject,  and  that  any  in- 
formation that  was  obtained  should  be 
communicated  to  his  noble  Friend. 

Honae  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
ThuTBday,  2Ut  June,  18??. 


MINirrES.1— Public  Btllr  ^  Ordered— Firtt 
JjMrrfiii^— Sheriff  Courts  (Scotland)*  [2091; 
G^eral  PoUoe  and  Improyement  (Scotiand) 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (Leith)  • 
[211];  General  Police  and  Improvement 
[Scotland)  Provisional  Order  Confirmation 
Glai^w)  •  [210] ;  Post  Office  Money  Orders  • 
^2121. 

Firit  Beading — City  of  London  Improvement 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (Gk)lden 
Lane,  &c.)*  [205];  Metropolis  Improvement 
Provisional  Orders  Confirmation*  [206]; 
Greenock  Improvement  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  •  [207];  General  Police  and 
Improvement  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (Dumbarton)*  [208],  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Examiners. 

Second  Reading — Royal  Irish  Constabulary* 
[203];  Provisional  Orders  (Ireland)  Confir- 
mation (Artizans  and  Labourers  Dwellings)  * 
[201];  Provisional  Orders  (Ireland)  Confirma- 
tion (Ennis,  &c.)  ♦  {2021. 

Committee — Public  Works  Loans  (Ireland) 
[189]— B.P. 

Otmeidered  a$  omended^-lSXemeDtajj  Education 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (London)  * 
[179]. 

Third  Heading— MarriBLgeB  Legalization,  Saint 
Peter's  Almondsbury  •  [197] ;  Gas  and  Water 
Orders  Confirmation  (Brotton,  &c.)*  flOl] ; 
Elementary  Education  Provisionsd  Orders 
Confirmation  (Cardiff,  &c.)  *  [178],  ajiii  pasted. 


QUESTIONS. 


BECORDER  OF  DUBLIN— OFFICE  OF 
REGISTRAR.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  EREINGTON  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  Whether  any 
one  has  been  appointed  to  fill  the  office 
of  Registrar  to  me  Recorder  of  Dublin, 
rendered  yacant  by  the  death  of  Mr. 
Hugh  Irwin,  or  to  do  the  duties  and 
receive  the  fees  of  the  office ;  and,  if  so, 
perhaps  he  would  inform  the  House, 
under  what  statute  and  by  whom  the 
appointment  has  been  made  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson),  in  reply,  said, 
the  Recorder  of  Dublin  had  appointed 
Mr.  M'Ghisty,  a  practising  solicitor  of 
fifreat  respectabihty  in  Dublin;  but, 
having  regard  to  pending  legislation,  it 
had  been  stipulated  that  there  should  be 
no  claim  for  compensation,  consequent 
on  tiie  abolition  or  changes  made  in  the 
duties  of  the  office. 
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hifl  attention  has  been  direated  to  a  book 
reoently  publidied,  entitled  ''  The  Prieat 
in  Absolution ; "  if  he  is  aware  that  the 
book  is  substantially  the  same  as  one 
for  the  circulation  of  which  a  lectorsr 
against  auricular  confession  was  not  loa^ 
ago  imprisoned;  if  he  is  aware  theft 
''  The  Priest  in  Absolution ''  is  printed 
with  the  sanction  and  for  the  use  of  the 
*' Master,  Vicars,  and  Brethren  of  die 
Society  of  the  Hcdy  Cross/'  of  which 
tiiere  are  700  members,  chiefly  dergy- 
men  of  the  Church  of  England;  and,  if 
he  is  prepared  to  take  steps  to  teet  the 
legality  of  the  publication? 

Mb.  FOBSYTH  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  distribution  of  a  book 
called  "  The  Priest  in  Absolution  "  by 
certain  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  £hig- 
land;  and,  whether  he  has  consider^ 
the  propriety  of  instituting  a  proaeca* 
tion,  following  the  example  of  the  pro- 
secution now  pendinff  against  the  pub- 
lishers of  a  book  called  "the  Fruits  of 
Philosophy?" 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL:  At 
the  request  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment I  rise  to  answer  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle,  and  if 
I  may  be  permitted  to  do  so,  I  will  at 
the  same  time  reply  to  the  Queetion  of 
which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Marylebone  has  given 
Notice.  My  attention  has  been  called 
by  the  Questions  of  the  hon.  Membezv, 
and  by  a  discussion  in  "  another  plaoe/' 
to  the  work  called  Ths  Priest  in  Aheolm- 
tion;  but  I  hare  no  special  means  of 
obtaining  information  on  the  subject, 
nor  am  I  aware  whether  the  alleged 
facts  with  reference  to  the  work  as  to 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  been 
interrogated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  can  be  substantiated  or  not. 
With  respect  to  the  work  called  Ihtite  ef 
Phiheophfff  mentioned  by  the  hon.  and 


METROPOLIS— ST.  MARGARETS 
CHURCH.— QUESTION. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
the  Government  will  take  any  steps  to 
preserve,  or  contribute  to  the  expense  of 
preserving,  the  valuable  historical  stained 
glass  window  in  St.  Margaret's  Church, 
which  is  the  Church  of  the  House  of 
Commons  ?  In  explanation  of  his  Ques- 
tion, the  hon.  and  learned  Member  read 
the  following  extract  from  a  letter  on  the 
subject  written  by  Canon  Farrer : — 

^*  The  east  window  of  St.  Margaret's  Church 
was  originally  intended  by  the  magistrates  of 
Dort  as  a  present  to  Henry  VII.'  for  the  mar- 
riage of  his  son  Prince  Arthur  to  Catherine  of 
Arragon,  and  it  was  meant  for  Henry  VJi.*s 
Cha]^  but  before  it  arrived  the  King  died. 
The  window  fell  into  the  hands  of  Abbot  Wal- 
tham,  who  kept  it  tiU  the  dissolution  of  the 
monastries.  fhiller,  the  last  Abbot,  sent  it  to 
New  HaU,  Essex,  and  it  was  bought  by  Villiers, 
Duke  of  Buckingham,  whose  son  sold  it  to 
General  Monk,  who  buried  it  to  preserve  it  from 
the  Puritans.  It  was  afterwards  bought  for 
1,000  guineas  for  St.  Margaret's  Ohurai.  It 
contains  portraits  of  Prince  Arthur  and  Cathe- 
rine. I  nad  it  examined  by  Messrs.  Clayton  and 
Bell,  who  reported  that  no  modem  artist  can 
restore  it,  and  that  the  only  thing  that  can  be 
done  to  preserve  it  from  decay  is  to  encase  it  on 
both  sides  with  plate  glass,  and  that  this  would 
cost  at  least  £200." 

Mr.  GEEAED  NOEL :  I  heard  with 
interest  the  letter  just  now  read  by  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  county  of  Wexford.  I  quite  con- 
cur with  him  as  to  the  importance  of 
S reserving  the  valuable  historical  win- 
ow  in  St.  Margaret's  Church ;  but  per- 
haps he  is  not  aware  that  the  Qpvem- 
ment  have  already  given  £1,500  towards 
the  restoration  of  the  church,  as  ap- 
peared in  the  Estimates  of  this  year, 
and  I  fear  there  is  no  fund  from  which 
an  additional  contribution  can  be  made ; 
but  I  have  no  doubt,  now  that  the  atten- 
tion of  the  public  has  been  called  to  the 
matter  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
that  subscriptions  will  soon  fall  in  and 
swell  the  contribution  given  by  the  Oo- 
vemment,  so  that  this  historical  old 
window  may  be  taken  down,  properly 
replaced,  and  for  the  future  protected 
from  injury. 


CRIMINAL   LAW  — ''THE    PRIEST    IN 
ABSOLUTION."— QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  J.  OOWEN  aaked  the  Seoretainr 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  if 


learned  Member  for  Marylebone,  I  bee 
to  state  that  the  Oovemment  have  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  prose- 
cution which  was  instituted  against  the 
publishers  of  that  book.  As  to  the  pro- 
priety of  instituting  a  prosecution  in  the 
case  of  I%e  Priest  in  Ahsoluticn,  in  my 
opinion  it  is  no  part  of  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  act  as  censors  of  the  pub- 
lic morals,  and  to  prosecute  the  pub- 
lishers of  every  book  which  in  uieir 
judgment  is    oDJectionable;  and  wiUi 
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re^srd  to  the  work  in  question,  there  is 
this  reason  why  no  proceedings  should 
be  taken— 4iamel]r,  that  it  has  not,  as  I 
understand,  been  cirealated  among  ^e 
laity,  but  only  placed  in  the  hands  of 
certain  clei^;ymen.  If  tiie  work  were 
cirealated  among  the  people,  in  my  opi- 
nion those  who  caused  it  to  be  so  circu- 
lated ought  to  be,  and  would  be  liable 
to  be,  proceeded  against  for  the  publi- 
cation of  an  obscene  and  disg^usting 
book. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— THE  ASSIZES. 

QUESTION. 

8iB  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT 
asked  the  Secretaxy  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fEust  that  the  Assizes 
throughout  England  have  been  fixed  a 
fortnight  earlier  than  usual;  that  this 
will  have  the  effect  of  clashing  with  the 
Quarter  Sessions  which  must  be  held  on 
a  certain  week  as  fixed  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament; that  in  several  counties  the 
Quarter  Sessions  Will  have  to  be  ad- 
journed, the  courts  being  occupied  by 
the  Judges  and  the  Bar,  and  that  many 
officers  of  the  county  will  necessarily  be 
in  attendance  at  the  Assizes ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  give  any  hopes  that  this  in- 
convenient state  of  things  will  be  altered 
in  the  future,  particularly  as  it  is  pre- 
sumed a  gaol  delivexy  will  be  made  at 
the  Assizes  whatever  the  nature  of  the 
offences  may  be  ? 

Me.  AS8HET0N  CROSS:  I  am 
aware  of  all  the  inconveniences  pointed 
out  in  the  Question  of  my  hoin.  and 
gallant  Friend,  and  I  have  been  in  oom- 
munication  with  the  Lord  Ohancellor  on 
the  matter.  He  is  at  the  present 
moment  consulting  the  Judges  about  it ; 
and  if  my  hon.  Friend  will  ask  the 
Question  again  on  Monday  or  Tuesday, 
I  hope  by  that  time  to  be  able  to 
answer  it. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "ALEXANDRAS- 
ALLEGED  INSUBORDINATION. 

QTTESTION. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  has 
any  Beports  from  the  Commander  in 
Ohief  of  the  Mediterranean  Fleet  giving 
particulars  of  the  insubordination  lately 
evinced  bv  Aeorew  of  the  ''Alexan- 
dra; "  andi  if  BO,  wheflier  he  will  pro- 


duce them  for  the  information  of  the 
House? 

Me.  a.  F.  BGERTON,  in  reply, 
said,  the  only  Beport  Idie  Admiralty  had 
received  from  the  Oommander-in-Chief 
of  Hhe  Mediteiranean  Fleet  respecting 
the  insubordination  of  ^e  crew  c» 
the  Alexandra  was  contained  in  a  Be- 
|)ort  the  substance  of  which  he  gave 
m  answer  to  a  Question  some  days  ago. 
K  the  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  have 
that  Beport  in  extento,  and  would  move 
for  it,  there  would  be  no  objection 
whatever  to  laying  it  upon  the  Table. 

TURKEY— THE  BRITISH  AMBASSADOR 
AT  THE  PORTE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  BYLANDS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  the  Foreign  Office  will  ascertain  from 
Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Constan- 
tinople, whether  there  is  any  foimdation 
for  the  statement  contained  in  a  letter 
published  in  the  *  *  Times ' '  of  June  15,  and 
alleged  to  be  written  by  a  person  of 
rank  in  the  Turkish  capita],  dated  **  (Con- 
stantinople, May  29,  1877,**  in  which, 
after  detailing  the  representations  made 
to  the  Sultan  by  his  brother  Nourredeen 
Effendi,  as  to  the  negligence  of  the 
8ultan*s  Ministers  in  conducting  the 
war,  the  writer  asserts  that — 

'*  The  nert  day  your  Ambassador,  Mr.  Layard, 
went  to  the  Sultan  and  spoke  much  in  the  same 
sense,  mentioning,  too,  the  fleet  remaining  at 
anchor,  and  Hobart  Pasha  being  here.  His  Ma- 
jesty appeared  astonished  at  learning  that  the 
Admiral  was  still  here,  and  said  he  thought  he 
was  gone  long  since.  He  immediately  cafied  his 
Aide-de-Oamp,  Mehemet  Pasha,  and  sent  him 
with  orders  that  the  Admiral  should  take  the 
fleet  at  once  to  sea  F  " 

Mr.  BOTJBKE,  in  reply,  said,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Ajffairs 
did  not  ihink  there  was  any  necessity  for 
making  the  letter  in  question  the  sub- 
ject of  a  special  communication  to  Mr. 
Layard. 

ARMY  EXAMINATIONS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  O.  TALBOT  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is 
proposed  to  continue  the  present  system 
of  examinations  of  candidates  for  first 
appointments  in  the  Army,  lasting  orer 
fourteen  days ;  and,  wheiher  it  would 
not  be  possible,  as  at  the  Uniyersities, 
to  test  the  qualifications  of  candidates 
in  a  shorter  examination  ? 
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Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDT:  The 
Cinl  Service  Commissioners  (who  have 
the  entire  management  of  these  exami- 
nations) report  that — 

**  The  time  occupied  by  these  examinations 
is  necessarily  lengthened  because  the  candidates 
are  allowed  to  choose  £rom  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  subjects." 

The  Civil  Service  Commissioners  do  not 
think  that  the  competitive  part  olP  the 
examination  could  be  fairly  carried  out 
in  a  shorter  time.  The  whole  examina- 
tion might,  however,  be  shortened  by  two 
days  if  the  preliminary  examination, 
which  now  immediately  precedes  the 
competitive  one,  and  occupies  that  time, 
was  held  at  a  separate  date.  A  change 
has  been  introduced  this  year  by  which 
preliminary  examinations  have  been  held 
in  April  and  May,  in  anticipation  of 
the  examinations  in  July.  This  chanee 
has  worked  successfully;  and,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sioners, will  make  it  unnecessary  that 
any  preliminary  examinations  should  be 
held  immediately  preceding  the  competi- 
tive one. 

INDIA— AKMY  MEDICAL  SERVICE. 

QUESTION. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  (for 
Mr.  Stacpoole)  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  If  he  would 
explam  why  the  examination  of  medical 
officers  for  promotion  to  the  rank  of 
Surfi'eon-Maior  f  which  has  been  disconti- 
nued in  the  British  Army)  is  retained  in 
the  Indian  Army ;  and,  whether  such 
examination  is  likely  to  be  abolished 
as  unnecessary  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  :  The 
discontinuance  of  the  examination  of 
medical  officers  for  promotion  to  the 
rank  of  Surgeon-Major  in  the  British 
Army  was  coincident  with  an  entire 
alteration  in  the  constitution  of  that  ser- 
vice, whereby  the  grater  number  of 
those  officers  will  not  be  eligible  for 
promotion  at  all,  as  their  term  of  service 
IS  to  be  only  10  years  in  all,  whereas  12 
years'  service  are  required  to  qualify  for 
promotion  to  the  rank  of  Surgeon-Major. 
Ko  such  change  has  been  made  in  the 
Indian  Service,  and  the  ^rounds  whereon 
the  svstem  was  ori^nalTy  adopted  as  de- 
sirable in  the  British  service  still  hold 
ffood  there.  The  point  has,  however, 
been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  by  the  Government  of 


India ;  but,  as  a  Beport  on  the  general 
question  of  the  organization  of  the  en- 
tire Indian  Medical  Service  is  ahcntly 
expected  from  India,  it  was  determined 
to  await  that  Beport  before  coming  to 
any  decision  on  tms  individual  point. 

SLAVE  TRADE  IN  THE  RED  SEA. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  ANDEESON  asked  the  Fint 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  has  intel- 
ligence of  H.M.S.  **  Bifleman  "  haTuig 
captured  slaves  on  board  two  Briti^ 
steamers  in  the  Bed  Sea,  called  the 
**  Koina  "  and  the ''  Bokeby ;"  what  are 
the  circumstances  under  which  it  hap- 
pened ;  and,  whether  any  or  what 
punishment  can  be  awarded  to  captains 
or  owners  of  ships  so  sullying  the  British 
Flag? 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGEBTON  :  In  answer  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  beg  to  inform 
him  that  on  the  ISth  of  March  Com- 
mander Clayton,  of  Her  Maiesty's  ship 
MiJUman,  searched  the  British  steamer 
Rohhfff  and  found  eight  slaves  on  board, 
who  were  handed  over  to  the  resident 
police.  The  same  officer  subsequently 
searched  the  British  steamer  Koina,  and 
12  slaves  who  were  on  board  were  re- 
leased. In  neither  case  did  Commander 
Clayton  find  sufficient  evidence  to  bring 
the  ships  into  the  Consular  Court,  or  to 
prosecute  the  owners  or  commanders. 
The  Beports  which  have  reached  the 
Admiralty  on  these  occurrenoes  hare 
been  forwarded  to  the  Foreign  Offioe, 
and  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  by  that  Department.  The  ques- 
tion as  to  what  punishment  can  be 
awarded  to  captains  and  owners  of 
British  ships  so  sullying  the  British  flag 
should,  I  think,  be  addressed  to  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown. 

ARMY— AUXILIARY  FORCES— HAMP. 
SraRE  MOUNTED  RIFLE  VOLUX- 
TEER  CORPS.— QUESTION. 


Mb.  CABPENTEB  OABNIEB  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther, considering  the  difficulty  expe- 
rienced in  finding  an  officer  to  command 
the  Hampshire  Mounted  Bifle  Volunteer 
Corps  in  succession  to  Lieutenant  Colond 
Bower,  resigned,  he  will  submit  to  Her 
Majesty  that  that  officer's  resiniation  be 
cancelled,  in  aooordanoe  with  me  recom- 
mendation of  the  officer  in  temporaij 
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command  of  the  corps  and  the  nnani- 
mou8  wish  of  its  members,  as  the  most 

Cbable  means  of  preventing  the  dis- 
idment    of   the   corps  for  want    of 
numbers  ? 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  :  The  es- 
tablishment of  the  corps  is,  maximum 
60,  minimum  86.  Its  numbers  have  been 
as  follow:  —  In  1873,  88  enrolled,  24 
efficient ;  in  1874,  34  enrolled,  21  effi- 
cient; in  1875,  34  enrolled,  23  efficient; 
in  1876,  32  enrolled,  20  efficient. 
Oolonel  Bower  is  67  years  of  age,  and 
although  fully  recognizing  his  zeal  and 
interest  for  his  late  corps,  I  do  not  think 
it  advisable  to  depart  m>m  the  rule  not 
to  appoint  officers  over  60,  or  to  create  a 
preceaent  by  submitting  to  Her  Majesty 
that  an  officer's  resignation  be  cancelled 
for  the  mere  purpose  of  endeavouring 
to  maintain  a  corps  of  Mounted  Bifle 
Volunteers. 

POST  OFFICE,  WATERFORD. 

QUESTIOK. 

Majob  O'GOBMAN  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  he  will  be 
pleased  to  issue  orders  for  the  delivery,  on 
the  day  of  arrival,  by  the  letter  carriers 
of  Waterford  city,  of  all  letters,  &c.  re- 
ceived daily  in  Waterford  at  2*45  o'clock 
p.m.  and  which,  by  present  regulation, 
are  not  delivered  by  the  carriers  in 
question  till  the  day  succeeding  their 
arrival  ? 

LoED  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  after  the  2  o'clock  delivery  at 
Waterford,  letters,  averaging  only  about 
70  a-day,  were  received  m>m  six  places. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  people  of 
Waterford  would  like  the  delivery  to  be 
postponed  till  those  letters  were  received, 
but  he  would  make  careful  inquiry  as  to 
the  expediency  of  having  another  de- 
livery. 

THE    CUSTOMS    DEPAETMENT— EE- 
ORGANIZATION.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BIOHAED  SMYTH  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he 
can  state  to  the  House  what  progress 
has  been  made  in  carrying  out  the  re- 
commendations of  the  ''  Playfair  Com- 
mission" in  the  case  of  the  In-door 
Officers  of  Her  Majesty's  Customs  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH,  in  reply,  was 
sorry  to  say  that  no  great  progress  had 
been  made  in  carrying  out  the  recom- 


mendations of  the  Commission.  A  me- 
morial from  the  clerks  of  the  Customs 
had  been  received,  and  had  been  re- 
ported on  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Customs;  but  the  re-organization  of 
great  public  Departments  involved  a 
large  amount  of  labour,  and  save  rise 
to  questions  of  considerable  difficulty. 
There  were  other  Departments,  more- 
over, which  had  stronger  claims  for  prior 
consideration. 

NAVY— THE  AECnC  EXPEDITION. 
QTTESnOK. 

Captain  PIM  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  Captain  Nares 
has  been  caUed  upon  to  give  his  reasons 
for  his  non-compliance  with  the  follow- 
ing extract  of  his  sailing  orders  : — 

'<14.  It  ifi  expected  that  you  will  have  at 
least  Bix  Btron^  sledge  parties  and  four  dog 
sledges  with  which  to  commence  further  explora- 
tion in  early  spring.  All  these  parties  should 
be  employed  in  the  first  instance  to  push  out  the 
NorUi  Pole  party  (which  should  be  provided 
with  at  least  one  boat),  and  upon  return  from 
this  work  some  weeks  later,  the  parties  for  the 
exploration  of  the  coast-lmes  snould  be  sent 
out ; " 

whether  he  has  explained  his  reasons 
for  despatching  the  greater  part  of  his 
men  upon  the  secondary  object  of  '^  East 
and  West  Coast  Lines  Survey,"  and 
reducing  the  Polar  party  to  three  sledges 
with  two  boats,  and  only  two  sledge 
crews  to  drag  them,  instead  of  concen- 
trating all  lus  strength  on  an  effort  to 
reach  the  highest  latitude  in  accordance 
with  his  instructions;  whether  Captain 
Markham  reported  that 

**  He  was  convinced,  at  the  very  commence- 
ment of  the  journey  from  Gape  Joseph  Henry, 
that  the  journey  must  of  necessity  be  of  the 
shortest  even  under  the  most  favourable  circum- 
stances, as  fifteen  men  had  to  drag  three  sledges 
and  two  boats,  total  weight  5,100  lbs.  which  to 
move  one  mile  would  necessitate  five  miles  walk- 
ing and  draggling, — in  other  words,  it  could  not 
be  expected  under  any  circumstances,  even  with 
smooth  ice,  to  make  good  more  than  two  miles 
a  day ;  that  is,  altogether,  with  everything  in 
their  fkvour,  not  more  than  80  miles  from  the 
land,  and  still  360  miles  from  the  Pole ; " 

whether  Captain  Nares  has  explained 
his  reasons  for  remaining  on  board  his 
ship,  and  why  he  did  not  place  himself 
at  the  head  of  the  Polar  Sledge  Party, 
he  being  the  only  officer  in  the  Expedi- 
tion with  any  experience  in  sledge 
travelling,  to  guide  them ;  whether  he 
has  inquired  why,  at  the  latter  end 
of  August  1876,  instead  of  returning, 
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Oaptain  Nares  did  not  make  aaotlMv 
attempt  to  readi  the  Pole,  there  being 
a  strong  fair  wind,  and  ererr  prospect 
that  the  ice  had  taken  off  snore  suffi* 
oiently  to  enable  him  to  round  Gape 
Britannia ;  and,  whether  the  Expedition 
returned  in  oonsequmice  of  the  outbreak 
of  scurry? 

Mb.  a.  F.  EOEBTON  :  I  think  the 
best  answer  I  can  give  to  the  hon.  and 
gaUant  Member,  without  trespassing 
upon  the  patience  of  the  House,  is  to 
tell  him  that  all  the  communications 
which  have  been  addressed  by  the  Ad- 
miralty to  Sir  George  Nares  relating  to 
his  conduct  whilst  in  command  of  the 
Arctic  Expedition  have  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  and  I  must  refer 
the  hon.  and  eallant  Gentleman  to  those 
Papers  for  the  opinion  of  the  Board 
upon  that  officer's  proceedings. 

POST  OFFICE— FEMALE  TELEGRAPH 
CLERKS.— QUESTION. 

Ds.  CAMEBON  asked  the  Postmaster 
(General,  Whether  there  is  any  fbunda- 
tion  for  a  report  which  is  current  in 
telegraphic  circles  that  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Post  Office  gradually  to 
discontinue  the  employment  of  female 
telegri^h  clerks  ?  

LoED  JOHN  MANNERS :  In  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member,  I  beg  to  say  that  I 
attach  yeiy  great  value  to  the  employ- 
ment of  female  labour  in  the  Telegraph 
Department,  and,  therefore,  I  hare  no 
intention  whatever  to  discontinue  it.  I 
may  be  allowed  to  explain  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  inexpediencnr,  to  say  the 
least,  of  employing  female  labour  in  the 
Central  Telegraph  Department  in  Lon- 
don at  night,  it  has  been  found  that  the 
stress  of  work  upon  the  male  staff  has 
become  excessive,  and,  therefore,  it  has 
been  found  necessary  to  reduce  to  some 
extent  the  proportion  of  female  labour 
in  order  to  augment  that  of  male  labour. 
As  soon  as  the  proportions  of  male  and 
female  labour  have  been  placed  upon 
a  footing  which  may  be  expected  to 
I>rove  a  permanent  basis,  the  introduc- 
tion of  female  labour  into  the  service 
will  be  immediately  resumed, 

THAMES     RIVER     (PREVENTION     OF 
FLOODS)  BILL.— QUESTION, 

Sm  OHABLES  W.  DILEE  asked 
the  Chairman  of  the  Metr<^litan  Board 

Captain  Pirn 


of  Works,  On  what  day  h*  profo—d  4» 
proeeed  with  the  Thames  ItiTer  (Pie- 
vention  of  Moods)  Bill  ? 

Sm  JAMES  MK}ABEL-HOGa,  im 
reply,  said,  that  the  best  answer  b* 
could  give  the  hon.  Baronet  was  to  read 
a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  on  this  subiect.  Thai 
resolution  was  to  the  effeet  tnat  the  Bill 
had  been  rendered  so  essentially  difier- 
ent  from  that  which  had  been  preseoied 
to  the  House  by  the  resolution  of  tha 
Select  Oommittee,  that  in  their  o^moa 
the  expenses  under  it  should  be  paid  out 
of  a  rate  to  be  levied  over  &e  wholo 
Metropolitan  area,  that  the  Board  Sid 
not  leiel  justified  in  proceedinp^  fortlier 
with  it  during  the  present  Session. 

BiAOISTRACY   (IRELAND)— MR.   ANKS- 
TELL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  SCTLLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  If,  since  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  had  under  his 
consideration  the  conduct  of  Mr.  W. 
Anketell,  J.P.  and  D.Ii.  of  county 
Monaghan,  in  cutting  the  throats  of 
certain  dogs  in  Emyvale,  his  Lordship 
has  taken  any  notice  of  the  newn^per 
reports  of  the  trial  of  Hawkes  r.  Anke- 
tefi,  in  the  Queen's  Bench,  Dublin,  on 
the  14th  inst. ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  evidence  brought  forth  on  that  trial, 
his  Lordship  still  considers  that  g^itle- 
man  worthy  to  retain  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace,  and  to  act  as  a  magistrate 
in  Ireland? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH,  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland,  having  read  an  account  of  the 
transaction  in  Sxo  newspapers,  addressed 
a  letter  to  Mr.  Anketell,  requiring  an 
explanation,  but  had  not  as  yet  received 
an  answer. 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 


INDIA— EAST  INDIA  LOAN— THE 
FINANCLAL  STATEMENT. 

OOMMITTBS. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Lord  OEOBOE  HAMILTON  rose, 
pursuant  to  Notice,  to  make  the  Indian 
jPinanoial  Statement.  He  said,  that  within 
the  last  four  years  there  had  been  two 
fEunines  in  India,  which  bi4  op^s^ 
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idiieh  remoneratiye  puUio  works  were 
ooaati'iicted,  which  in  this  countiy  were 
ouried  out  by  private  enterprixe.  They 
were,  in  addition,  bankers  to  the  gna- 
ranteed  railway  companies  and  to  cer- 
tain Service  Funds,  which  involved 
them  in  numerons  transactions  which 
were  fbrther  complicated  by  there  being 
two  Treasuries,  one  in  England  and  the 
other  in  India,  the  Treasury  in  England 
making  payments  in  gold,  while  that  in 
India  made  them  in  silver.  The  result 
being  that,  as  the  relative  value  of  those 
two  metals  was  constantly  fluctuating,  it 
was  impossible  by  Any  prudence  or 
foresight  to  prevent  unforeseen  losses, 
and  extremely  difficult  to  make  an  ac- 
curate comparison  between  different 
years.  Famine  was  another  disturbing 
element,  for  it  not  only  increased  ex- 
penditure, but  curtailed  the  revenue. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  be  kind 
enough  to  make  some  allowance  for  the 
undoubted  difficulties  with  which  the 
Indian  Gh>vemment  had  to  contend  when 
they  placed,  either  by  accounts  or  state- 
ments, die  past  and  present  condition  of 
Indian  finance  before  Parliament  for  criti- 
cism and  approval.  There  were  three  se- 
parate classes  of  expenditure  which  ought 
to  be  kept  distinct — first,  the  ordinary 
expenditure  connected  with  the  adminis- 
tn^on  of  the  country ;  second,  the  famine 
expenditure,  which  was  incurred  to  save 
life,  and  both  of  which  were  unproduc- 
tive. The  third  class  was  of  an  entirely 
different  character,  and  was  at  present 
known  as  the  public  works  extraordinary 
expenditure,  which  was  a  particular 
description  of  investment  for  the  pur- 
pose of  developing  the  material  re- 
sources of  India.  Now,  he  desired 
at  the  outset  of  his  statement  to  make 
two  propositions.  He  should,  he  be- 
lieved, be  able  to  prove  that  the  ordi- 
nary revenue  was  more  than  sufficient 
to  meet  the  ordinary  expenditure ;  and, 
secondly,  that  as  regarded  the  public 
works  extraordinary  expenditure,  a  two- 
fold process  was  going  on,  the  annual  loss 
on  those  works  was  annuidly  diminishing, 
while  the  mileage  on  railways  and  the 
area  of  irrigation  were  annually  in- 
creasing. He  could  not  at  the  same 
time  deny  that  Indian  finance  was  liable 
to  dangers  from  which  we  in  this  coun- 
try were  happily  free.  That  must,  how- 
ever, necessarily  be  the  case.  We  had 
established  in  India  an  European  ad- 
ministration, supported  by  an  Asiatic 


with  great  severitv,  and  the  Indian 
Gtovsrnmeni  in  dealing  with  them  had 
acted  upon  principles  which  only  three 
years  affo  had  obtained  the  unanimous 
approval  of  that  House.  In  carrying  out 
that  policy,  however,  it  had  been  obuged 
to  incur  an  expenditure  which  the  Inman 
money  market  was  unable  to  meet.  He 
fblt  hims^,  therefore,  most  reluctantly 
called  upon  to  ask  the  House  to  grant 
them  certain  borrowing  powers  by  which 
to  raise  a  portion  of  the  sum,  the  ex- 
penditure of  which  could  alone  avert  a 
nightftil  mortality.  Now,  he  felt  that 
in  asking  for  those  powers  it  was  cmly 
right  the  House  should  be  placed  in  ftdl 
possession  of  the  present  position  of 
Indian  finance,  for  nothing  could  be 
more  unfair  tiian  that  under  cover  of 
an  appeal  to  humanity  an  intolerable 
burden  should  be  placed  on  the  revenues 
of  India.  He  was  glad  the  opportunity 
presented  itself  for  making  some  such 
statement,  because  during  the  last  few 
months  a  great  deal  of  attention  had 
been  directed  to  Indian  finance  and  many 
alarming  j^inions  on  the  subject  ex- 
pressed. Ijiere  seemed  to  be  in  some 
auarters  a  strong  impression  that  the  or- 
dinary revenue  had  been  insufficient  to 
meet  the  ordinary  expenditure;  that 
the  Indian  (Government  had  to  borrow 
to  meet  every  contingency ;  that  it  was 
annually  spending  large  sums  in  the  c(m- 
struction  of  works  which  could  never  be 
remunerative ;  and  that  therefore  its  in- 
solvency was  a  mere  question  of  time. 
Those  views,  though  quite  erroneous, 
were,  he  must  admit,  to  a  certain  extent 
fostered  by  the  necessary  complication 
of  Indian  accounts,  and  he  might, 
perhaps,  mention,  by  way  of  answer  to 
those  hon.  Members  who  were  disposed 
to  find  fault  with  those  accounts,  some 
few  of  the  difficulties  with  which  the 
Indian  Government  had  to  contend  and 
firom  which  the  English  Treasury  was 
wholly  free.  The  Indian  Oovemment, 
it  should  be  borne  in  mind,  was  one 
which  not  merely  carried  on  the  adminis- 
tration of  a  Continent,  but  which  per- 
formed many  of  the  duties  which  in 
England  devolved  on  local  anthorities, 
and  other  functions  which  here  were  dis- 
charged by  private  bodies  and  by  com- 
panies. Not  only  had  they  to  meet  the 
whole  cost  of  the  administration  of  the 
country,  but  also  to  find  the  funds  for  the 
relief  of  destitution  caused  by  scarcity  or 
famine,  and  to  supply  the  means  by 
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revenue,  and  there  were  two  dangers 
against  which  we  had  to  contend — the 
curtailment  of  revenue  and  a  certain 
expansion  of  expenditure  firom  which 
the  European  financial  system  was  in  a 
great  measure  exempt.  Now,  the  three 
years  which  came  under  notice  on  the 
present  occasion  were  the  years  1875-6, 
1876-7,  and  1877-8.  It  was  necessaiy 
to  make  the  comparison  between  three 
years,  and  the  House  would  perhaps  be 
kind  enough  to  bear  in  mind  that  the 
whole  of  me  figures  relating  to  1875-6 
were  those  of  the  actual  account,  while 
those  relating  to  1876-7  embraced  only 
eight  months  of  actual  account  and 
four  months  of  estimate,  those  of  1877-8 
being  entirely  composed  of  estimates. 
He  would  now  notice  an  alteration 
made  this  year  in  the  accounts.  In 
1871  Lord  Mayo  introduced  a  decen- 
tralization scheme  by  which  certain 
receipts  were  handed  over  to  the  local 
Governments,  while  a  certain  amount  of 
expenditure  was  also  placed  upon  them, 
and  those  sums  had  since  1871  been  ex- 
cluded from  the  annual  accounts  pre- 
sented to  Parliament.  It  was  now 
proposed  to  further  extend  this  system, 
and  as  a  preliminary  to  such  a  develop- 
ment of  decentralization,  it  became 
necessary  to  bring  back  the  sums  ex- 
cluded into  the  accounts.  An  in- 
crease of  about  £1,000,000  was  thus 
effected  on  both  sides.  He  would  now 
give  the  amounts  for  the  three  years  he 
had  named,  not  in  rupees,  but  in  pounds 
sterling.  For  the  year  1875-6  the  surplus 
was  estimated  at  £506,000,  but  the 
realized  surplus  was  £1,668,945.  The 
famine  charge  in  that  year,  which  was 
not  expected,  amounted  to  £508,554. 
Excluding  this  charge,  the  surplus 
amounted  to  £2,177,499.  The  result 
was  aU  the  more  satisfactoiy  because  in 
that  year  the  Tariff  Bill  was  passed, 
by  which  a  considerable  remission  of 
taxation  was  made.  At  the  com- 
mencement of  the  year  1876-7  a  change 
of  Viceroy  occurred,  and  Lord  North- 
brook  returned  home  to  his  well- 
earned  honours  and  rest.  While  his 
Lordship  was  Viceroy  he  gave  the 
greatest  and  most  successM  aUention  to 
Sie  finances  of  India,  and  yet,  notwith- 
standing his  undoubted  ability  as  an 
administrator  and  economist,  he  was 
unable  to  hand  over  to  his  successor  a 
larger  estimated  surplus  than  £144,000. 
This    curtailment   of  the  surplus  pre- 
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viously  available  was  entirely  due  to  one 
circumstance — an  unexpected  fall  in 
the  value  of  silver.  This  fall  affected 
the  Indian  GK)vemment,  because  they 
had  to  make  veiy  large  payments  in  this 
country  in  gold.  In  order  to  meet  theee 
payments  they  had  to  sell  silver,  and  the 
lower  the  price  of  silver  was  the  naore 
they  had  to  sell  of  it,  and  the  extra 
amount  of  silver  which  last  year,  they 
had  to  sell  to  buy  the  necessary  gold 
was  two  crores  and  33  lacs  of  rupees. 
Last  year  he  ventured  in  his  statem^it 
to  say  he  did  not  think  the  fall  in  the 
price  of  silver  would  cause  any  deficit ; 
but,  unfortunately,  as  soon  as  mlver  be- 
gan to  resuscitate  itself  f  terrible  famine 
broke  out,  which  occasioned  a  very  large 
loss  of  revenue  from  ryot  wari  settle- 
ments. This  year,  therefore,  had  had  to 
encounter  a  two-fold  load  of  disast^. 
This  famine  differed  from  that  in  Ben- 
gal in  1874,  because  there  the  Ze- 
mindars occupied  the  place  of  middle- 
men, and  thus  averted  the  otherwise 
certain  falling  off  of  the  land  revenue. 
It  was  estimated  that  in  1876-7  there 
would  be  a  loss  of  £1,384,500  in  land 
revenue  below  the  Budget  Estimate ;  of 
£92,500  in  Excise;  and  of  £20,000  in 
Forest.  If  there  had  been  no  fiamine 
the  revenue  would  have  been  £1,223,000 
in  excess  of  the  Estimate  of  last  year. 
The  expenditure  for  the  year  1876-7  was 
£1,727,471  in  excess  of  the  Budget  Esti- 
mate ;  but  this  was  entirely  due  to  the  fa- 
mine, which  caused  a  direct  expenditure 
of  £1,91 1,504.  There  had  been,  in  addi- 
tion, given  to  the  Army  as  compensation 
for  increased  deamess  of  forage  and 
provisions  £80,000,  bringine  up  the 
total  famine  expenditure  U>  we  sum  of 
£1,991,504.  The  other  heads  of  ex- 
penditure remained  tolerably  stationary. 
There  was  an  increase  on  opium  of 
£601,803,  due  to  advances;  but  the 
most  important  feature  in  the  finance  of 
the  year  was  the  extraordinary  increase 
in  the  traffic  receipts  of  the  (hiaranteed 
Eailway  Companies.  The  gross  traffic 
receipts  were  estimated  at  £8,557,500, 
whereas  the  sum  realized  was  no  less 
than  £10,317,300.  As  the  working 
expenses  had  not  increased  in  propor- 
tion, the  net  loss  upon  the  guaranteed 
interest  was  reduced  from  £1,260,000  to 
£420,051.  The  Delhi  Assemblage  caoaed 
an  increase  of  about  £90,000,  and  tiie 
famine  had  increased  the  com  and  grain 
traffic  to  the  amount  of  about  £290,000; 


07     India^JSast  India  loim-^     { Jxnns  21, 1877}      The  Financial  Siatenient.      98 


but  the  T60t  was  due  to  a  bond  Jide 
increase  in  goods  traffic  generally,  and 
of  that  increase  the  most  important 
arose  in  the  export  of  wheat.  The  quan- 
tity of  wheat  exported  in  1872-3  was 
320,000  owt.  ;  in  1875-6  it  was 
2,156,000  owt;  and  in  1876-7  it  rose 
to  4,839,000  owt.  It  was  difficult  to 
OTcr-estimate  the  importance  of  the 
^wth  of  this  export  trade.  He  was 
informed,  too,  by  experts  that  the 
quality  was  excellent,  and  that  it  would 
fayourably  compare  with  American  and 
Bussian  wheat.  He  had  Tory  little  doubt 
the  present  high  price  of  wheat  would 
largely  increase  the  export  trade,  and 
very  materially  assist  us  in  getting  rid 
of  our  silver. 

Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT  wished  to  know 
whether  the  exports  came  to  £ngland 
entirely,  or  whether  they  went  to  other 
countries? 

Lord  OEOEOE  HAMILTON  said,  he 
was  afraid  he  could  not  answer  the  ques- 
tion off-hand,  but  he  could  easily  obtain 
the  desired  information.  His  impres- 
sion, however,  was  that  the  greater  por- 
tion came  to  England.  They  had  the 
enormous  advantage  of  £95,500,000 
of  guaranteed  railway  capital,  which 
greatly  stimulated  trade,  and  for  which 
&e  loss  on  interest  was  only  £420,051. 
The  expenditure  on  the  famine  amounted 
to  £1,911,504,  and  on  the  Army  to 
£80,000.  This,  together  with  the  loss 
of  revenue,  and  making  due  allowance 
for  the  traffic  receipts,  gave  a  net  loss 
of  £3, 1 98, 000.  That  loss  converted  the 
estimated  surplus  of  £144,000  into  a 
deficit  of  £1,858,158.  If  there  had  been 
no  famine  there  would  have  been,  in 
spite  of  the  loss  caused  by  the  fall  of 
silver,  a  surplus  of  £  1 ,  340, 346 ;  therefore, 
his  statement  last  year  that  he  did  not 
anticipate  a  deficit  from  the  fall  in  silver 
was  very  considerably  under  the  mark. 
The  revenue  last  year  was  £51,220,713, 
and  the  expenditure  £53,078,871,  show- 
ing a  deficit  of  £1,858,158.  For  the 
year  1877-8  Sir  John  Straohey  esti- 
mated the  revenue  at  £52,192,700, 
which  was  £971,987  over  the  Esti- 
mate of  the  preceding  year;  but  the 
continuance  of  famine  reduced  the 
revenue  by  £528,400.  The  expenditure, 
including  £1,425,000  for  the  feunine, 
amounted  to  £53,014,400,  showing  a 
deficit  of  £821,700;  but,  excluding  the 
net  charge  for  the  feunine  —  namely, 
£2,052,000— there  would  have  been  a 
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surplus  of  £1,230,300.  The  net  cost  of 
the  famine  for  two  years  was  £5,250,504. 
The  increase  in  Land  Eevenue,  Ex- 
cise, Customs,  Stamps,  and  Post  Office, 
could  not  be  advantageously  compared 
with  that  of  previous  years,  as  the 
famine  had  so  disturbed  the  revenue 
of  that  year.  The  revenue  from 
opium  was  purposely  estimated  at 
£566,800  below  the  sum  received  in  the 
preceding  year.  Tthe  State  railways 
gave  a  eross  income  of  £674,800,  and 
exhibited  a  net  gain  of  £190,000,  as 
against  last  year's  gain  of  £104,000. 
The  Army  expenditure  was  increased 
by  £633,878,  including  a  charge  post- 
poned from  last  year  of  £200,000. 
The  remainder  was  due  to  increased  pay 
to  Native  troops  and  British  non-com- 
missioned officers,  and  to  compensation 
for  deamess  of  forage  and  provisions. 
The  direct  expenditure  caused  by  the 
famine  was  £486,504  less  than  last  year, 
and  the  total  expenditure  showed  a  de- 
crease of  £64,471.  The  main  features 
of  Sir  John  Strachey's  Budget  had  been 
the  extension  of  the  decentralization 
scheme,  which  he  had  done  a  g^eat  deal 
towards  carrying  out  in  1871.  Sir  John 
Strachey  then  said  that — 

"  For  years  before  Lord  Mayo  became  Viceroy 
the  ordinary  financial  condition  of  India  had 
been  one  of  chronic  deficit,  for  the  demands  of 
the  Local  Gbvemments  were  unbounded,  and 
there  was  no  limit  to  their  legitimate  wants. 
They  saw  on  every  side  the  necessity  for  im- 
provements, and  they  had  a  purse  to  draw  upon 
of  unlimited,  because  of  unknown,  depth.  Their 
constant  desire  was  to  obtain  for  their  own  Pro- 
vinces as  large  a  share  as  they  could  gain  from 
the  general  resources  of  the  Empire.  The  Go- 
vernment could  check  these  demands  only  by 
imposing  on  the  Local  Governments  the  respon- 
sibility of  maintaining  their  finances  in  a  state 
of  equilibrium.  The  distribution  of  the  pubUo 
income  degenerates  into  a  scramble,  in  which 
the  most  violent  has  the  advantage,  and  the 
chief  evil  is  that  the  growth  of  local  income  does 
not  tend  to  local  advantage." 

That  was  the  state  of  affairs  with  which 
Lord  Mayo  had  to  deal,  and  he  trans- 
ferred to  the  Local  Governments  the 
administration  of  the  gaols,  the  police, 
education,  registration,  medical  services, 
printing,  roads,  and  civil  buildings.  To 
meet  the  expenditure  so  transferred  he 
handed  over  the  receipts  of  services  and 
allotments  amounting  to  £5,667,000. 
This  system  placed  g^eat  and  increased 
powers  in  the  hands  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ments. It  had  been  in  operation  for  five 
years,  and  was  a  complete  success;  both 
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administratiyelyandeooiioinioally.  In  the 
year  1863-4  the  Servioes  cost  £5,112,000; 
in  1868-9,  £6.030,000;  in  1875-6, 
£5,305,000.  The  scheme  led  to  no 
fresh  taxation,  the  powers  were  given 
only  in  the  Punjah  and  in  Oude,  and 
the  total  of  local  cesses,  rates,  and  taxes 
in  1877-8  was  only  £2,233,000.  The 
weak  point  of  the  scheme  was  the  ten- 
dency on  the  part  of  the  Services  to 
increase  in  cost,  whereas  there  was  no 
inducement  to  develop  the  revenue.  Sir 
John  Strachey,  however,  now  proposed 
to  extend  this  system  by  handing  over 
further  revenue  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ments to  meet  the  costs  of  other  Services 
to  be  transferred  to  them.  For  the  pre- 
sent year  this  extension  of  local  respon- 
sibility would  be  limited  to  the  North- 
West  Provinces  and  Bengal.  In  the 
North- West  the  receipts  of  Land  Ke- 
venue,  Excise,  Stamps,  Administration, 
Law  and  Justice,  the  net  assignments  of 
which,  together  with  other  casual  re- 
ceipts, amounted  to  £698,000,  were 
fiven  to  that  (Government.  The  cost  of  the 
ervices  now  transferred,  together  with 
those  taken  over  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment in  1871,  amounted  to  £1,352,000; 
and  the  allotment  therefore  made,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  sum  of  £698,400,  would  be 
£653,600,  making  a  total  equivalent  to 
the  cost  of  the  transferred  Services.  In 
Bengal  the  same  principle  would  be 
adopted,  the  revenue  surrendered  being 
£1,910,000,  and  the  expenditure  to  be 
incurred  £2,370,000.  This  transfer  in- 
volved no  fresh  taxation,  but  a  saving 
of  £101,700  was  effected,  whilst  a  gua- 
rantee was  also  given  by  the  Local  Gk>- 
vernments  of  a  normcu  increment  of 
transferred  revenue  of  £44,000,  making 
a  total  saving  of  £  1 45, 700.  This  exten- 
sion of  the  principle  of  decentralization 
would  considerably  relieve  the  Supreme 
Government  of  the  increasing  duties  im- 
posed upon  it,  for  the  telegraph  was  a 
great  centralizer,  and  yearly  accumu- 
lated the  responsibilities  and  anxieties 
of  the  central  authority.  These  powers 
handed  over  to  the  Local  Gt>vemments 
were  subject  to  strict  rules  and  regula- 
tions, the  most  important  of  which  were 
that  no  fresh  taxation  could  be  imposed, 
no  change  could  be  made  in  the  manage- 
ment of  the  revenue,  and  no  fresh  ex- 
penditure entered  into  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  Central  Government.  Sir 
John  Strachey  also  proposed  to  hand 
over  to  the  Local  Governments  the  irri- 
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gation  works  constrooted  by  the  Imperial 
Government.    [Railways  were  b«na6cial 
to  the  whole  country — it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  define  any  territorial  limUs  of 
advantage  —  but  it  was  different  with 
regard  to  irrimtion  works.    Thej  only 
benefited  the  locality  within  which  tfaej 
were  carried  on.    They  proposed,  there- 
fore, to  hand  over  to  the  North- Weet 
and  to  Bengal — and  to  those  two  Go- 
vernments only  at  first  by  way  of  eno- 
riment — certain  irrigation  works;    but 
before  doing  so,  they  required  giuunaa- 
tees  for  the  payment  of  the  interest  o£ 
the  sums  expended.    In  the  North- Wesrt 
that  outlay  amounted  to  £5,560,000  np 
to  the  end  of  the  financial  year  1877-8, 
of  which  £2,310,000  was  expended  oa 
works  not  yet  in  operation^    The  works 
in    operation    paia    much    more    thaa 
the  interest  on  the  outlay,tbat  the  In- 
dian Government  could  not  afford  to 
give  up  any  of  that  surplus  rerenne. 
They  also    required    4^    per    cent    on 
the  works  not  yet  in  operation.     The 
total  sum  to  be  paid  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernments would  amount  to  £269,500^ 
towards  the  payment  of  which  thej  re- 
ceived £169,500  from  the  canals  put  un- 
der their  management.  There  remained, 
then,  the  sum  of  £100,000  to  be  Feieed 
by  taxation ;  but  that  sum  would,  pvo- 
bably,  be  reduced  to  £80,000  in  fire 
years.    This  £100,000  was  to  be  met 
first  by  a  light  licence  tax,  and,  se- 
condly, by  a  power  to  assign  10  per 
cent  of  the  rates  now  leviable  in  the 
North- West   Provinces.     The  total  of 
those  rates  was  £430,000,  and  the  in- 
creased taxation  would  fSall  veiy  lightly 
considering  the  number  and  area  of  the 
population  upon  whom  it  was  impoeed. 
The  amount  of  capital  expended  on  the 
canals  in  Bengal  was  £8,000,000,  and 
he  was  sonr  to   say  those  canals  did 
not  pay.      On   the  contrary,  some  of 
them    scarcely   cleared   their   working 
expenses,  but  they  were  of  great  benelii 
to  the  localities  in  which  they  had  been 
constructed.    It  was  believed,  however, 
that,  if  handed  over  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment, their  revenues  might  be  consider- 
ably developed.    The  amount  of  interest 
to  be  paid  was  £270,000,  and  this  would 
be  raised  by  local  cesses  and  an  irrin> 
tion  rate ;   but  the  latter  was  fat  uie 
present  postponed.    It  had  been  urged 
on  the  part  of  the  Zemindars  that  m» 
proposed  taxation  would  be  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  permanent  settlement.    Mr. 
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Edan  had  entered  into  a  oorreepondenoe 
with  tham  on  the  subject,  and  had,  he 
thought,  ahown  that  thej  were  in  error. 
Sir  James  Stephen  some  jears  back 
argaed  the  same  qnestion  in  this  way — 

"  It  msT  be  uked  what  good  there  was  in  the 
wrminent  ■etUement,  what  great  benefit  itoon- 
isred  upon  the  landownen  of  Bencid  if  it  left 
their  pr^wity  eahjeot  to  taxation.  The  aniwer 
ia  that  it  reduoed  to  a  certainty  one  particular 
charge  on  the  land  which  had  preyiouily  been 
of  TariaUe  amount,  and  lo  freed  the  landowners 
from  anoertainty  which  had  preyioiiaiy  hung 
o^v  them  in  reipeet  of  it.  Under  the  old  sys- 
tam  of  land  rerenoe,  woriced  ai  it  was  by  the  old 
OoTemmenta,  it  was,  at  all  eventt,  a  debatable 
qoaetion  whether  the  Zemindare  had  any  private 
property  in  the  land  after  alL  Xot  only  was  thie 
iiwition  debatable,  bnt  it  was  hotly  debated,  and 
I  think  that  any  one  who  reads  the  papers  which 
w«re  written  to  show  that  the  Zemindars  were 
metre  &rmers  of  the  revenae  will  be  obliged  to 
uwn  that  much  may  be  said  in  support  of  that 
opiiiioo.  Sinoe  the  permanent  settlement  their 
pvofrialary  right  has  been  undoubted,  and  the 
niM  between  their  property  and  that  of  the 
Staie  haa  been  clearly  defined,  and  is  no  longer 
aabjeet  to  increase,  in  consequence,  to  use  the 
vwia  of  the  permanent  settlement  itself, '  of  the 
Improfeasent  of  their  reepeotiTe  estates.'  To 
afium  that  beoauae  the  line  haa  been  drawn  be- 
twsen  the  State's  share,  the  Zemindar's  share, 
and  the  ryot's  share  in  the  land,  the  shares  of 
the  y^— TWTiiUy  and  the  ryot  have  been  freed  from 
all  furthar  liability  to  taxation  is  nothing  less 
thjM  to  argue  that  by  the  act  of  creating  pro- 
pastj  in  hmd  and  daflning  the  extent  of  that 
pfoyait^  the  Government  relieved  the  property 
whidi  it  had  so  created  and  defined  from  that 
wfaseh  is  the  common  liability  of  all  property  in 
an  oooBtnea  and  under  every  possible  system  of 
ja»—^m*«*t^  the  liability  to  tavation  I  hardly 
know  how  to  argue  against  such  confusion  ca 

thOQ^lt." 

Mr.  Eden,  who  was  perhaps  better  ao- 
qnainted  with  the  condition  of  Bengal  than 
anj  other  oiTilian,  had  disonssed  the  mat- 
tar  in  fbU,  and  when  he  asked  the  opposite 
aide  what  other  tax  would  thej  propose, 
tha  onlj  BOffgestion  that  was  made  was 
thai  there  monld  be  an  increase  of  the 
aah  dittj.  The  fust  was  that  Bengal 
waa  more  lightly  taxed  and  richer  than 
aaj  of  the  other  Provinces.  Under 
the  pemanent  settlement  she  paid 
£1,<XM),000  less  land  rerenne  than  she 
wonld  hare  to  paj  if  the  land  rerenne 
were  liable  to  rerision.  No  less  than 
£6,600,000  waa  reoentlj  expended  to 
arart  fiunine  from  Bennd  and  charged 
on  the  rerennes  of  In£a,  and  he  did 
not  think  it,  therefore,  at  all  too 
rnneh  to  aak  Bengal  to  eontribote  to 
tha  maintanamce  of  those  canals  which 
m%iit  Mirani  a  repetition  of  tiiat  cala- 
mi^.   The  total  gain  to  the  Eatimatea 


from    this    scheme  of   decentralization 
wouldbe£520,000;  themaximum  amount 
of  taxation  would  be  £325,000;   and 
therefore,  putting  it  roughly,  while  one 
rupee  womd  represent  the  g^in  from 
additional  taxation,  two   would  repre- 
sent  the  saying    to   the  Imperial  re- 
yenue  from  closer  supervision  and  better 
administration.    But  the  scheme  would 
require    and   receive    close    watching. 
The  further    extension  of  the  system 
would  be  most  useful  in  future  famines. 
At  present  there  was  a  system  in  force 
which  would  certainly  not  work  in  this 
country.    When  a  famine  broke  out  the 
Local  Oovemnient  made  a  demand  on 
the  Supreme    Gk>vemment,   the    Local 
GK)vemment  being  the  spending  autho* 
rity  and  the  Supreme  Government  find- 
ing the  funds.     There  was,  therefore,  a 
sort  of  natural  antagonism  between  the 
two.    It  was  due  to  the  sound  principles 
which  Lord  Northbrook  laid  down  that 
they  were  able  to  meet  the  famine  which 
had  now  occurred  at  much  less  cost  than 
before.    There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
famine  in    Madras    and  Bombay  was 
much  more  serious  than  had  been  the 
famine  in  Bengal;   and  yet,  while  the 
whole  direct  cost  of  the  Bengal  famine 
had  been  £6,600,000,  the  whole  direct 
expenditure  on  the  Bombay  and  Madras 
famine  would  be  only  £3,300,000.  Lord 
Northbrook's    principle    was   that   the 
Government  should  not  interfere  with 
private  trade,  but  should  only  step  in 
to  supplement  it  when  it  failed  to  save 
the  people  fr^m  starving ;  and  that  was 
the  principle  acted  upon  .by  the  GK)vem- 
ment  on  the  present  occasion.    The  expe- 
rience of  Sir  Richard  Temple,  who  had 
lately    assumed    the    Governorship    of 
Bombay,  had  been  most  advantageous  in 
reducing  the  expenditure  and  introducing 
order  and  method  into  the  famine  ad- 
ministration.   Sir  Bichard  Temple  had 
been  severely  attacked  for  what  ne  had 
done,  but  he  had  a  very  difficult  and 
delicate  task  to  perfoqn,  and  groat  credit 
was  due  to  him  for  not  flinching  from 
the  difficulties.   The  latest  news  received 
fh)m  both  Provinces  was  encouraging. 
The  south-west  monsoon  had  broken  on 
Bombay,  and    there   had   been  heavy 
showers  in  Madras.     But  while    th^ 
expected  that  the  estimate  of  expendi- 
ture in  Madras  would  be  exceeded,  that 
in  Bombay  would  be  reduced.    The  net 
result  of  three  years,  including  famine 
expenditore,  was — ^Bevenne  in  1875-6, 

E  2 
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£51,310,063;  expenditure,  £49,641,118 
— showing  a  surplus  of  £1,668,945; 
in  1876-7,  revenue,  £51,220,713;  ex- 
penditure, £53,078,871  —  deficiency, 
£1,858,158 ;  in  1877-8,  revenue, 
£52,192,700;  expenditure,  £53,014,400 
--deficiency,  £821,700.  He  had  dealt 
with  the  three  financial  years  which  had 
oome  under  his  own  immediate  observa- 
tion, and  he  would  now  make  a  few 
remarks  on  the  general  condition  of 
Indian  finances.  The  charge  generally 
made  against  the  Indian  Administra- 
tion was  that  while  their  expenditure 
was  unduly  increasing,  their  revenue 
remained  stationary.  That,  however, 
was  not  the  case.  Taking  the  year 
1869-70,  a  year  selected  by  Sir  John 
Strachey,  and  comparing  it  with  1875-6, 
he  found  that  the  revenue  in  the 
former  year  was  £50,901,000,  against 
£52,515,787  in  the  latter.  But  the 
income  tax,  which  had  since  been 
abolished,  was  in  force  in  1869-70,  and 
increased  the  revenue  of  that  year  by 
£1,100,000.  Excluding  that,  it  would 
be  found  that  the  same  taxation, 
somewhat  reduced,  which  brought  in 
£49,800,000  in  1869-70,  brought  in 
£52,500,000  in  1875-6,  being  an  increase 
of  £2,700,000.  Turning  to  the  expendi- 
ture side  of  the  account,  he  found 
that  in  1869-70  the  expenditure  was 
£50,782,412,  and  in  1875-6  it  was 
£50,846,842.  But  in  this  last  year 
there  was  an  exceptional  charge  for 
famine  of  £500,000,  so  that  the  ordinary 
expenditure  was  only  £50,251,000, 
or  £600,000  less  than  in  1869-70. 
That  showed  the  inaccuracy  of  the 
assertion  that  their  expenditure  was 
increasing  in  a  greater  ratio  than  their 
revenue.  The  next  charge  brought 
against  the  Indian  Administration  was 
that  if  the  revenue  of  the  year  was 
sufficient  to  meet  the  ordinary  expendi- 
ture whenever  any  exceptional  occur- 
rence took  place,  they  were  obliged  to 
go  into  the  money-market  and  borrow. 
He  had  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
a  statement  giving  the  total  revenue 
and  expenditure,  including  the  cost  of 
famines,  but  excluding  public  works 
extraordinary,  from  Mr.  Wilson's  time 
in  1861-2  down  to  the  end  of  the  present 
year,  and  it  showed  that  though  they 
had  to  meet  exceptionaUy  heavy  famine 
expenditure  and  the  extra  oharee  owing 
to  the  fall  in  the  value  of  silver,  the 
surplus  of  revenue  over  expenditure  had 
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been  upwards  of  £2,000,000.   Bat  tlMn 
was  at  the  bottom  of  that  statemeDi  a 
Betum  showing  the  increase  of  d^4 
during    that    period.      That     incre^M 
amounted    to    £32,666,828,    of    which 
there  had  been  a  redemption  of  Eut 
India  stock  to  the  amount  of  £4,579,4l€« 
leaving    the     net    increase     of     debt 
£28,087,412.    That  increase  was  due  to 
public  works  extraordinary.     It  might 
DO    asked.   What   were    public    worki 
extraordinaiy,  and  what  did  thej  g«t 
for  that  increase  of  debt  ?    Man j  jemx% 
ago — he  believed  Lord  Dalhoosie  wa« 
the  first  Governor  General  who  initiated 
the  principle — the  Indian  Gk>vemment 
determined    to    construct    railways  by 
borrowing.    They  felt  it  impossible  to 
do  80  out  of  their  ordinary  revenue ;  and 
SLS  a  necessary  consequence  of  deter- 
mining to  construct  railways  by  borrow- 
ing, they  had  to  put  aside  a  certain  por- 
tion of  their  revenue  in  order  to  meet 
the  difference  between  the  inters  <ra 
the  sums  borrowed  and  the  net  receipts 
from  the  works  on  which  those   snnu 
were  expended.   They  oommenced  to  put 
that  principle  in  practice  through  the 
agency  of  the  guaranteed  companies^ 
They  borrowed  indirectly  through  thow 
companies,  and  they  applied  the  money 
which  the  companies  raised  to  the  ooa- 
struction  of  the  railways.    That  system 
was  in  force  up  to   1867,  when   Lord 
Lawrence  wrote  a  very  elaborate  Minute 
in  which  he  showed  that  the  system  of 
giving  a  high  guarantee  on  the  capital 
raised  by  the  companies  was  most  ex- 
pensive,   and    that    although    it    had 
secured  excellent  lines,  the  advantage 
of  which  could  not  well  be  over-esti- 
mated, yet  that  they  were  econondcsl 
neither  in  their  construction  nor  in  their 
management  and  working.    Therefore, 
it  was  determined  to  aboUsh  the  system 
of  borrowing  through  the  guaranteed 
companies,  and  the  Indian  Government 
adopted  instead  the  simpler  plan  of  going 
into  the  money-market  themselves,  bor- 
rowing money  at  a  lower  rate  of  interest, 
and  expending  it  themselves.  As  long  as 
the  guaranteed  companies  were  in  exist- 
ence   the    capital    thus    annually    ex- 
pended on  reolways  was  excluded  from 
the  accoimts ;  and  all  that  the  accounts 
showed  was  the  net  loss  on  the  anniul 
transaction — ^that  was  to  say,  the  dif- 
ference between  the  net  receipts  which 
were  handed  over  to  the  OovenuaeDt 
and  the  guaranteed  interest  which  it 
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paid  to  the  companies.  In  1861-2  the 
fosa  on  guaranteed  interest  on  a  capital 
of  only  £35,000,000  was  £1,425,000. 
The  loss  on  capital  expended  when  it 
hid  heen  increased  by  £60,500,000,  as 
it  had  been  since  1861-2,  being  now 
£95,500,000,  was  only  £420,000  last 
year.  Therefore,  although  they  had  in- 
creased their  capital  expended  on  rail- 
ways by  £60,500,000  the  net  annual 
result  was  £1,000,000  better  than  in 
1861-2.  It  was  important  to  bear  that 
in  mind,  because  hon.  Gentlemen  some- 
times expressed  regret  that  the  days  of 
the  former  system  were  gone.  But 
during  the  time  when  the  guaranteed 
companies  were  disbursing  £6,000,000 
and  £7,000,000  a-year  on  the  construc- 
tion of  railways,  that  money  was  bor- 
rowed at  high  interest.  Since  then  the 
lystem  of  public  works  extraordinary 
had  been  stated,  under  which  the  Indian 
Oovemment  themselves  constructed  their 
railways  and  canals,  and  borrowed  money 
for  that  purpose  themselves.  But  in  their 
honest  anxiety  to  show  what  the  exact 
result  of  their  expenditure  was,  they  had 
adopted  a  form  of  account  which  he  must 
admit  was  somewhat  misleading.  It  was  a 
form  of  account  which,  as  far  as  he  was 
aware,  was  the  opposite  of  that  adopted 
by  any  commercial  company  or  by  the 
Gforemment  at  home  in  analogous  cases. 
Psriiament  had  laid  down  the  rule  by 
which  railway  companies  in  this  country 
presented  annual  accounts  of  their  re- 
renue  and  capital  expenditure.  In  the 
case  of  the  Indian  Oovemment,  the  whole 
capital  expenditure  on  public  works 
extraordinary  was  charged  against  the 
ordinary  revenue  of  the  year;  and,  of 
coarse,  the  result  was  what  was  called 
a  deficit.  The  accounts  relating  to  pub- 
lic works  extraordinarv  ought  to  be 
dear,  first  as  regarded  the  sums  ex- 
pended ;  secondly,  as  to  how  they  were 
obtained ;  and  thirdly,  as  to  the  results. 
It  was  very  difficult  to  understand  those 
accounts  as  at  present  prepared,  receipts 
from  these  works  and  revenue  being  so 
mixed  up  as  to  be  unintelligible.  Lord 
Salisbury,  therefore,  thought  that  some 
alteration  should  be  made,  because  their 
prssent  form  was  in  eveir  way  disadvan- 
tageous. In  the  first  place,  it  gave  the 
pooUo  the  impression  tnat  they  annually 
•pent  more  toan  they  received,  because 
tnty  oould  not  otherwise  cany  on  the 
administration  of  India.  In  the  next 
place,  if  in   that  House  he  tried  to 


the  best  of  his  power  to  state  the  actual 
results  of  those  public  works  extraordi- 
nary and  their  revenue,  some  hon.  Mem- 
ber got  up  on  the  one  side  and  expressed 
astonishment  at  his  audacity  in  having 
put  the  figures  too  high,  and  another 
got  up  on  the  other  side  and  expressed 
surprise  that  he  had  put  them  several 
millions  too  low.  Again,  it  was  asked, 
if  they  could  ascertain  what  was  the 
revenue  from  those  works,  why  not  place 
it  in  their  accounts  ?  At  present  there  was 
a  common  fund  irom  which  they  met  all 
the  various  charges  that  were  made  upon 
them.  Soon  after  he  entered  upon  his 
present  office  the  House  granted  powers 
to  raise  a  certain  sum  of  money  in  this 
country  for  defraying  the  expenses  of 
the  Bengal  Famine.  They  accordingly 
raised  £5,000,000  for  that  purpose  in 
1874,  and  the  Indian  Oovemment  also 
raised  £2,500,000  in  the  same  year. 
The  famine  expenditure  was  included  in 
the  ordinary  expenditure  and  chained  to 
ordinary  revenue.  Now,  the  ordinary 
revenue  in  those  two  years  turned  out  so 
much  better  than  was  expected  that  there 
was  actuaUy  a  surplus  of  £150,000  on 
the  transactions  oi  those  years.  But 
they  borrowed  £7,500,000  in  order  to 
meet  that  famine ;  and  the  question  was, 
where  did  it  go  to  ?  Into  the  cash  ba- 
lances; and  the  only  thing  dear  was 
that  the  famine  had  cost  them  so  much 
and  that  but  for  the  famine  they  would 
not  have  had  to  borrow  what  they  did. 
It  was  impossible  to  trace,  under  the 
present  system,  the  exact  application  of 
these  loans.  Some  alteration  of  the 
accounts,  then,  was  necessaiy.  Lord 
Salisbury  proposed  to  effect  some  altera- 
tions in  them ;  and  as  the  alteration  was 
important,  copies  would  be  found  in  the 
Vote  Office,  so  that  Oentlemen  interested 
in  finance  might  be  able  to  trace  their 
principle.  They  proposed,  as  they  were 
engaged  in  what  was  undoubtedly  a 
commercial  transaction,  to  deal  with  the 
matter  as  a  commercial  one,  and  to 
have  an  accurate  revenue  and  an  accu- 
rate capital  account.  The  first  step 
they  would  take  was  to  ascertain  what 
was  the  total  amount  expended  on 
those  so-caUed  public  works  extraor- 
dinary, which  consisted  I  of  irrigation 
canals  and  railways.  That  could  be 
easily  ascertained.  They  would  treat 
the  whole  of  the  money  thus  ex- 
pended, whether  it  came  from  revenue 
or  from  loan,  as  borrowed  money,  and 
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they  would  then  deduct  that  sum  from 
the  permanent  debt.  There  would,  there- 
fore, in  future  be  two  debts  —  the 
Permanent  Debt  and  the  Productive 
Works  Debt.  They  next  proposed  in 
the  revenue  account  to  keep  the  revenue 
derived  from  productive  works  disdnot 
from  the  income  derived  from  taxation. 
The  revenue  from  productive  works 
would  include  receipts  from  irrigation, 
land  revenue  due  to  irrigation,  and  rail- 
ways. The  accounts  would  show  the 
exact  amount  annually  obtained  from 
each  of  those  works.  On  the  expendi- 
ture side  they  would  charge  interest  on 
the  Debt  incurred  for  those  works,  also 
the  working  expenditure  for  each  work. 
The  accounts  would,  in  fact,  show  the 
total  expenditure  on  public  works  extra- 
ordinary, and  the  receipts  from  them; 
so  that  the  actual  result  of  the  transaction 
might  be  seen  at  a  glance.  The  result 
would  be  that  any  hon.  Gentleman  would 
at  once  perceive  what  works  were  paying 
and  what  were  not.  The  only  objection 
to  this  proposal  which  he  could  con- 
ceive was  that  by  excluding  the  capital 
expenditure  they  might  be  led  to  an 
unlimited  expenditure ;  but  a  moments' 
reflection  would  dispel  any  such  no- 
tion. The  amount  of  expenditure  in- 
curred was  of  secondary  importance— 
what  were  of  primary  importance  were  the 
returns.  They  could  afford  to  expend  a 
large  sum  if  they  got  a  good  result ;  but 
they  certainly  could  not  spend  a  large 
sura  if  they  got  no  result  from  it.  The 
hou.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  had  a  Notice  on 
the  Paper  to  the  effect  ''that  the  pre- 
sent rapid  increase  of  the  debt  of  India, 
notwithstanding  the  enjoyment  of  pro- 
found peace,  is  inconsistent  with  finan- 
cial prudence."  Now,  if  they  increased 
the  debt  in  order  to  meet  their  ordi- 
nary expenditure  he  ag^ed  with  him, 
but  it  was  quite  a  different  thing  if  they 
increased  the  debt  to  construct  remunera- 
tive works.  They  also  proposed  to  adopt 
the  En  glish  system  of  appljring the  surplus 
revenue  of  any  year  to  the  reduction  of 
the  debt.  Suppose  there  was  a  surplus 
this  year  of  £1,000,000,  and  next  year 
it  was  necessary  to  borrow  £3,000,000 
for  the  construction  of  public  works, 
they  would  reduce  the  permanent  debt 
by  that  surplus  of  £1,000,000,  and  they 
would  charge  to  Beproductive  Works 
Debt  the  whole  £3,000,000.  There 
would  be  two  accounts  of  interest.    If 


Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton 


they  were  able  to  reduce  tiie 
debt,  the  interest  on  it  would  be  x»* 
duced;  and  if  they  oould  so  cany  oat 
their  worics  that  year  by  jemx  than 
should  be  a  reduotion  of  thor  amraal 
cost  to  the  State,  there  would  on  bodi 
accounts  be   an  annually  dimiiiishiag 
loss.     The    only   State    railway    ooa- 
struoted  and  in  working  order  vas  tks 
Eajpootana   Bailway.    Thia    was  bow 
the  third  year  of  its  working,  and  it  al- 
ready paid  5  per  cent  on  the  capital  ex- 
pended in  its  construction.     He  eoaU 
not  but  regard  that  result  as  emiiMDify 
satisfactory.    The  expenditure  on  poblk 
works    extraordinary   in    1875-6    vas 
£4,270,629;  in  1876-7  it  was £3, 764, $14; 
and  in  1877-8  it  was  £3,628,000.    At 
the  commencement  of  the    Sesakm    a 
Motion  was  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett)  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Select  Coimnlttee  to  in- 
quire into  Indian  finance.    The  Govera* 
ment  did  not  accede  to  l^t  proposal; 
but  if^  next  Session,  it  was  dieaired  Is 
have  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  ints 
the  expediency  of  increasing  debt  by 
constructing  public  works,  the  Oovani- 
ment  would  not  object,   l^e  ezpenditim 
upon  public  woru  extraordinazy  bad 
been  conducted  upon  certain  prinoi]deai 
and  it  was  shown  in  1872-3  that  tbe 
total  loss  upon  the  whole  of  our  public 
works    extraordinary,    including    gua- 
ranteed    interest    on     railways,     was 
£2,357,696— that  was  to  say,  that  amoaat 
constituted  the  difference  between  th^ 
net  receipts  and  the  interest  on  the  smas 
borrowea    for    construction,     togelker 
with    the    working    expenses    of    the 
works  in  operation.      It   was   ftutiier 
estimated  that  after  spending  £4,000,000 
annually    up    to     1879-80,     the     loss 
would  be  reduced  £1,939,806;  yet  tbis 
estimate  calculated    the    loss   on   lbs 
guaranteed    railways    at    upwai^   of 
£1,200,000,  whereas  be  had  sbown  it  to 
be  only  £420,000.    The  revenue  bad 
been  reduced  by  the  abolition  of  tbs 
income  tax  and  other  remissions  in  1879, 
and  Lord  Northbrook,  in  the  same  yssr, 
sanctioned  a  proposal  by  which  pabUe 
works   extraordinary  were    derttoped* 
and  an  annual  sum  of  £4,500,000  was 
to  be  spent  for  five  years.    The  amonnt 
spent  between  1873-4  and  tbe  end  of  tbs 
present  financial  year  ought,  tberefocs, 
to  have  been  £22,500,000.    Tbe  aolaal 
amount  expended  was  £19,466,121.  Tbs 
surplusesrealized  were  £0,362, 207,  bsiDf 
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annual  Burpluses  of  about  £2,000,000, 
learing  only  £10,103,914  to  be   bor- 
rowed.   If,  therefore,  there  had  been 
no  famine,  they  would  have  been  able 
to  expend  £19,466,121  on  public  works 
extraordinary,  only  borrowing  the  dif- 
ference   between    that   and    the    sur- 
pluses realized  —  namely,  £10,103,914. 
But  unfortunately  the  Bengfd  famine 
and  the  Madras  and  Bombay  famine  had 
cost  the  enormous  sum  of  £11,861,591, 
to  be  added  to  the  expenditure  on  public 
works    extraordinary,   making  a   total 
expenditure     of     £31,827,712.      They 
had  borrowed  £17,174,032,   and  that, 
with    the    surplus    £9,362,207,    about 
£2,000,000    a-year,    made    a    total   of 
£26,536,239.    They,  therefore,  required 
£5,000,000  to  meet  the  difference.    But 
he  feared  they  would  want  a  little  more, 
because  the  withdrawal  of  the  railway 
capital  was  very  much  in  excess  of  the 
payment,  and  there  were  a  great  number 
of  debentures  due  in  India  which  would 
have  to  be  taken  up.    The  Indian  Gk>- 
yemment    had    advertized    to    borrow 
£2,500,000  in  India,  and  they  had  re- 
ceived from  Native  States  about  £750, 000, 
which  would  be  absorbed  by  deben- 
tures coming  due.    There  would,  there- 
fore,  still    remain    £2,500,000,    which 
would  be  necessary  to  carry  on  the  famine 
expenditure  and  meet  the  expenditure 
of  the  year.     He  therefore  asked  from 
the  House  the  powerto  borrow  £2, 500,000 
in  this  country,  and  to  have  power  to  add 
this  sum  to  the  permanent  debt.    That 
was  considerably  less  than  the  Indian 
Qovemment  estimated  they  should  have 
to  borrow — which  was  £3,750,000 ;  and 
it  was  no  breach  of  confidence  to  say 
that  that  sum  was,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Indian  Government,  the  minimum  which 
they  would  require  to  borrow  during  the 
year.  Now,  notwithstanding  the  increase 
of  their  debt  which  he  had  mentioned, 
he  believed  the  actual  net  charge  to  the 
revenue  of  India  was  now  less  than  it  was 
at  the  commencement  of  the  year  1873-4 
— that  was  to  say,  including  the  gua- 
ranteed interest,  as  well  as  the  interest 
upon  the  permanent  debt.    They  could 
have  afforded  to  have  regarded  with 
equanimity  that  increase  of  debt  if  the 
whole  of  it  had  been  raised  in  India. 
But,  unfortunately,  a  very  considerable 
portion  of  it  had  been  raised  in  England ; 
and  if  there  was  one  danger  to  Indian 
finance  more  serious  than  another,  he 
believed  it  was  consequent  on  the  in- 


crease of  disbursements  in  this  country. 
This  was  all  the  more  serious  because  it 
was  not  altogether  under  our  control. 
So  long  as  our  connection  with  India 
lasted,   so  long  would  those  disburse- 
ments  certainly  not   diminish.    There 
were  certain  thmes  which  India  required 
from  Europe  which  could  only  be  got 
from  Europe.    India  wanted  European 
soldiers  to  protect  her.    She  required 
European  adGninistrators  to  govern  her ; 
she  required  European  capital  for  her 
public  works,  and  European  energy  to 
apply  that  capital.    As  year  by  year  the 
cost  of  almost  everything  increased,  so 
Indiahad  to  pay  for  everything  she  wanted 
here  the  market  price  of  this  country. 
The  traffic  receipts  of  the  guaranteed 
railway  companies  were  still  increasing. 
There  was  only  a  net  charge  of  £420,000, 
but  the  actual  disbursements  they  had 
to  make  in  this  country  amoimted  to 
more  than  £5,000,060,  and  the  better 
those  railways  paid  the  larger  the  sums 
we  had  to  pay  here.    It  was  once  the 
fashion  to  imagine  that  the  India  Office 
was  at  the  bottom  of  all  these  large  dis- 
bursements.    Only  abolish    the    India 
Office,  it  was  said,  and  these  disburse- 
ments would  cease.     But  that  was   a 
great  delusion.    There  was  no  part  of 
the  business  of  the  India  Office  more 
carefully  done  than  that  of  checking  ex- 
penditure in  this  country;   but,  as  he 
had  said,  the  increase  of  disbursements 
in    this    country    was    not    altogether 
under  their  control.     For  instance,  as 
the   cost   of  the   whole   British  Army 
increased,  the  proportion  of  it  contri- 
buted by  India    necessarily  increased 
also,  and  so  long  as  the  present  prin- 
ciple of  payment  remained  in   force, 
that  result  would  be  inevitable.    In  the 
matter  of  stores,  of  which  India  re- 
quired an  enormous  quantity,  he  was 
happy  to  say  that  last   year  they  had 
done  good  business.  They  bought  3 1 ,  000 
tons  of  iron  rails  at  about  £6  per  ton ; 
whereas  in  1873-4  they  paid  £13  per 
ton.    This  year,  again,  they  had  paid 
about     £8    per   ton    for    steel    rails; 
whereas  in  1873-4  they  paid  £18  per 
ton.     So  that,  g^eat  as  had  been  the 
fall  in  the  price  of  silver,  the  fall  in  the 
price  of  iron  had  been  still  greater,  and 
it  was  well  worth  their  while  to  continue 
to  make  purchases  in  that  commodity, 
even  when  the  rate  of  exchange  was 
heavily  against  them.    The  home  dis- 
bursements of  the  Indian  Oovemment 
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might  be  roagMy  estimated  at  between 
£15,000,000    and    £16,000,000,   which 
was  met  by   selling  bills   payable  in 
silver  in  London.     Now  those  bills  w^ 
drafts  upon  the  Indian  Treasury,   and 
for  all  practical  purposes  might  be  re- 
garded as  silver.    They  to  a  considerable 
extent  regulated  and  controlled  the  price 
of  silver  in  London.     The  Lidian  Go- 
vernment had  thus  unconsciously  drifted 
into  an  enormous  commercial  undertak- 
ing,  which  was  nothing  more  or  less 
than   the  sale   of  from  £15,000,000  to 
£16,000,000  worth  of  silver  a-year.   But 
although  their  wants  were  constant,  the 
demand  for  silver  was  variable.     At  the 
present  moment  the  East  was  the  great 
consumer  of  silver,  Europe  making  little 
demand  for  it ;  but  the  appetite  of  the 
East  for  silver  was  intermittent.    The 
consequences  of  forcing  silver  upon  the 
London    market,    which,  he    believed, 
regulated  more  or  less  the  price  of  silver 
throughout  the  world,  were  very  imfor- 
tunate.    The  low  price  of  silver  sold  by 
us  was   only  an   infinitesimal   portion 
of  the  evil  inflicted  on  India.    Silver 
being  the  standard  of  value  in  India, 
any  sudden  fluctuation  in  the  value  of 
that    metal    affected    not    merely   the 
amount  of  silver  sold,  but  the  whole 
metallic  currency  of  the  country,   the 
price  of  all  stocks  measured  in  olver, 
and  the  value  of  all  transactions  regu- 
lated by  this  standard  of  value.    A  re- 
markable example  of  the  effect  of  forcing 
silver  upon    an  unwilling  market  was 
given  last  year,  when,  between  January 
and  July,  on  £2,739,000  worth  of  bills, 
the  price  of  silver  fell  1 1  per  cent.    Now, 
he  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  amount 
of  the  silver  sold  was  the  cause  of  that 
fall — there  were,  no  doubt,  other  causes 
at  work,  as  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Qoschen)  had  very  ably 
shown — and  ffreat  apprehensions  were 
aroused  by  a  fear  of  these  causes ;  but 
the  sale  of  Indian  bills  in  London  when 
there  was  no  demand  for  silver,  was  the 
lever  by  which  those  apprehensions  exer- 
cised a  most  exaggerated  effect  upon  the 
market.    The  Indian  (]K)vemment  were, 
therefore,  in  this  most  unfortunate  posi- 
tion.   If  they  forced  their  silver  upon 
the  market  when  there  was  no  demand 
for  it,  they  reduced  the  price  of  silver 
and  gave  rise  to  fluctuations  which  were 
most  injurious  to  Eastern  trade,  and  if 
they  borrowed  money  in  this  countiy 
they  only  put  off  the  evil  day.    The 
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question  'then    arose— I^    on  ihe   one 
hand,  it  was  unwise  to  increaae  futnre 
liabilities  by  borrowing,  and  if ,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  were  times  when  it 
was  equally  imwise  to  force  their  bills 
upon  the  nlver  market,  what  were  they 
to  do  ?    As  a  means  of  escape  from  the 
difficulty,  Mr.  Bagehot,  whose  finamisl 
ability  had  been  acknowledged  by  die 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  mmking 
his  Budget  Statement,  and  who  had  ren- 
dered signal  service  in  many  queetioiis 
connected  with  Indian  finance,  suggested 
that  they  should  issue  Treasniy  bills 
renewable  from  time  to  time.   He  (Lord 
George  Hamilton))  had  therefore  to  ask 
the  House  to  give  tiiem  additional  power 
to  issue  Treasury  bills  to  the  amount  of 
£2,500,000,  on  the  distinct  understand- 
ing that  that  power  should  only  be  used 
when  they  comd  not  possibly  sell  thdr 
bills.    By  that  means  Ithey  would  be 
able  to  attain  a  two-fold  object.     They 
would,  on  the  one  hand,  be  able  to  keep 
silver  steady,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
would  not  add  to  their  permanent  debt 
in  this  country.     Fluctuations  in  the 
value  of  silver  were  absolutely  ruinoiis, 
inasmuch  as  they  disturbed  the  whole 
basis  upon  which  merchants  and  bankets 
calculated  their  profits  and  drove  capital 
into  different  channels  free  from  such 
danger.     The   Secretary   of  State,  he 
believed,  was  the  first  publicly  to  an- 
nounce the  impolicy  of  inoreasing  the 
Indian  debt  in   this  country,  ana  the 
House  might  rest  assured  that  if  thev 
granted  the  reserve  power  now  asked 
for,  the  Indian  (]K)vemment  would  use 
it  with  the  view  of  avoiding  any  increase 
of  their  liabilities  in  this  counhy,  and  of 
selling  as  much  silver  as  they  ooold 
without  injuriously  affecting  the  mar* 
ket.    At  tne  instance  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Pontefiract 
(Mr.  Ohilders),  a  Eetum  was  in  pre- 
paration showing  the  total  amount  of 
the  Indian  Debt,  and  another  of  income 
and  expenditure  was  now  in  oouree  of 
preparation.     The  Secretary  of   State 
thought  that  Betums  of  that  kind  would 
be  interesting,  and  he  had  accordingly 
ordered  them  to  be  produced  annuaUy. 
There  were,  no  doubt,  dangers  ahead 
which  required  constant  watching.    On 
the  other  nand,  the  revenue  was  steadily 
increasing,  and  the  cost  of  public  worin 
extraordinary  was,  he  behoved,  annu- 
ally decreasing.    He  would  not  go  into 
figures  on  this  subject,  because  tiiej 
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had  been  disputed;  but  he  intended, 
by  adopting  a  new  form  of  account, 
to  provide  a  certain  method  by  which 
statements  could  annually  be  tested. 
If,  however,  the  revenue  was  satisfac- 
toiy,  it  could  not  be  denied  that  a 
retrospect  of  the  expenditure  was  the 
reverse.  They  had  had  to  contend  with 
the  most  extraordinary  combination  of 
adverse  circumstances,  as  it  appeared  to 
him,  that  any  Government  had  ever  been 
called  upon  to  face.  They  had  had  two 
successive  famines,  an  incredible  fall 
in  the  price  of  silver,  and  a  steady  con- 
tinuous depression  in  trade.  It  was  per- 
fectly clear  that  if  nature  was  to  visit 
India  eveiy  year  with  the  curse  of 
famine,  the  measures  he  had  enumerated 
would  not  be  sufficiently  stringent  to 
meet  the  increased  strain  on  the  finan- 
cial resources.  But  whether  there  was, 
in  the  future,  a  period  of  prosperity  or 
scarcity,  he  believed  the  proposed  re- 
forms  would  be  efficacious  in  either  case. 
In  concluding,  he  hoped  the  alteration 
he  had  made  in  the  accounts  would  make 
dear  to  every  Member  of  Parliament 
that  which  had  hitherto  been  a  source 
of  perplexity  and  misunderstanding, 
and  that  by  adding  to  their  information 
it  would  serve  to  give  new  zest  and  in- 
terest to  the  performance  of  those  re- 
sponsible functions  by  which  that  House 
controlled  and  supervised  the  finances  of 
our  Indian  Empire. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Lord  George  Hamilton), 


Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  rose  to 
move  the  following  Amendment : — 

*'The  present  rapid  increase  of  the  debt  of 
India,  notwithntanding  the  enjoyment  of  pro- 
found peace,  is  inconsistent  witn  financial  pru- 
dence, and  renders  necessary  such  a  revision  of 
the  system  as  may  provide,  during  times  of 
peace  and  prosperity,  a  large  margin  of  income 
applicable  either  to  reduction  of  debt  or  to 
works  really  remunerative;  and,  in  order  to 
carry  the  above  securely  into  effect,  a  high  and 
independent  authority  should  decide  whether 
expenditure  which  it  is  proposed  to  exclude 
from  the  ordinary  account  may  be  properly 
classed  under  *  extraordinary,'  as  being,  from  a 
oonmierdal  point  of  view,  a  prudent  investment 
likely  to  pay." 

The  hon.  Member  said,  that  all  in  that 
House  must  acknowledge  the  financial 
ability  which  the  noble  Lord  displayed 
more  and  more  every  year  when  he 
came  to  lay  the  Indian  Budget  before 


that  House.  His  statements  were  models 
of  clearness  and  ability,  and  the  House 
was  indebted  to  him  for  the  improve- 
ment that  had  taken  place  in  the  Indian 
accounts  as  they  were  now  presented  to 
the  House.  He  was  afraid,  however, 
that  the  talent  for  official  finance  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  developed  might 
militate  against  him,  and  induce  him 
to  put  the  best  face  upon  the  matter, 
to  take  too  sanguine  a  view  of  Indian 
finance,  a  view  which  he  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  thought  the  present  condi- 
tion of  affairs  did  not  justify.  There 
was  a  ffreat  difference  between  finance 
as  applicable  to  England  and  India. 
Chancellors  of  the  Exdiequer  had  taken, 
and  very  properly  taken,  a  sanguine 
view  of  the  finances  of  this  coun- 
try ;  but  the  noble  Lord  was  scarcely 
justified  in  doing  the  same  in  the  case 
of  India.  In  tms  coimtry  we  ruled  our 
own  people,  and  in  case  of  emergency 
we  might  rely  upon  them  to  fumiMi  re- 
sources by  additional  taxation;  but  in 
India  it  was  different,  because  in  times 
of  trouble  and  adversity  it  would  be 
quite  impossible  to  appeal  to  the  people 
K>r  extraordinary  means  to  meet  our 
extraordinary  needs.  Strong  as  our 
position  was — and  he  believed  it  to  be 
stronger  than  many  people  supposed — 
yet  we  could  not  attempt  in  critical  and 
troubled  times  to  raise  more  money  by 
fresh  taxation.  He  was  of  opinion, 
therefore,  that  if  in  England  in  times  of 
peace  and  prosperity  it  was  considered 
necessary,  as  far  as  possible,  to  reduce 
our  Debt — and  he  was  glad  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  recog- 
nized the  fact — it  was  of  still  greater 
importance  in  India  to  put  by  as  much 
as  was  possible  for  a  rainy  day.  He  re- 
gretted, therefore,  the  sanguine  view 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  taken  of  the 
finances  of  India.  The  rule  was  that 
every  year  was  exceptional,  and  no  pro- 
vision was  made  for  accumulating  a 
surplus,  or  for  the  reduction  of  debt,  or 
to  prevent  borrowing,  and  this  year  the 
demand  for  loans  was  unusually  heavy. 
£3,000,000  had  already  been  asked  for 
in  India,  and  now  they  were  asked  to 
sanction  a  further£5,000,000,  the  greater 
part  of  which  was  to  be  spent  during  the 
current  year.  He  (Sir  George  Camp- 
bell) was  afraid  that  the  finances  of 
India  would  be  worse  in  the  future  than 
they  had  been  in  the  past.  It  was  true 
that   now   railways,    instead  of  being 
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guaranteed  by  the  Government,  were 
made  by  the  Ooyemment,  but  with  an 
open  capital  account  there  was  much 
temptation  to  shift  that  which  should 
be  revenue  expenditure  to  capital/ and 
he  was  afraid  that  this  was  the  ten- 
dency when  they  saw  some  of  these 
expenses  put  down  as  **  extraordi- 
nary." The  view  he  took  of  the 
financial  position  of  India  was  not  his 
own,  but  was  founded  on  the  best  pos- 
sible authority  —  namely,  an  ofiOLcial 
statement.  A  Eetum,  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  referred  in  the  course  of 
his  speech,  had  lately  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  giving  figures 
showing  the  financial  position  during  17 
years,  beginning  with  the  time  when  Mr. 
Wilson  introduced  his  financial  reforms. 
The  comparison  there  given  of  income 
and  expenditure  showed  on  the  whole 
period  a  surplus  of  £2,900,000,  but  he 
ventured  to  think  the  statement  mis- 
leading. The  whole  of  that  surplus  and 
a  g^d  deal  more  was  gained  in  the  first 
five  years,  when  the  additional  taxation 
introduced  by  Mr.  Wilson  was  imposed. 
Indeed,  in  those  five  years  there  was  a 
total  surplus  of  £4,600,000.  In  the  re- 
maining dozen  years  there  was  on  the 
whole  a  considerable  deficit,  to  which 
was  to  be  added  the  deficit  of  the  present 
year — namely,  £2,500,000.  Moreover, 
in  the  first  five  years  the  extraordinary 
public  works  were  included,  while  in 
the  last  dozen  years  they  were  not. 
In  fact,  many  works  for  which  credit  was 
now  claimed  as  capital,  as,  for  example, 
the  Oanges  Canal,  were  made  before  the 
system  of  works  extraordinary  was  es- 
tablished at  all.  That  being  the  state 
of  the  case,  he  was,  he  thought,  justified 
in  saying  that  our  finandaf  position  in 
India  was  not  improving,  but  deterio- 
rating. A  good  many  millions  had  been 
expended,  for  which  there  was  nothing 
to  show,  and  no  provision  had  been  made 
for  a  rainv  day.  The  noble  Lord,  in- 
deed, at  me  end  of  his  speech  had  very 
candidly  admitted  that  the  retrospect 
was  not  very  pleasant,  and  in  that  view 
he  quite  concurred.  As  to  ike  future, 
he  would  rely  solely  on  the  remarks 
which  he  was  about  to  make  on  the 
official  statement  of  Sir  John  Strachey 
in  the  Council  of  the  Gbvemor  General 
of  India.  Sir  John  Strachev  as  a 
Finance  Minister  was  venr  much  in  his 
place.  He  was  dear-headed,  and  there 
was  not  in  the  public  service  a  more  able 
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or  zealous  man.  The  lines  of  finanrial 
reform  sketched  by  him  were,  he  be- 
lieved, good  lines;  but  although  the 
system  of  decentralization  introduced  by 
Lord  Mayo  was  entirely  sucoeasful,  he 
was  not  sanguine  that  we  should  be  able 
to  recover  our  financial  position  bjthat 
means.  The  only  fault  he  had  to  find 
with  Sir  John  Strachey  was  that  he  was 
a  little  too  sanguine ;  but  in  his  state- 
ment he  showed  that  an  estimated  sur- 
plus for  the  year  1877-8  would  be  oo&- 
verted  into  a  deficit  of  £278,000  by  a 
fair  statement  of  the  account.  Tbrnt 
was  the  statement  of  the  responsible 
Financial  Minister  as  to  the  revenue  of 
the  current  year.  As  regarded  the 
future,  Sir  John  Strachey  took  also  a 
very  unfavourable  view,  which  he  de- 
rived from  a  consideration  of  the  insj 
seven  years  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
alluded,  for  after  going  through  certain 
details  he  said  mat  during  the  past 
seven  years  the  Oovemment  of  India 
had  just  managed  to  bring  their  ex- 
penditure within  their  income,  fazniae 
excluded,  but  that  famines  could  not 
be  omitted  from  their  calculations,  and, 
he  added,  that  they  had  now  no  in- 
come tax.  Was  the  noble  Lord  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  the  views  of  the 
official  organ  of  the  (]K)vemment  of 
India  were  right  that  the  revenue  vas 
barely  sufficient  to  meet  our  ordinary 
expenditure,  making  no  provision  for 
famine  or  the  reduction  of  debt  ?  If  so, 
did  he  look  upon  our  position  as  one 
characterized  by  prudence  ?  He  should 
imagine  not.  Our  present  position  in 
India,  considered  politically,  was  most 
favourable,  and  he  trusted  that  it  mi^ht 
be  maintained.  He  hoped  that  wSst 
was  going  on  in  Asia  would  not — 
indeed,  he  thought  it  would  not — in- 
volve risk,  as  he  believed  that  we  mi^fat 
for  years  stand  aloof  from  the  aCEairs 
of  Bussia  in  that  direction  with  im- 
punity. At  the  same  time,  he  pointed 
out  that  drcumstanoes  might  arise 
which  would  make  an  increase  of  mili- 
tary expenses  in  India  inevitable ;  and, 
considering  all  the  contingencies  and 
risks  of  me  future,  it  would  be  im- 
prudent to  trust  to  a  revenue  which 
went  no  further  than  to  meet  the  ordi- 
nary and  necessary  expenditure  of  the 
year.  The  geneial  result  of  a  long 
study  of  the  subject  had  been  to  con- 
vince him  that  in  future  the  inorease  of 
our  Indian  revenue  would  be  very  ^w. 
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and  that  we  oould  not  look  to  it  for  the 
relief  of  oar  finances  to  the  extent  to 
which  thflj  ottg^t  to  be  reliered.    If  it 
were  the  case  that  we  had  barely  pro- 
Tided  for  the  ordinary  wants  of  every 
day,  without  providing  for  feunine  and 
other  occasional  demands,  we  ought  to 
do  something  in  the  way   of  rip^hting 
our  finances.    If  it  were  found  impos- 
sible to  improve  the  state  of  our  finances 
in  any  other  manner,  he  thouj^ht  we 
should  boldly  face  the  task  of  intro- 
ducing in  some  shape  additional  taxa- 
tion.     This  was  a  course   which  the 
Oovemment  of  India  had  now   to   a 
small  extent  adopted;  but  he  was  not 
favourably  impressed  with  the  measures 
taken  in  that  respect  during  the  pre- 
sent year.    As  to  an  irrigation  tax,  while 
admitting   it  was   justifiable  in  prin- 
ciple, he  thought  there  were  very  great 
difficulties  in  regard  to  it  in  practice, 
and  therefore  the  Government  had  acted 
prudently  in   instituting   inquiries   on 
the  subject.    He  assumed  the  Oovem- 
ment of  Bengal  at  a  time  when  the 
€k>vemment  of  India  were  of  opinion 
that  the  financial  position  was  not  secure, 
and  it  became  his  duty  to  impose  a 
tax  on  the  land  of  Bengal  for  local  roads. 
He  was  strongly  of  opinion  that  a  rate 
of  that  kind  was  one  to  which  the  land 
of  Bengal  was  fairly  and  justlv  liable. 
He  had,  however,  pledged  himself,  as  the 
representative  of  the  Oovemment,  that 
the  tax  should  be  local  and  for  the  benefit 
of  the  people  themselves.    That  was  the 
form  taken  by  the  road  cess  in  Bengal, 
and  the  people  had  appreciated  it    Its 
success  haa  been    suon    that  he  only 
fisared  lest  they  should  run  into   ex- 
tremes and  impose  too  many  taxes  of 
that  kind*    He  quite  admitted,  of  course, 
that  other  rates  would  have  to  be  im- 
posed if  Bengal  was  to  have  the  advan- 
tage of  the  intended  improvements ;  but 
he  hoped  that  as  the  present  new  tax 
had  been  imposed  for  Imperial  purposes, 
the  Oovemment  of  Bengal  would  not  be 
saddled  with  the  cost  of  a  past  failure. 
He  would  not  put  himself  in  opposition 
to  the  views  of  the  Oovemment,  but  he 
hoped  that  his  statement  of  the  case 
would  be  considered*    His  own  conten- 
tion  was    that   temporary   makeshifts 
should  not  be  used,  and  that  the  Oo- 
vemment of  India  was  too  much  in- 
lueaoed   1^   nolitical    cowardice,    our 
pontkA  in  India  being  much  stronger 
than  was   generally  supposed.     They 


were  strong  enough  to  impose  burdens 
— necessary  burdens — in  tunes  of  peace 
and  prosperity,  and  not   in  times  of 
financial  disturbance.    His  opinion  was 
the  absolutely  necessary  funds  should 
be  raised  by  large  and  comprehensive 
measures ;  and  his  own  practical  belief 
was  that,  as  the  taxation  of  the  people 
of  India  was  not  at  all  heavy,  it  would 
be  much  better  to  do  what  was  neces- 
sary now  than  to  throw  an  increasing 
buxden  on  the  future.  What  was  wanted 
was  a  margin  of  income  from  which  debt 
might  be  reduced  or  money  invested. 
He  quite  sympathized  with  the  noble 
Lord  s  reg^ts  at  the  continued  increase 
of  payments  made  by  this  ooimtry  on 
account  of  India ;  but  he  would  remark 
that  these  payments  were  the  natural 
result  of  an  increased  debt,  and  that,  in 
spite  of  this,  power  was  now  asked  for  a 
heavy  loan.    The  money  market  of  India 
would  not  admit  of  a  loan  being  issued 
there ;  but  in  times  of  peace  and  tran- 
quillity   this  necessity   for    borrowing 
ought   not   to    exist,    and   the  money 
should   have  been  obtained  in  India. 
With  regard  to  what  had  been  called 
*'  famine  finance,"  he  was  glad  to  see 
that  the  Oovemment  of  India  freely 
admitted  that  at  one  time  the  famine 
charge  had  been  excessive.    There  had 
been  great    oscillations  of  opinion  as 
to   the    right  course    to  be   taken  as 
to  famine;  but,  on  the  whole,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  happy  mean   between 
parsimony  and  extravagance  had  been 
attained.     Something  uiould  be  done 
towards  localizing  the  famine  charges, 
foT  the  principle  of  localization  was  as 
necessary   in    India    as   in    England. 
Local  areas  should  meet  their  own  local 
charges,  and  some  system  should  be 
followed   hj  which   money  might  be 
accumulated  year  by  year  to  cover  these 
expenses.    As  for  the  public  works,  he 
would  only  say  that  however  necessary 
an  extraordinary  account  miffht  be,  it 
would  have  to  be  used  carefully,  and 
not  abused,  as  had  been  done  in  France. 
While  not  doubting  the  good  faith  of 
the  Oovemment,  the  House  ought  to 
have  some  check  so  as  to  distinguish 
between  the  ordinary  and  the  extraor- 
dinary expenditure  of  India.    At  pre- 
sent the  temptation  was  to  throw  upon 
the  extraordimtfy  expenditure  a  number 
of  items  in  order  to  make  things  pleasant. 
The  House  was  indebted  to  tne  noble 
Lord  for  the  new  form  in  which  the 
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accounts  were  now  presented;  but  he 
thought  he  still  saw  the  signs  of  an  over- 
sanguine  spirit.  The  indirect  benefit  of 
unremunerative  public  works  could  not 
be  brought  into  the  balance-sheet,  and 
had  been  too  much  insisted  on.  If  a 
railway  in  this  country  that  did  not  pay 
at  all  or  only  paid  2  per  cent  put  the 
actual  receipts  at  £500,000,  and  the 
profit  supposed  to  be  gained  by  the 
landowners  and  others  at  another 
£1,000,000,  everyone  would  condemn 
this  as  an  arbitrary  and  unreal  mode  of 
account.  The  indirect  benefit  of  these 
public  works  might  be  considerable,  but 
the  Government  did  not  get  the  money 
into  their  coffers.  If  these  public  worKS 
were  to  be  treated  as  commercial  under- 
takings, their  accounts  must  be  kept  like 
those  of  a  private  company,  and  it  would 
then  be  fair  to  say  that  the  loss  was  only 
moderate.  But  accounts  of  estimates  of 
indirect  g^ins  were  mere  guess  work. 
As  regarded  the  Oreat  Trunk  lines 
and  omer  guaranteed  railways  he  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  fuUy  and  entirely 
admitted  their  success,  l^ey  had  al- 
ready almost  paid  interest  on  the  cost 
of  their  construction,  and  their  future 
prosperiiy  was  undoubted.  The  Go- 
vernment, however,  were  making  lines 
through  sparsely  -  populated  districts, 
political  railways  and  certain  unremu- 
nerative canals,  and  if  they  lumped 
up  the  guaranteed  companies  which 
paid  with  the  imdertakings  that  did  not 
pay,  the  result  would  be  fallacious.  In 
future  the  real  amount  of  the  expendi- 
ture and  income  of  each  ought  to  be 
clearly  shown.  There  ought  to  be  a 
sinking  fund  to  pay  off  the  capital  in  a 
certain  number  of  years.  In  all  the 
Committees  upstairs  provision  of.  this 
kind  was  made  in  regard  to  local  under- 
takings ;  but  there  was  no  such  sinking 
fund  in  India.  He  could  find  no  men- 
tion of  the  Madras  Harbour  in  the  ac- 
counts. It  was  a  work  which  would  not 
be  remunerative,  and  which  was  being 
made  with  borrowed  money,  and  these 
local  works  were  too  often  hid  out  of 
sight  and  kept  out  of  the  Imperial  ac- 
counts. There  was  g^eat  danger  in  the 
practice  which  seemed  to  be  springing 
up  of  the  Native  States  coming  into  the 
London  Money  Market  to  raise  loans. 
One  considerable  State  put  forward  as  a 
pretext  its  great  anxiety  to  establish 
public  works ;  but  the  result  would  be 
to  bring  about  too  intimate  relations 
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between  these  States  and  the  Lcmdon 
Money  Market.  These  States  were  evi- 
dently anxious  to  follow  in  the  JMith  of 
the  Elhedive  of  Egypt.  The  Qovem- 
ment  were,  however,  the  rulers  of  India, 
and  these  States  were  but  tributarieB, 
and  it  would  be  much  better  to  let  them 
understand  that  the  Government  would 
undertake  all  the  great  and  remuneratiTe 
public  works,  and  that  as  to  the  rest, 
they  had  better  save  the  money  out  of 
their  ample  revenues  and  make  their 
public  works  for  themselves.  There 
were,  necessarily,  great  complications 
and  difficulties  in  these  accounts,  and  it 
was  desirable  to  have  a  competent  autho- 
rity in  the  nature  of  some  tribunal,  like 
a  Joint  Committee  of  both  Hooaes,  so 
that  the  accounts  might  be  well  sifted 
and  a  high  audit  established.  The  noUe 
Lord  said  the  Government  would  not 
object  to  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  next  Session,  if  it  shoidd  be 
the  wish  of  the  House,  to  deal  with  the 
finances  of  India — [Lord  Geoboe  Haich^ 
TOW :  With  the  Public  Works  Extraor- 
dinary]— and  if  the  noble  Lord  followed 
out  that  intention  which  he  had  ex- 
pressed, his  (Sir  George  Campbell's) 
object  would  be  to  a  great  extent  ob- 
tained ;  and  therefore  while  moving  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice  he  probably  should  not  press  it 
very  far  if  he  found  the  opinion  of  the 
House  was  not  strongly  in  favour  of  it. 

Mr.  SMOLLETT :  It  is  fortunate  for 
India  that,  from  circumstances  which 
officials  could  not  control,  the  finances  of 
our  Eastern  Empire  have  been  brought 
under  the  cognizance  of  Parliament  in 
1877  at  a  period  when  some  attention 
can  be  paid  to  them.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett),  in 
February  last,  proposed  that  a  Select 
Committee  should  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  condition  of  Indian  Fi- 
nance, and  the  proposal  was  largely  sup- 
ported by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Upon 
that  occasion  I  entered  into  a  searching 
examination  of  the  causes  of  the  malad- 
ministration of  the  Indian  Hevenue.  I 
showed  distinctly  that  the  huge  and  per- 
sistent excess  of  expenditure  over  in* 
come  was  mainly  caused  by  useless  out- 
lays of  money  upon  unremunerative 
works  falsely  styled  reproductive.  I 
pointed  out  that  the  late  Lord  Mayo,  the 
only  capable  Viceroy  who  has  in  recent 
years  xniled  in  India,  had  reduced  ^e 
expenditure  in  two   years  by  neailj 
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£5,000,000,  and  I  declared  my  belief 
that  a  like  redaction  could  be  made  in 
1877,  if  the  administration  of  India  was 
placed  in  proper  hands.  No  reply  was 
made  to  these  statements;  they  were  met 
by  gross  personal  abase,  and  by  official 
misrepresentation  of  facts.  To-night,  on 
the  2l8t  of  Jane,  we  have  sabmitted  to 
US  the  Indian  Financial  Statement.  We 
are  indebted  for  this  fact  to  the  necessity 
that  exists  to  borrow  money  in  London 
to  meet  the  deficiencies  of  the  Indian 
Excheqaer.  But  for  that  necessity  the 
production  of  the  Indian  accounts  would, 
by  dexterous  management,  have  been 
deferred  to  the  10th  or  12th  August,  as 
has  been  the  case  in  the  two  last  Sessions. 
It  is  with  reg^t  that  I  am  compelled  to 
speak  of  the  financial  management  of 
our  Indian  Empire  as  discreditable.  It 
would  be  much  more  agreeable  to  me  if 
I  could  speak  favourab^  of  the  conduct 
of  Indian  finances,  under  a  OonservatiYe 
Gh>Temment  to  which  I  haye  always 
giren  a  loyal  and  disinterested  support. 
Under  a  Liberal  Administration  a  bad 
system  was  introduced,  it  is  still  con- 
tinued, and  matters  daily  go  from  bad 
to  worse.  Bemembering  as  I  do  the 
lavish  disposition  evinced  by  Lord  Salis- 
bury, in  1866,  when  for  a  short  period 
he  was  Secretary  of  State,  recollecting 
the  intensity  of  his  belief  in  the  random 
assertions  then  propagated  of  enormous 
profits  arising  from  irrigation  projects,  I 
was  led  in  1874  to  fear  that  the  selection 
of  the  noble  Marquess  to  fill  the  office  of 
Indian  Secrotazy  a  second  time  would  not 
be  a  happy  one.  When,  too,  a  few  weeks 
after  hia  accession  to  office,  Lord  Salis- 
bury complimented  highly  in  ''  another 
Elace  "  the  Indian  PuUic  Works  Estab- 
shment ;  when  he  expressed  his .  satis- 
faction that  that  Department  had  works 
estimated  to  cost  £17,000,000  in  hand, 
and  when  he  announced  his  intention  to 
sanction  a  farther  outlay  upon  one  single 
irrigation  work  of  £15,000,000,  I  was 
satisfied  that  the  noble  Lord  had  learned 
nothing  and  had  forgotten  nothing  dur- 
ing seven  years  of  exile  from  offioiad  life. 
My  fears  wero  somewhat  assuaged  in 
August,  1 874,  when,  upon  the  4th  of  that 
month  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
launched  his  Financial  Statement  in 
Committee.  The  fairness  and  propriety 
of  the  noble  Lord's  statement  disarmed 
I  have  learned  since  to  place  no 
upon  Financial  Statements 
ooming   from  the    India  Office.     The 
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principles  then  propounded  wero  ro- 
assuring.  The  noble  Lord  apologized 
for  the  appearance  of  an  item  of  expen- 
dituro  in  the  Indian  Accounts  amount- 
ing to  £4,250,000  as  an  outlayon  Extra- 
ordinary Works.  This  policy  formed  no 
part,  he  said,  of  the  programme  of  the 
prosent  Administration.  It  was  a  legacy 
left  to  the  Office  by  the  Duke  of  Argyll. 
I  had  hoped  that  the  amount  would  have 
been  reduced,  but  this  has  not  been  the 
case.  This  expenditure  has  been  perse- 
vered in,  and  with  the  worst  results. 
The  noble  Lord  said  that  frugality  should 
be  the  order  of  the  day — that  every  en- 
deavour should  be  made  to  keep  down  the 
Home  Charges.  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  in  August,  1874,  assured  the 
Committee  that  every  ordinary  want  of 
the  year  should  be  defrayed  from  the 
Bevenues  of  the  year,  that  no  loans  in 
the  futuro  should  be  incurrod  to  meet 
ordinary  expendituro.  The  noble  Lord 
stated  most  positively  that  if  money 
was  wanted  for  roproductive  purposes, 
the  money  must  be  borrowed  m  India. 
A  stringent  scrutiny,  it  was  said,  was 
now  applied  to  all  Estimates  for  Ex- 
traordinary Works,  and  none  wero 
sanctioned,  unless  it  was  dear  that  the 
undertakings  would  repay  the  interost 
and  ultimately  would  recoup  the  cost 
price.  Lastly,  the  Under  Secretary 
g^ve  the  House  the  most  positive  as- 
surances that  no  loans  in  support  of 
Indian  Finance  should  heroaner  be 
negotiated  in  London.  Now,  in  my 
judgment,  no  faith  has  been  kept 
either  in  England  or  in  India  upon  those 
points.  Upon  the  10th  or  12th  Maroh 
last,  the  Finance  Minister,  Sir  John 
Strachey,  introduced  the  Budget  of  1877 
in  the  Council  Chamber  in  Calcutta. 
He  commenced  by  stating  that  the 
Bevenue  of  the  year  which  had  just 
expired  fell  short  of  the  Expendituro  by 
£6,000,000.  He  announced  that  the 
Estimates  of  the  prosent  year  showed  an 
excess  of  expendituro  of  £4,250,000,  but 
dexterously  manipulating  the  accounts 
he  made  it  dear  that  the  financial 
position  was  satisfactory  and  the  futuro 
most  promising.  While  making  these 
strange  observations,  Sir  John  Strachey 
was  compelled  to  make  some  scandalous 
revelations.  Sir  John  admitted  at  once 
that  no  steps  had  ever  been  taken  in 
India  to  exclude  unproductive  Works 
from  the  Extraordinary  Budget.  He 
said  that  they  had  been  always  included 
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to  a  great  extent.  He  said  that  ordi- 
nary and  unprodaotive  Works  in  this 
year  to  the  tune  of  £1,206,000  had  been 
so  included  in  the  Extraordinary  Budget, 
and  he  promised  not  to  do  this  again.  But 
Sir  John  Straohey  went  further,  he  said 
that  during  the  last  seven  years — from 
1869  to  1875 — there  had  been  carried 
under  the  head  of  Extraordinary  to 
Capital  account,  sums  amounting  to 
£4,770,000,  expended  upon  State  Bail- 
way  Works  that  were  never  supposed 
to  be  reproductive.  With  £1,206,000 
included  in  the  present  year,  here  was  a 
sumof£6,000,000improperlytransferred 
from  current  to  Capital  account.  That 
was  the  Finance  Minister's  Statement. 
In  addition,  I  could  enumerate  Irriga- 
tion Works  that  have  cost  £5,000,000, 
made  with  borrowed  monev,  which  have 
never  returned  a  shilling  of  profit.  Lord 
Lytton,  on  the  Ist  May,  admitted  the 
correctness  of  Sir  John  Straohey's  allega- 
tions.   Lord  Lytton  said — 

''That  although  orders  had  been  sent  from 
England  many  years  ago  to  exclude  from  the 
Extraordinary  aocounts  unremuneratiye  Public 
Works,  the  orders  were  nerer  acted  upon.  This 
should  be  done  in  future." 

Nay  more,  he  said  he  doubted  whether 
an  extraordinanr  Budget  was  not  alto- 
gether a  mistake.  Well,  that  is  my 
thunder.  Lord  Lytton  has  stolen  my 
policy,  and  described  it  as  his  own.  But 
what,  I  ask,  was  the  position  in  which 
these  revelations  placed  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India.  Lord  Salisbury,  believing 
that  Extraordinaiy  expenditure  applied 
exclusively  to  reproductive  outlay,  has 
continually  expressed  his  satisfaction  and 
his  pride  at  the  large  surplus  receipts 
of  ordinary  Bevenue  in  India.  Last 
vear,  in  March,  in  ''another  place,"  he 
boasted  of  having  carried  into  the  In- 
dian Exchequer  £8,671,000  in  four  years 
of  real  surplus.  The  Under  Secretary, 
under  similar  delusions,  boasted  of  mag- 
nificent surplus  receipts.  In  February 
last,  I  denounced  these  calculations  as 
simply  fudge.  I  charged  the  officials  in 
India  with  manipulating — that  is,  *  *  cook- 
ing the  accounts."  Tms  expression  was 
met  with  indijniant  condemnation.  But 
it  was  true.  The  Financial  Minister  and 
the  Viceroy  himself  admit  that  the  ao- 
counts were  delusive  and  deceptive. 
IJnder  these  circumstances,  I  think  an 
apology  is  due  to  myself  for  the  imper- 
tinent language  applied  to  me  by  the 
Under  Secreti^  of  State.    But  I  have 

Mr.  Smollett 


no  expectation  that  any  snch  xeparatioB 
will  now  be  made,  oo  much  for  the 
present  position  of  Indian  Finance.  Now 
let  us  look  to  the  proposals  for  the  future. 
The  Indian  Finance  Minister  has  told 
us  that  no  new  taxation  was  to  be  im- 
posed in  India  during  the  present  year 
for  Imperial  purposes.  He  announced, 
however,  that  a  large  extension  of  what 
was  called  the  scheme  of  decentralixatian 
was  to  be  made.  Very  few  hon.  (Gentlemen 
possibly  understand  what  this  means.  I 
shall  endeavour  to  explain  it;  and  I 
shall  use  Sir  John  Stracney's  own  words. 
The  policy  of  decentralization  applied  to 
a  Province  means  that  this  Province  was 
to  be  compelled  to  meet  its  own  local 
requirements  in  the  future.  And,  so  far 
as  I  can  see,  this  principle  is  to  have 
retrospective  effect.  Ostensibly  this  ap- 
pears a  fair  and  reasonable  proposition ; 
but  it  really  was  a  most  ^annical 
policy  in  its  application.  It  would  be 
very  fair  to  make  a  Province  respon- 
sible for  its  requirements,  and  to  compel 
a  Proyince  to  pay  the  interest  of  loans 
incurred  for  its  necessities,  provided  the 
Province  was  autonomous,  provided  the 
people  had  a  voice  in  the  outlay,  and 
had  approved  of  the  works,  and  had 
sanctioned  the  outlay.  But  when  tiieee 
undertakings  were  carried  out  by  an 
autocratic  Gt>vemment,  swayed  by  a 
corrupt  Public  Works  Establishment, 
without  consultation,  and  often  against 
the  express  desire  of  the  owners  and 
farmers  of  the  Province,  then  to  compel 
the  people  to  recoup  that  Government  for 
the  expenditure  incurred,  when  the  works 
proved  to  be  total  failures,  was  rank 
tyranny.  Now  that  was  the  policy  to 
enforce  which  a  strenuous  effort  was 
now  being  made  in  the  Province  of 
Lower  Bengal.  That  Province  had 
been  in  the  hands  of  speculative  en- 
gineers for  the  last  seven  years.  On 
irrigation  canals  alone  £4,000,000  had 
been  expended  up  to  1875,  and  the 
plans  to  complete  the  undertakings 


quired  some  millions  sterHne  more.  The 
works  did  not  return  a  shiUing  outlay; 
they  were  worked,  in  fact,  at  a  great 
loss.  I  can  enumerate  these  works  and 
their  present  cost.  First,  there  was  the 
Orissa  Oanal.  Capital  in  1875,  with  un- 
paid interest  on  the  capital,  £1,912,000. 
The  interest  on  that  capital  is  £95,000. 
The  loss  on  working  this  canal  in  1875 
was  £16,000,  and  therefore  that  canal 
cost  the  Gt>vemment  £111,000  a-year« 
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Then  there  was  the  Midnapore  Oanal — 
capital  £750,000,  interest  £37,500,  loss 
on  working  £  1 ,  500,  and  total  loss  on  these 
two  works  £  1 50, 000  a- year.  Lastly,  there 
wasthegreatSoanework,e8timatedtooo8t 
£3,000,000  ;  but  up  to  1875  £1,200,000 
only  had  been  spent.  This  work  yielded 
nothing,  and,  apparently,  it  never  would 
yield  anything.  The  three  works  have 
cost  £4,000,000,  and  several  millions 
sterling  were  needed  to  complete  them. 
Well,  what  was  the  proposal  to  recoup 
the  GK>yemment  under  this  decentraliza- 
tion iT^stem.  It  was  this — the  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  Bengal  has  been  ordered  to 
levy  what  I  may  term  a  benevolence 
of  £275,000  a^year  to  recoup  the  G^ 
vemment  for  tlus  most  wasteful  outlay. 
From  whom  was  the  benevolence  to  be 
levied,  from  the  landlords  ? — the  Govern- 
ment would  not  undertake  to  levy  this 
blackmail  from  the  peasantry,  because  the 
taxor  cess  wouldleadto  agrarian  outrage. 
The  landlords  are  told  they  may  recoup 
themselves  if  they  can.  Any  outrages 
that  mieht  follow  would  be  attributed  to 
landlord  rapacity.  This  was  the  system 
about  to  be  introduced  to  bolster  up  the 
Public  Works  Department ;  I  think  I  am 
justified  as  denouncing  it  as  atrocious. 
It  was  well  for  the  Government  of  India 
that  the  population  of  Bengal  was  un- 
warlike,  and  was  disarmed.  If  the 
eoimtry  was  occupied  by  a  military 
population,  and  if  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment had  a  neighbour  like  Bussia 
to  stir  up  strife,  this  Province  under 
such  a  system  of  administration  would 
be  made  too  hot  for  the  British  autho- 
rities. Holding  those  opinions,  I  am 
not  disposed  to  sanction  a  Bill  to  raise 
money  in  support  of  an  execrable  policy. 
I  may  be  told  that  the  money  was  needed 
to  meet  the  Famine  Expenditure,  and  that 
it  was  not  to  be  spent  on  E2Ltraordinary 
Works;  I  beg  to  meet  such  an  asser- 
tion with  the  most  positive  contradiction. 
It  appeared  from  the  public  accounts 
presented  to  the  House  that  the  amounts 
expended  upon  **  Public  Works  Extraor- 
dinary, ' '  a  great  portion  of  which  had  been 
wholly  unproductive,  were  in  the  last  six 
years  more  than  £21,000,000  sterling. 
The  expenditure  under this.head  in  1 872-3 
was  £2,184,500;  in  1873-4,  £3,553,500; 
in  1874-5,  £4,249,500;  in  1875-6, 
£4,146,000;  in  1876-7,  £3,800,000; 
and  in  1877-8  the  sum  entered  in  Sir 
John  Strachey's  Budget  was  £3,628,000, 
making  in  round  numbers  an  expendi- 


ture of  £21,500,000  in  six  years  upon 
unproductive  Works.  The*excess  of  Im- 
perial eiq>endihire  over  income  during 
the  same  period  stood  as  follows: — In 
1872-3,  £419,000; in  1873-4,  £5,360,000; 
in  1874-5,  £3,930,000;  in  1875-6, 
£2,601,000;  in  1876-7,  £6,076,000; 
and  in  1867-8  the  deficit  was  estimated 
at  £4,250,000.  Thus  in  six  years  the 
deficits  amounted  to  £22,600,000,  while 
£21,500,000  had  been  expended  on  ex- 
traordinary and  unproductive  under- 
takings. But  for  this  expenditure  upon 
wortmess  Works  there  would  have 
been  nearly  an  equilibrium  of  income 
and  expenditure,  and  no  addition  to 
ike  Public  Debt  of  India  would  have 
been  required.  In  the  Estimates  of 
1877-8  there  was  an  item  of  more  than 
£3,500,000  sterling  for  unnecessary 
Works.  If  this  be  struck  out  from  the 
Estimates  no  loan  in  London  for  Indian 
purposes  would  have  been  needed.  To 
raise  a  loan  in  Ghreat  Britain  when  money 
was  being  squandered  in  India  upon 
Public  Works  Extraordinary  was  a  pro- 
posal to  which  I  shall  not  give  my 
assent.  In  conclusion,  I  beg  to  second 
the  Amendment  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Kirkcaldy  Burghs. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ^*  That  **  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  the  present  rapid  increase  of  the  debt  of  India, 
notwithstanding  the  enjoyment  of  profoimd 
peace,  is  inconsistent  with  financial  prudence, 
and  renders  necessary  such  a  revision  of  the 
system  as  may  provide,  during  times  of  peace 
and  prosperity,  a  large  margin  of  income  appU- 
cable  eitner  to  reduction  of  debt  or  to  works 
really  remunerative ;  and,  in  order  to  carry  the 
above  securely  into  effect,  a  high  and  indepen- 
dent authority  should  decide  whether  expendi- 
ture which  it  is  proposed  to  exclude  from  the 
ordinary  accoimt  may  be  properly  classed  under 
*  extraordinary,*  as  being,  from  a  commercial 
point  of  view,  a  prudent  investment  likely  to 
pay," — (Sir  Qtorge  Campbell^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  LAINO  said,  that  he  had  ab- 
stained from  taking  part  in  discussions 
on  Indian  finance  for  some  time,  because 
he  thought  the  more  they  talked  about 
India  the  more  harm  they  did.  There 
was  a  constant  tendency,  as  far  as  he  had 
seen,  in  this  country  both  to  swell  ex- 
penditure and  to  diminish  receipts.  He 
did  not  want  to  go  back  to  old  times, 
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wlien  India  was  involved  in  wars  by 
Imperial  considerations  for  whicli  she 
had  to  pay ;  but  to  come  to  more  recent 
times,  he  thought  the  amalgamation  of 
the  Indian  with  the  English  Army  afber 
the  Indian  Mutiny  was  effected  in  a 
much  more  expensive  way,  because  the 
views  of  England  were  forced  upon  India 
contrary  to  the  opinion  of  Lord  Canning 
— a  statesman  then  on  the  spot.  He 
believed  that  it  was  owing  verv  much  to 
the  manner  in  which  that  amalgamation 
was  effected  that  Indian  finance  was 
now  embarrassed,  and  that  with  a  dimi- 
nished military  force  we  were  not  able 
to  realize  reductions  of  expenditure 
which  we  had  a  right  to  expect.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  public  works, 
upon  which  the  hon.  Member  who  spoke 
last  had  dilated  with  so  much  vigour,  he 
could  perfectly  well  recollect  the  very 
strong  pressure  put  on  the  Oovemment 
of  India  in  this  country,  in  the  direction 
of  spending  money  on  public  works, 
especially  navigation  and  irrigation. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present ; 

Mb.  TiATNQ  continued :  With  regard 
to  famine,  which  had  cost  so  much,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  opinions  expressed 
in  English  newspapers  that  lives  might 
have  been  saved  by  increased  expendi- 
ture had  an  influence  on  the  officiaLs  in 
India,  and  tended  very  largely  to  increase 
expenditure.  He  mentioned  that  simply 
as  showing  how  expenditure  had  been 
increased.  Then,  if  they  looked  to  the 
revenues  of  India,  as  far  as  he  knew,  the 
influence  exerted  in  this  country  by  a 
party  would  go  to  the  destruction  of  the 
whole  duty  from  opium,  to  sap  and  ut- 
terly derange  the  whole  fabric  of  Indian 
finance.  There  were  cases  in  which 
English  opinion  brought  to  bear  on 
Indian  finance  had  done  injury ;  and  he 
thought  that  it  was  a  credit  to  tilie  good 
sense  of  the  House  that  in  the  main  it 
left  Indian  questions  of  finance  to  those 
who  were  acquainted  with  the  details. 
The  issue  at  stake  appeared  to  be  this — 
Two  great  calamities  having  overtaken 
Indian  finances — ^that  caused  by  the 
famine  and  that  caused  by  the  depreci- 
ation of  silver — ^the  question  was,  how 
were  they  to  be  met  ?  The  Government 
proposed  to  meet  them  by  raising  a 
smcdl  loan  and  so  tiding  over  the  evil 


time ;  whereas  the  hon.  Member  for  &» 
Kirkcaldy  Burghs  ( Sir  Oeorge  Campbell) 
thought  the  best  way  to  grapple  with 
the  difficulty  was  by  resorting  to  heioie 
measures,  and  by  raising  the  neooaaaiy 
funds  by  increased  taxation.  For  htt 
own  part  he  preferred  the  Gh>Teniineiit 
scheme,  and  he  thought  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Kirkcaldy  Burghs  did  not  tho- 
roughly appreciate  the  dangers  that 
might  result  from  increased  taxation  in 
India,  and  that  he  had  exaggerated  the 
financial  difficulty  of  the  position  in 
which  they  now  stood.  He  (Mr.  Laing) 
was  satisfied  that  increased  taxation 
would  be  attended  with  a  great  deal  of 
discontent  and  must  necessarily  lead  to 
much  oppression  in  that  country;  and 
he  felt  that  the  present  state  of  that  part 
of  the  Empire  did  not  warrant  us  in  re- 
sorting to  a  plan  which  must  lead  to  such 
a  result.  In  order  to  arrive  at  a  just 
conclusion  upon  the  subject,  however, 
hon.  Members  should  have  a  dear  view 
of  the  present  position  of  Indian  finances. 
Taking  the  last  nine  years,  he  found 
that  six  of  them  had  been  years  of  sor- 
plus  and  three  of  deficit.  The  aggregate 
surpluses  amounting  to  £8,476,000,  and 
the  aggregate  deficits  to  £5,588,000, 
which  left  an  average  annual  sorplos 
extending  over  the  whole  nine  years  of 
£320,000.  It  was  true  there  had  been 
an  Etdditional  extraordinary  expoidi- 
ture  spread  over  those  nine  years  of 
£18,733,000.  With  regard  to  that  ex- 
traordinary expenditure  it  was  impos- 
sible  to  draw  any  rigid  line  and  say 
what  should  be  chared  to  capital  ana 
what  to  revenue.  If  they  haa  carried 
out  the  rigid  doctrine  that  no  public 
works  were  to  be  charged  to  the  ca^Mtal, 
it  would  have  been  impossible  to  con- 
struct any  railways  in  India.  The  rail- 
ways which  they  were  now  constructing 
might  not  be  so  productive  as  the  Great 
Trunk  lines  laid  down  by  Lord  Dal- 
housie;  but  they  were  constructed  at 
less  cost,  and  were  now  yielding  5  per 
cent.  It  had  been  urged  that  the  re- 
venue of  India  was  not  sufficient  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  country ;  but  he 
did  not  think  the  statement  was  aocorate. 
It  was  true  the  finances  of  the  coimtry 
were  not  in  a  brilliant  or  floorithing 
condition ;  but  he  thought  it  could  not 
be  denied  that  a  very  sound  and  steadj 
progress  had  been  mskde,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  the  income  tax  had  hem 
repealed.    There  had  been  an  inorease, 
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for  instance,  under  ihe  head  of  the  land 
tax,  the  cnuftomB,  the  salt  duties,  the 
■tamp  duties,  and  the  rerenue  derived 
from  public  works,  which  included  the 
State  railwajTB  and  irrigation  works.  As 
regarded  opium  he  compared  the  yield 
txSuL  it  for  a  number  of  years  to  prove 
that  its  returns  had  been  uniformly 
steady,  and  he  did  not  see  why  it  should 
not  be  so  for  the  next  10  or  20  or  30 
years  also.  But  for  the  disturbing  ele- 
ments of  the  change  in  the  value  of  silver 
last  year  and  the  famine  there  would 
hare  been  a  considerable  diminution  in 
the  expenditure,  accompanying  a  large 
increase  of  revenue.  Wi&  regard  to 
the  depreciation  in  the  price  of  edlver, 
he  thought  it  would  not  be  well  to  t^^e 
any  steps  until  sufficient  time  had  elapsed 
to  enable  the  Government  thoroughly  to 
appreciate  the  difficulties  of  the  situ- 
ation, the  chief  of  which  was  owing  to 
the  exigencies  of  trade,  the  substitution 
of  a  gold  currency  and  standard  of  value 
for  the  silver  standard  which  had  existed 
up  to  the  present  time.  The  two  dis- 
turbing causes  in  resnect  of  Indiim 
finance  to  which  he  had  referred — 
namely,  famine  and  the  depreciation  in 
the  price  of  silver— ou^ht  to  be  watched 
by  toe  (Jovemment  with  care  and  cau- 
tion ;  and  above  all  they  ought  not  to 
launch  into  extraordinary  expenditure 
for  public  works,  even  such  as  were 
likely  to  prove  profitable,  as  freely  as  in 
other  circumstances  they  would  be  justi- 
fied in  doinff.  The  most  stringent  eco- 
nomy possible  ought  to  be  exerdsed; 
but  that  was  a  thing  which  could  not  be 
enforced  by  Besolutions  of  the  House  of 
Commons  or  by  Beports  of  Select  Oom- 
mittees.  It  involved  questions  of  detail 
to  be  dealt  with  by  a  prudent  Governor 
General  with  able  men  under  him,  and 
who  would  go  through  the  almost  in- 
numerable items  of  expenditure  one  bv 
one,  and  see  where  consistently  with 
efficiency  reduction  was  possible.  India, 
tnfiict,mustbegovemeainIndia.  They 
ou|^t  to  appoint  the  best  men  that  could 
be  found  for  the  high  position  of  Go- 
veaor  General,  and  then  give  them  a 
ftill  and  generous  confidence.  For  his 
part,  he  believed  that  the  Government 
of  India  had  been  well  and  wisely  car- 
ried on  tax  the  last  20  jreara.  Mistakes 
had,  no  doubt,  been  committed ;  but,  on 
the  iriiole,  the  Government  had  been 
mdcntly  conducted,  and  the  finance  of 
India  had  been  wisely  administered  by 
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a  succession  of  men  of  precisely  the  type 
which  the  circumstances  required.  Me 
had  been  somewhat  alarmea  by  some  of 
the  wild  utterances  on  the  part  of  the 
present  Governor  General  with  regard  to 
frontier  policy  indicative  of  a  departure 
from  that  wise  policy  of  masterly  in- 
activity inaugurated  by  Lord  Lytton's 
predecessors.  But  he  was  glad  to  learn 
from  a  speech  of  the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury that  such  a  course  as  the  one  sug- 
gested by  those  utterances  was  really 
not  intended.  He,  therefore,  presumed 
they  might  be  considered  as  a  little 
efifervescence  on  the  part  of  a  man  of 
genius  going  out  to  India  with  fresh  im- 
pulses; and  he  had  no  doubt  Lord 
Lytton  would  be  sobered  down  in  his 
policy  when  he  came  under  the  influence 
and  experience  of  the  Indian  Council. 
Such  a  departure  from  the  wise  course 
as  the  utterances  of  the  noble  Lord 
pointed  to  could  not  be  attempted  with- 
out a  serious  interference  with  Indian 
finance.  With  wise  economy,  he  be- 
lieved the  present  difficulties  would  be 
removed,  and  that  India  would  recover 
from  the  temporary  causes  of  depression 
which  now  existed  and  be  more  pros- 
perous in  the  future  than  she  had  oeen 
m  the  past. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  expressed  his  regret 
that  an  attempt  should  have  been  made 
to  count  out  the  House  in  the  midst  of 
so  important  a  discussion,  and  he  felt 
sure  the  proceeding  was  one  which  would 
be  resented  by  the  country.  He  had 
read  the  Financial  Statement  of  Sir  John 
Strachey  with  much  interest.  He  was 
glad  that  Statement  had  been  made 
openly  before  the  Council  instead  of  being 
published  in  The  Qautte,  He  feared  that 
the  hopes  of  Sir  John  Strachey  with  re- 
ference to  his  ability  to  remit  or  reduce 
taxation  in  India  were  too  sanguine. 
One  of  the  taxes  he  trusted  to  be  able 
to  remit  was  that  on  inland  Customs, 
which  brought  in  £2,600,000 ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Onslow)  did  not  think  that  the 
finances  of  India  would  for  manv  years 
be  in  a  state  to  bear  that  extraction.  It 
would  be  a  long  time,  too,  before  they 
could  afford  to  give  up  the  £850,000 
duty  on  cotton  goods,  whatever  they 
mieht  individuallv  think  of  that  impost, 
and  the  day  was  distant  when  the  finan- 
cial position  of  India  would  justify  them 
in  abolishing  the  duty  on  salt.  No  doubt 
the  du^  prMsed  upon  the  masses  some- 
what; out  the  masses  ought  surely  to 
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pay  something  towards  the  expenses  of 
the  Goyemment  of  India.  He  was  afraid 
the  Bndget  last  proposed  was  rather  of 
a  sensational  character,  but  the  time  had 
gone  by  for  sensational  Budgets  in  India. 
The  increase  of  Beng^  paper  currency 
from  £4,000,000,  in  1864,  to  £12,000,000 
at  the  present  time  was  a  proof  of  the 
prosperity  of  the  country.  He  could  not 
see  that  the  circulation  of  fiye  and  10 
rupee  notes  was  necessarily  an  argument 
against  a  gold  coinage  in  India.  The 
real  objection  to  a  gold  coinage  was  the 
impossibility  of  regulating  the  ratio 
between  the  silver  and  gold  currency. 
The  Oovemment  had  been  called  upon 
for  further  economies;  but  sucoessiye 
Governments  had  honestly  tried  to  reduce 
the  public  expenditure  as  much  as  pos- 
sible, and  he  did  not  believe  that  in  any 
one  branch  of  Indian  expenditure  any 
material  economies  could  be  made.  The 
question  of  additional  taxation  was  of 
serious  importance.  Mr.  Wilson  had 
tried  the  imposition  of  an  income  tax ; 
but  it  had  been  taken  off  by  one  Indian 
financier,  and  again  imposed  and  again 
taken  off  by  his  successors.  It  would 
never  be  popular  in  India,  and  he  could 
not  see  how  the  Government  would  ever 
be  able  to  get  at  proper  returns.  The 
difficulties  of  collection,  owing  to  the 
frauds  practised  by  the  Natives,  were 
insuperable.  The  salt  duties  had  been 
enhanced,  but  the  duties  on  Customs 
were  not  capable  of  any  further  increase. 
Tobacco  had  been  specified  as  a  means 
of  raising  additional  revenue,  and  no 
doubt  the  Government  could  raise  a 
certain  amount  by  taxing  it;  but  the 
tax  would  fall  on  the  very  people  who 
now  consumed  salt,  and  who  could  not 
well  bear  the  two  imposts.  He  thought 
that  by  a  system  of  licences,  first  pro- 
posed by  Mr.  Massey,  more  might  be 
done  to  raise  additional  revenue  than  by 
a  hard-and-fast  income  tax,  and  we 
nught  have  to  resort  to  a  licence  tax 
some  day.  The  objection  to  succession 
duty  was  that  you  would  never  be  able 
to  ascertain  on  whom  and  on  what  to 
impose  it.  It  was  a  most  difficult  thing 
to  tax  the  people  of  India  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  additional  revenue. 
He  could  not  see  the  immorality  that 
was  said  to  exist  in  the  imposition  of 
the  opium  duty,  considering  that  India 
merely  provided  as  a  merchant  a  certain 
commooilj  which  people  out  of  India 
were  glad  to  obtain;  and  tlierefore  he 
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hoped  no  Yioeroy  of  India  would  entv- 
tam  the  idea  of  taking  off  £6,500,000  of 
net  revenue,  which  it  would  be  impo^ 
sible  at  the  present  time  to  raise  by  tm 
other  tax.  No  doubt  the  it^n  of  Pablio 
Works  Extraordinary  offered  a  tempta- 
tion to  include  imremunerative  workt, 
accompanied  by  plausible  reasons  why 
they  might  be  regarded  as  highly  remu- 
nerative in  the  future.  He  Deliered  it 
better  to  spend  money  on  railways  than 
on  irrigation  works,  because  ^e  Nativet 
would  rather  starve  than  take  the  water, 
while  railways  would  be  of  great  lue  tor 
the  transport  of  food  to  avert  famine. 
Scarcely  one  of  the  inigation  works 
could  be  considered  remunerative ;  only 
two  were  paying  their  working  expenses; 
but  he  believed  we  e^ould  ultimately 
derive  a  revenue  from  the  railways.  We 
had  made  advances  to  Bombay  on  the 
security  of  a  special  land  fcmd,  and, 
although  the  land  had  been  valued  at 
£3,000,000  or  £4,000,000,  and  after- 
wards at  £8,000,000,  the  land  had  not 
been  sold  on  account  of  the  depression 
of  trade.  He  should  like  to  hear  hew 
much  of  the  money  advanced  on  this 
security  had  been  repaid ;  and  he  hoped 
the  House  might  now  rely  upon  the 
assurance  that  had  been  given  that  no 
more  public  works  would  be  undertaken 
unless  investigation  showed  that  thej 
were  likely  to  oe  remunerative. 

General  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUB 
said,  that  during  the  22  years  that  had 
elapsed  since  Lord  Dalhousie  left  India 
the  debt  of  India  had,  with  the  ezceptson 
of  a  few  years,  yearly  increased.  As- 
suming the  y^ar  ending  dOth  April, 
1857,  to  have  closed  his  great  adnunia- 
tration,  the  debt  in  India  and  in  Eng- 
land was  about  £59,000,000.  At  pre- 
sent, it  might  be  about  £135,000,000  or 
£136,000,000.  Itwasnecessaiytospeak 
in  this  qualified  manner  as  to  the  exact 
amount  of  debt  owing  to  the  maaj 
changes  in  the  annual  aocountSy  which 
rendered  it  impossible  for  any  private 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
make  out,  with  anv  exactness,  the  real 
state  of  the  indebtedness  of  India.  The 
increase  of  debt  in  22  years  might  then 
be  taken  to  amount  to  about  £76,000,000 
or  £77,000,000.  In  that  amount  was  in- 
cluded the  adjustments  made  in  xespeeC 
to  the  settlement  of  the  Prcqnietore  Stock 
of  East  India  Shares,  and  the  Seouritf 
Fund  lodged  at  the  Bank  of  England 
for  that  Stock,  It  might  also  be  accepted 
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as  oarering  the  debt  due  to  the  Berrice 
ftznds,  wli^,  hsring  been  tak^i  over  by 
tiie  doremmenty  necessarily  led  to  the 
seonmitlations  of  those  fdnos  beine  also 
t.k«>  orer.  and  that  debt,  formerly  in- 
dnded  amongst  the  ''  obligations''  bear- 
ing interest,  was  then  cancelled.  But 
the  aoconnts  failed  to  show  with  clear- 
ness the  real  state  of  those  transactions. 
Within  seren  jears  after  Lord  Dal- 
honsie's  administration  thedebt  increased 
from  £69,000,000  to  £104,000,000;  in 
the  three  years  following  it  was  reduced 
to  £98,000,000;  but  since  1866  not  a 
year  had  passed  without  an  increase ; 
and  since  1868  it  had  swelled  np  by 
borrowings  to  about  £35,000,000  or 
£86,000,000.  Unless  a  great  change 
was  made  in  the  present  s^e  of  expen- 
diture, the  debt  might  auspnent  m  a 
higher  ratio  in  the  future  man  in  the 
pMt.  A  comparison  of  the  22  years' 
total  income  and  ffross  expenditure 
riiowed,  that  there  had  been  only  fiye 
years  in  which  there  had  been  a  sur- 
plus of  rerenue  orer  expenditure,  and  in 
17  years  the  expenditure  had  largely 
exceeded  the  income.  The  surpluses 
amounted  to  upwards  of  £4,500,000, 
the  deficits  to  about  £73,000,000,  leaving 
a  net  excess  of  about  £69,000,000.  The 
year  which  closed  Lord  Dalhousie's  great 
career,  left  a  surplus.  The  year  which 
might  be  said  to  have  closed  Lord  Can- 
ning's financial  administration  also  left 
a  surplus,  through  the  aid  which  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Orkney 
(Mr.  Laing)  so  ably  gave  in  restoring 
the  finances  of  India.  In  Lord  Mayo^ 
administration  surpluses  were  also  left ; 
but  in  all  the  other  years  the  statement 
he  had  tried  to  compile  showed  vearly 
deficits  so  large  in  amount  that  during 
tiie  last  five  years  ending  with  the  3 let 
March,  1877,  the  deficit  amounted  to 
£18,000,000.  He  stated  these  figures 
with  gr^  diffidence,  for  it  was  difficult 
ftnr  anyone  outside  the  India  Office  to 
make  out,  from  the  often  altered  forms 
and  entries,  the  real  amount  either  of 
income  or  gross  expenditure.  The  re- 
sult of  an  these  dendts  was  a  debt  of 
£76,000,000,  of  whidi  only  £34,000,000 
was  caused  by  extraordinary  expendi- 
ture tar  pnbUo  works  and  famine  re- 
lief, and  we  were  now  about  to  add 
£10,000,000  more,  including  the  bor- 
rowings in  India  and  England.  That 
was  a  dangerous  condition  of  thinss, 
and  there  was  no   reason   why  Incua 


should  escape  the  fate  of  other  countries 
whose  expenditure  during  a  series  of 
years  exceeded  their  income.  Not  only 
the  military,  but  also  the  civil  expendi- 
ture of  India  had  largely  increased  of  late 
years.  The  cost  of  collecting  the  Land 
Bevenue,  the  Customs,  the  Stamp  Duties, 
the  Post  Office,  Telegraphs,  ana  various 
other  items  of  ilie  same  kind — which  had 
been  regarded  as  a  permanent  charge — 
had  increased  fr*om  £9,000,000  in  1868  to 
upwards  of  £10,000,000  in  the  present 
year.  Again,  the  charges  for  aominis- 
tration,  law,  justice,  police,  education, 
medical  services,  &c.,  were  estimated 
for  1876-7  at  upwards  of  £12,000,000; 
whereas  in  1868  the  expenditure  under 
the  same  heads  was  only  £10,000,000. 
It  was  most  important  that  they  should 
endeavour  to  control  in  this  country  the 
vast  expenditure  now  going  on  in  India. 
With  regard  to  military  expenditure,  the 
noble  Lord  intimated  that  they  might 
expect  it  to  undergo  some  further  in- 
crease. By  the  decision  of  the  War  Office 
in  this  country,  India  was  obliged  to 
receive  from  the  Home  Army  a  large 
European  force  to  garrison  India.  Even 
if  Imperial  policy  dictates  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  that  a  special 
European  Force  for  India  should  not  be 
separately  maintained,  he  thought  it 
would  be  only  fair  that  the  Oovemment 
of  India  should  have  some  voice  in  the 
arrangements  connected  with  that  force, 
which  was  maintained  at  an  expense 
far  beyond  what  needed  to  be  incurred, 
and  casting  a  very  heavy  burden  on  India. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  organi- 
zation of  the  60,000  men  supplicHi  by 
the  War  Office  to  India  could  be  greatly 
changed,  and  that,  without  sacrificing 
any  effidencv,  or  reducing  one  private, 
the  expenditure  for  India  could  be 
ffreatly  reduced,  and  the  Home  Charges, 
mduding  the  cost  of  recruiting,  also 
largely  lowered.  The  increased  diarse 
for  that  force  was  indicated  by  the  noble 
Lord  and  by  the  Finance  Minister  of 
India,  as  one  of  the  many  causes  re- 
quiring money  to  be  raised  on  loan. 
The  ^nance  Minister  had  also  placed 
on  the  Home  Administration  of  India 
the  entire  responsibility  for  that  in- 
creasing charge,  and  intimated  that 
some  measures  must  be  adopted  to  pro- 
vide additional  funds  for  meeting  the 
yearly  augmented  military  charges,  and 
thus  evidently  referred  to  the  necessity 
fbr  additional  taxation.    But  it  was  a 
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Tery  difficult  and  even  a  dangerous 
thing  to  add  to  the  taxation  of  that 
country.  He  remembered  the  time 
"when  the  late  Lord  Canning  impressed 
upon  him  the  importance  of  reducing 
the  military  charges,  thereby  obviating 
the  necessity  of  increasing  the  taxa- 
tion of  India,  ur^g  that  it  would  be 
better  to  maintain  our  power  in  that 
country  by  a  small  milituy  force  than 
to  keep  up  a  large  force,  hereby  add- 
ing to  the  taxation.  Of  all  the  dif- 
ficulties which  we  might  have  to  en- 
counter in  India,  financial  embarrckss- 
ment  was  one  of  the  greatest ;  and  he 
would,  therefore,  strongly  advise  the  Go- 
vernment to  abstain  from  imposing 
fresh  taxation.  It  would  be  a  more 
wise  and  statesmanlike  policy,  if  possible, 
to  reduce  taxation.  The  salt  tax  was 
one  of  the  most  unjust  and  oppressive 
taxes,  and  it  was  raised  from  the  poorest 
classes.  It  was  lamentable  to  think  that 
a  people  who  lived  mainly  upon  rice 
should  be  deprived  of  a  condiment  so 
essential  to  health  as  salt.  Although, 
financially,  the  retention  of  the  duiy  on 
that  artide  might  be  beneficial  to  the 
Government,  yet,  politically  as  well  as 
commercially,  it  was  a  great  mistake. 
If  any  statesman  would  boldly  do  away 
with  that  impost  on  salt  alone,  he  would 
give  a  (very  great  stimulus  to  commer- 
cial activity  in  India.  So  vast  was  the 
bulk  of  salt  requiring  transport  that  the 
5  per  cent  now  earned  by  the  Bajpootana 
railway,  mentioned  by  the  noble  Lord, 
mainly  consisted  of  traffic  earnings  from 
the  carriage  of  salt.  An  examination  of 
the  income  of  India  during  the  past  10 
years,  clearly  showed  that  financial  pro- 
gress had  been  but  trifling.  Indeed, 
the  revenue  might  be  considered  to  be 
stagnant.  The  land  revenue,  which 
formed  so  large  a  portion,  was  actually 
less  in  amount  in  die  year  ending  3 1st 
March,  1877,  than  it  was  in  the  year 
ending  30th  April,  1866.  So  also  with 
respect  to  other  sources.  After  deduct- 
ing the  cost  of  collection,  the  net  re- 
sults were  far  from  satisfactoiy ;  to  that 
there  was  one  exception,  that  was 
salt.  But  the  increase  in  the  salt  tax 
was  not  traceable  to  increased  consump- 
tion, but  to  increased  taxation  on  that, 
the  great  necessity  of  the  poor.  It  was 
that  article  which  alone  almost  had  been 
made  to  bear  increased  burdens.  It 
was  the  article  which  the  wealthy  needed 
less  than  the  poor,  and  it  was  the  one 
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article  which  was  invariably  indicated 
as  the  article  to  be  taxed.  It  might, 
therefore,  be  truly  said  that  the  revenua 
of  that  country  was  almost  stagnant 
Another  change  which  he  advocated 
was  that  of  making  India  a  ft^Q  poit 
The  net  Customs  revenue  by  land  and 
sea  might  be  said  to  vary,  after  allowing 
for  a  variety  of  charges  of  collection — 
for  pensions,  for  buildings,  and  other 
items  not  shown  in  the  accounts — ^to  be 
between  £2,250,000  and  £2,600,000, 
and  after  taHng  off  the  duty  on  cotton 
goods,  there  would  be  about  £600,000 
on  exports,  and  the  same  sum  levied  on 
a  great  number  of  articles  forming  the 
imports.  If  that  country  could  be  thrown 
open  to  the  commerce  of  the  world,  he 
believed  its  revenues  would  g^'oatly  in- 
crease, and  that  any  sacrifice  of  revenue 
from  customs,  incident  to  that  measure 
would  be  far  more  than  counter-balanced 
by  its  beneficial  results  in  respect  to  the 
political  and  contented  feeling  whidi 
would  follow  thereon. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  there  were 
some  considerations  of  a  general  cha- 
racter which,  he  thought,  it  was  im- 
portant the  House  and  the  country 
should  clearly  understand  before  sanc- 
tion was  again  given  to  the  piling  up 
of  this  load  of  Indian  debt.  ^ 
could  not  forget  that  when  the  present 
Government  came  into  Office  those  who 
took  an  interest  in  Indian  finance  had 
their  hopes  raised  by  being  told  by  the 
Secretaiy  of  State  that  no  public  works 
should  be  undertaken  in  India  except 
such  as  were  certain  to  prove  remunera- 
tive; that  in  connection  with  the  con- 
struction of  such  public  works  as  might 
be  entered  upon  no  money  should  be 
raised  in  this  country,  ana  that  every 
effort  should  be  made  in  order  that  the 
expenditure  might  be  balanced  by  the 
revenue  of  the  year.    These  were  the 

Srinciples  which  were  to  guide  the  con- 
uct  of  the  Secretary  of  State ;  bat  so 
far  from  their  being  observed,  they  were 
cast  to  the  winds  by  the  Bill  which  was 
about  to  be  introduced  for  the  purpoae 
of  givine  authority  to  the  Government 
to  raise  £5,000,000.  Had  this  sum  been 
necessitated  by  the  famine  he  could  not, 
of  course,  have  held  the  Government 
responsible.  But  what  was  the  finftn^jal 
position  of  India  at  the  present  time  f 
It  was  this— £5,000,000  might  be  bor^ 
rowed  in  England ;  £2,500,000  had  beoi 
borrowed  in  India ;  and  £900,000  more 
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had  been  borrowed  from  Native  Chiefs, 
maldngaltogetherclose  upon  £8,500,000. 
But  for  how  much  of  fliis  £8,500,000 
was  the  famine  responsible  ?    He  took 
the  estimate  of  the  Finance  Minister 
himself;  and  that  was  that  the  estimated 
cost  of  the  famine  for  the  present  year 
was     only    £2,100,000.      How,    then, 
were  the  remaining   £6,500,000  to  be 
accounted  for  ?    Simply  by  the  fact  that 
the  Secretary  of   Stote  had  not  kept, 
or  could  not  keep,  to    the   principles 
which  he  laid  down  for  himself  when  he 
took  office.    The  finances  of  India  had 
been  presented  with  a  roseate  hue,  and 
he  had  no  motive  for  depicting  them 
worse  than  they  were.    The  views  of  the 
Under  Secretary  would  be  correct  if  the 
assumptions  on  which  they  were  based 
were  well  founded.    Those  assumptions 
were,  first,  that   all  outlay  on  famine 
was  to  be  treated  as  an  extraordinary 
expenditure ;  and,  second,  that  all  money 
expended  on  extraordinary  public  works 
was  certain  to  prove  remunerative.   The 
declarations  of  the  officials  showed  that 
both  these  assumptions  were  absolutely 
unfounded.      In  three  places  Sir  John 
Strachey  gave  distinct    and    emphatic 
warnings  that  famines  were  so  certain 
to  recur  that  they  must  be  anticipated 
exactly  as  a  farmer  looked  for  occasional 
bad  harvests.  Sir  John  Strachey  selected 
the  seven  years  from  1 869-70  to  1 876-7  as 
representing  the  normal    condition  of 
Indian  finance,  in  spite  of  the  occur- 
rence within  them  of  the  Beng^  famine. 
During  the  last  10  years  there  had  been 
four   mmines — in  the  North- West,   in 
Orissa,  in  Bengal,  and  now  in  Madras 
and  Bombay;   and  Sir  John  Strachey 
said  these  10  years  could  not  be  treated 
as  exceptional  years.    The  most  impor- 
tant frJlacy  was  the  assumption  that 
extraordinaiT  public  works  were  remu- 
nerative.    The  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretazy  tossed  his  figures  about  and 
said  there  were  so  many  millions  of  sur- 
plus, and  that  the  debt  was  to  be  re- 
garded as  capital  outlay ;  but  affain  and 
sgain  had  he  contended  that  there  was 
not  a  tittle  of  evidence  to  show  that  the 
money  was  laid  out  on  remunerative 
and  productive  works.    £30,000,000  or 
£40,000,000  had  been  expended  on  ex- 
traordinaiy  public  works;  but  during 
the  last  10  years  no  inconsiderable  pro- 
poxtion  of  the  outlay  had  been  upon 
works  which,  from  the  nature  of  the  case, 
thoogfa  they  would  be  usefuli  never  could 


return  any  direct  revenue  in  proportion 
to  the  amount  expended  upon  them. 
£14,000,000  had  been  spent  upon  worth- 
less barracks.  There  was  no  point  upon 
which  Sir  John  Strachey  was  more  ex- 
plicit than  this — that  only  a  portion  of 
the  outlay  classed  as  extraordinary  had 
been  devoted  to  works  that  could  be  con- 
sidered reproductive.  Inthepresentyear, 
of  £3,600,000  so  classed,  one-third  had 
been  devoted  to  the  construction  of  rail- 
ways which  could  not  give  a  fair  return. 
They  were  designed,  not  for  commercial, 
but  for  politiccd  and  military  purposes, 
and  the  outlay  ought  no  more  to  be 
regarded  as  reproductive  than  the  ex- 
penditure on  fortifications.  There  was 
another  extraordinary  fallacy  running 
through  the  comparison  made  by  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State,  and  also  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Orkney  (Mr. 
Laiog),  as  to  the  revenue  of  India  in 
relation  to  its  expenditure  now  and  some 
time  since.  That  comparison,  as  it 
seemed  to  him,  was  worthless,  as  they 
were  considering  not  net  revenue,  but 
gross  revenue,  and  that  ^ross  revenue 
was  swelled  by  items  which  could  not 
be  considered  revenue  at  all.  In  1876-7, 
for  example,  the  real  revenue  —  the 
amount  which  the  Government  of  India 
had  to  spend-^was  not  £51,300,000,  the 
amount  named  by  the  Under  Secretary, 
but  about  £40,000,000  only.  The  land 
revenue  was  set  down  at  £21,500,000, 
but  there  ought  to  be  deducted  from 
that  the  cost  of  collecting  it — namely, 
£2,500,000.  Forests  yielded  £600,000, 
but  this  was  obtained  at  a  cost  of  over 
£400,000.  Then,  again,  the  salt  reve- 
nue, and  the  opium  revenue,  cost  a  con- 
siderable sum  m  collection,  and  the  Post 
Office  revenue,  which  was  put  down  at 
£700,000,  was  obtained  at  an  outlay  of 
£800,000.  In  the  same  year  not  less 
than  £1,500,000  was  lost  by  exchanges. 
Yet  on  the  revenue  side  there  was  an 
item,  "  gain  by  exchange  £500,000."  It 
might  just  as  weU  have  been  put  down 
at  £5,000,000.  Making  these  deductions, 
the  revenue  of  India  at  the  present  time, 
instead  of  being  £51,300,000,  was  not  a 
penny  more  than  £40,000,000,  and  that 
was  all  that  the  Oovemment  of  India 
had  to  spend.  In  the  years  1867,  1868, 
1869,  and  1870,  the  net  revenue  was 
somewhat  higher  than  the  net  revenue 
in  1875-6.  This  was  a  significant  fact, 
and  threw  an  instructive  li^ht  on  the 
misleading  comparisons  made  for  the 
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purpose  of  showing  an  alleged  growth 
of  revenue.  Now,  the  proper  way  of 
getting  a  fair  estimate  of  revenue  was 
to  take  not  the  gross,  but  the  net 
amount,  which  he  agcun  asserted  was 
at  the  present  time  not  more  than 
£40,000,000.  He  would  compare  that 
fact  with  one  or  two  others.  The  Army 
expenditure  could  not  be  estimated  at 
less  than  £18,000,000.  He  knew  it  was 
put  down  at  £16,000,000,  but  there  were 
various  additional  items  that  ought  to 
be  classed  with  the  Army  expenditure, 
which  brought  up  the  amount  to  the 
figure  he  had  named.  It  was  an  in- 
creasing expenditure,  and  would  soon 
absorb  one-half  of  the  totid  net  revenue. 
He  regarded  the  amalgamation  of  the 
two  Annies  as  an  unfortunate  mistake. 
A  poor  country  like  India  was  unable 
to  bear  the  strain  of  an  Army  managed 
on  the  same  principles  as  our  own.  Sir 
John  Strachey,  in  his  recent  speech,  stated 
that  the  Army  expenditure  was  steadily 
increasing,  and  significantly  added  that 
the  authorities  in  India  had  scarcely  any 
control  over  it.  This  was  the  most  serious 
fact  connected  with  the  financial  position 
of  India  at  the  present  time.  The  Indian 
Army  expenditure  was  bound  up  insepa- 
rably with  our  own;  and  when  costly 
experiments  were  carried*  on  which  Eng- 
land was  well  able  to  afford,  it  was  apt 
to  be  forgotten  that  part  of  the  burden 
had  to  be  borne  by  a  poor  country  which 
could  not  afford  them.  The  Under  Se- 
cretary had  admitted  that  the  Home 
charges  were  steadily  increasing.  This 
year  they  found  that  no  less  than 
£16,000,000  were  to  be  remitted  home 
out  of  a  net  revenue  of  £40,000,000, 
and  yet  a  new  loan  of  £8,500,000  was 
now  to  be  provided  for.  Such  a  policy 
could  not  be  justified,  and  would  lead  to 
increased  financial  embarrassment.  But 
it  was  said  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary for  India — "  We  shall  improve  our 
system  of  accounts,  and  we  are  going  to 
set  up  a  g^eat  scheme  of  decentraKza- 
tion.'^  No  tossing  backward  and  for- 
ward of  figures,  however,  would  enable 
the  Government  of  India  to  make  good 
a  deficit  when  they  were  spending  more 
money  than  they  possessed.  We  were 
about  to  lay  out  a  large  sum  on  public 
works ;  but,  looking  on  the  subject  by 
the  light  of  past  experience,  could  any 
one  say,  taking  into  account  the  poverty 
of  India,  that  we  were  pursuing  a  wise 
course  in  sanctioning  the  continuance  of 
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that  policy?     The  expendifaxe  vp  to 
the  present   time  on  seven   irrigmtMB 
works  was  £9,100,000,  and  the  iiet  re- 
sult was,  allowing  nothing  for  integest 
during  the  time  of  their  constraction,  a 
charp^e  of  £320,000  a-year,  so  that  efwy 
shilling  of  this  money  was  spent  on  qa- 
remunerative  undertakings.    As  to  the 
system  of  decentralization,  he  ooald  onj^f 
say  that  while  he  did  not  mean  to  azgae 
against  it,  it  had  its  dangers  and  oogki 
to  be  carefully  watched.    There  woe 
irrigation  works  at    Orissa    on  whkh 
about  £2,000,000  had  been  laid  oat,  bat 
thev  did  not  pay  the  working  e]q»enae% 
and  it  seemed  somewhat  hsid  that  tiioss 
imremunerative  works  should  be  thrown 
suddenly  as  a  local  burden  on  the  people 
of  Orissa,  who  had  no  more  re^KHis^ 
bility  than  he  had  for  their  conatmotiony 
in  consequence  of  bungling  and  mis- 
management.    The   Qovemment    con- 
ferred  upon   the   local    authcndties  to 
whom   such  works  were  bi^n<]^  oro 
the  power  to  raise  new  local  taxes,  ia 
order  to  make  good  the  moner  reqn^ed 
for  undertakings  which  would  not  pav. 
But  how  was  the  money  to  be  provicwaf 
It  must  be  by  taxation ;  and  it  was  a 
grave  danger  associated  with  the  edieme 
of  decentrsJization  that  its  inevital>le  re- 
sult would  be  to  lead  to  the  impoeitioa 
of  manifold  local  burdens  which  would 
be  withdrawn  firom  the  notice  of  the 
House  of  Commons.    The  noble  Lord, 
he  might  add,  had  referred  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee,  and  if  he  had 
agreed  to  that  course  when  he  bim^Jf 
had  asked  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
financial  condition  of  India  he  should 
gladly  have  accepted  his  offor.     But  be 
that  as  it  might,  there  was  one  hranoh 
of  our  Indian  expenditure — ^he  ftlln^^ 
to    the   military    expenditure  —  which 
ought  to  be  inquired  into  without  delay, 
for  it  had  grown  in  a  few  years  after 
the  amalgamation  of  the  European  and 
Indian  annies,  notwithstanding  a  redne- 
tion  of  13,000  in  the  numbers  of  the 
former,  and  of  5,000  in  those  of  the  latter, 
from  £14,800,000  to  over  £16,000,000. 
Although   he   had   sometimes    spoken 
strongly   on    the    subject   of    l^disa 
finance,  he  was  quite  ready  to  leoog- 
nize  the  difficulties  of  the  task  whidi 
the  authorities,  both  in  "Rngl^^itjl  ^oi 
India,  had  to  perform,  and  his  only 
object  was  to  strengthen  their  hsBods. 
He  knew  very  well  tnat  the  House  had 
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Mldom  interfered  in  the  matter  of  Indian 
finance,  except  for  the  purpose  of  throw- 
ing new  charges  on  the  reyenues  of 
India.  He  thought  it  was  greatly  to 
he  regretted  that  the  influence  of  this 
House  should  he  used  in  order  to  ohtain 
money  from  the  Indian  revenue.  His 
chief  wish  was  to  see  a  sufficient  surplus 
in  ordinary  years  to  cover  such  events 
as  famine ;  hut  he  could  not  think  Indian 
finance  wholly  satisfactory  when  the 
authorities  had  to  borrow  money  in  this 
country  for  public  works.  Nor  could 
the  finance  or  India  be  considered  satis- 
factory until  there  was  a  true  balance, 
on  an  average  of  years,  between  revenue 
and  expenditure ;  until  the  system  of 
constantly  adding  to  the  debt  came  to 
an  end ;  imtil  the  Government  declined 
to  be  the  sole  constructors  of  public 
works.  If  (Government  would  leave 
Bomethinfi;  more  to  private  enterprize, 
what  had  happened  in  other  countries 
would  happen  in  India.  Sooner  or  later 
Kngh'sh  capitalists  would  invest  their 
money  in  a  country  enjoying  peace  and 
security  under  British  rule,  instead  of  in 
foreign  adventures,  which  often  turned 
out  &ceptive. 

Lord  GEOBGE  HAMILTON,  in  re- 
ply,  said,  that  he  fully  appreciated  both 
the  motives  and  the  criticisms  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett); 
but  he  doubted  whether  he  had  entirely 
apprehended  his  argument.  He  did 
not  sanction  the  principle  that  **  Famine 
expenditure  "  slK>uld  be  excluded  from 
the  Budget.  His  own  contention  had 
been  very  different;  and  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  show  that  there  was  a 
large  mar^  available  for  exceptional 
contingenciee,  among  which  was  famine, 
which  could  not  be  considered  as  al- 
together abnormal.  Neither  could  he 
describe  as  abnormal  the  expendi- 
ture on  public  works.  The  Indian 
Government  had  sanctioned  a  certain 
amount  of  expenditure  for  that  purpose 
in  the  time  of  the  late  Ministry.  Those 
works  had  been  begun,  and  as  they 
could  not  very  well  be  abandoned.  Lord 
Salisbury  had  permitted  them  to  be  con- 
tinued; but  for  the  future  no  works 
would  be  undertaken  that  would  not  pay 
int^eet  on  the  money  advanced.  As  for 
the  Army  expenses,  they  were  certainly 
very  heavy,  but  not'more  so  than  they  had 
been  some  time  back.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber lor  Cambridge  (Mr.  Smollett)  com- 
plained of  certain  public  works  which 


did  not  pay  their  working  expenses. 
That  was  true,  but  it  did  not  follow  that 
all  others  were  worked  at  a  loss.  With 
regard  to  the  Madras  Harbour,  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  George  Campbell)  would  find 
it  under  the  head  of  "  advances."  The 
advances  were  made  with  the  understand- 
ing that  the  Madras  Government  would 
pass  a  Bill  to  enable  them  to  tax  the  ship- 
ping that  came  into  the  harbour,  and 
thus  repay  the  outlay.  [Sir  Georob 
Campbell  :  Was  that  Bill  passed  ?]  No; 
but  their  attention  had  lately  been  called 
to  the  subject,  and  they  had  been  re- 
quested to  take  the  necessary  steps.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
had  raised  objections  to  further  "  decen- 
tralization," m  which  there  might  be 
some  force  ;  but,  if  he  recollected  aright, 
he  made  the  same  objections  against 
Lord  Mayo's  decentralization  plans, 
which  were  now  universally  admitted  to 
have  been  successful.  With  regard  to 
the  hon.  Baronet's  Amendment,  he  did 
not  know  that  there  was  much  difference 
of  opinion  as  regparded  the  expenditure 
on  public  workB  extraordinary.  He 
hop^,  as  there  would  be  subsequent 
opportunities  for  expressing  an  opinion 
in  regard  to  the  loan,  he  would  not  press 
his  Resolution  to  a  division,  but  allow 
the  House  to  go  into  Committee. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

Matieb  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  i«  expedient  to  enable  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  Council  of  India  to  raiie  a  sum,  not 
exceeding  £6,000,000,  for  the  seryice  of  the 
Gknremment  of  India,  on  the  Credit  of  the  He- 
▼ouiet  of  India." 

Sm  OEOBOE  CAMPBELL  oould  not 
help  saying  that  the  House  had  been 
taken  somewhat  by  surprise  as  to  the 
amount  of  the  loan  proposed  to  bo  raised 
in  this  oountry.  He  understood  it  was 
only  neoessanr  to  raise  £6,000,000  in 
all,  of  which  £2,500,000  was  to  be  raised 
in  India;  but  instead  of  £8,500,000 
the  Oovemment  now  proposed  to  raise 
£5,000,000.  He  did  not  think  a  suffi- 
oient  explanation  had  been  given  when 
it  was  said  that  the  amount  would  be 
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raised  on  short-dated  Treasury  notes, 
the  object  being  that  the  loan  should  not 
be  a  permanent  one  in  this  country. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  ex- 
plained that  the  Finance  Minister  in 
India  requested  that  £3,750,000  should 
be  raised  in  this  country,  a  sum  which 
was  very  much  less  than  what  at  first  the 
Indian  Govemment  wished  to  raise. 
But  the  Secretary  of  State,  always  be- 
lieying  that  it  was  most  impolitic  to 
increase  the  Indian  debt  here,  nas  reso- 
lutely refused  to  borrow  more  than  was 
absolutely  necessary,  and  at  some  incon- 
▼enience  referred  the  subject  back  to  the 
Indian  Gk)yemment.  He  explained  in 
the  early  part  of  the  eyeninc^  that  they 
could  not  safely  estimate  the  loan  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  raise  at  less  than 
£2,500,000,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  give  power  to  increase  the  Funded 
Debt  in  this  ooimtry  to  that  extent. 
But  then  there  were  great  diffictdties 
arising  from  the  disturbed  state  of  the 
silver  market  which  made  it  absolutely 
necessary  to  have  some  reserve.  Some 
emergency  mieht  arise — there  might  be 
some  heavy  fedl  in  silver — which  would 
make  it  impossible  for  them  to  sell  their 
bills.  Fluctuations,  such  as  those  which 
had  occurred  last  year,  might  occur  again, 
which  might  make  it  most  impolitic  for 
them  to  force  their  bUls,  at  all  risks,  upon 
the  silver  market.  The  German  Gbvem- 
ment  had  resolutely  refused  to  state 
what  quantity  of  silver  they  had  got  to 
sell,  or  whether  they  meant  to  sell  it, 
but  that  they  had  a  large  amount  in  re- 
serve was  well  known.  He  had  applied 
for  infonnation  to  two  well-known  silver 
merchants  in  London  to  know  what 
amount  of  silver  had  been  sold  by  Ger- 
many, and  one  of  them  estimated  it  at 
the  value  of  £7,600,000  from  the  com- 
mencement of  June,  1876,  to  the  com- 
mencement of  June,  1877,  and  the  other 
at  £8,225,000.  It  was  therefore  neces- 
sary to  ask  for  this  reserve.  By  assent- 
ing to  the  Eesolution  now  proposed  the 
House  was  not  bound  to  any  sum  what- 
ever ;  but  it  was  necessary  it  should  pass 
before  the  Bill  was  brought  in,  when  a 
full  discussion  could  take  place  on  the 
whole  subject. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  that  under  these 
circumstances  he  should  not  oppose  the 
Beeolution,  but  reserve  to  himself  full 
power  to  move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill 
on  its  second  reading,  or  take  any  other 
course  he  thought  proper. 

Sir  Oeorgs  Camphsll 


Mb.  LA  TNG  believed  it  was 
for  the  Government  to  have  a 
and  as  the  Eesolution  was  a  mere  matter 
of  form  he  hoped  it  would  be  allowed  to 
pass. 

Eesolution  agreed  ^;  to  be  reported 
To'fnorrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  (IRELAND) 

BHiK—CBiLL  139.] 

(Jfr.  Baikei,  Mr.    WUUam  Henry  &mtk^  Sir 

Michael  Eieke-Beaeh.) 

COMMITTBB. 

Bill  considered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Preliminary, 
Clause  1  (Short  title)  a^^eed  to. 

Pabt  I. 

Amendment  as  to  Loans  to  Local  AutMo- 
rities  and  Bemission  of  Sundry  Loans, 

Clause  2  (Charge  of  interest  on  local 
loans  in  Ireland,  and  proviaiona  as  to 
their  issue  and  remission.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
line  11,  to  leave  out  from  the  beginning 
of  the  Clause  to  the  word  "Exche- 
quer,** in  line  20.— (ifr.  JBruen,) 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  supported 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  opposed  it,  and 
stated  that  the  interest  cha^^  was  only 
sufficient  to  secure  the  Exchequer  against 
loss. 

Question  put, 

<*That  the  words  'All  advances  oat  oiUrn 
Consolidated  Fond  made  by  waj  of  loan  after 
the  passing  of  this  Act,'  stand  part  at  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  111 ; 
Noes  82:  Majority  79.  — (Div.  list, 
No.  185.) 

Oaftaik  NOLAN  proposed  the  inser- 
tion of  the  word  "  lower ^'  in  the  dauset 
believing  that  3^  per  cent  would  be 
sufficient. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  objected. 

Caftaik  NOLAN  oonsidered  that  it 
would  be  more  oonyenient  not  to  fix  tiM 
loans  at  the  high  rate  proposed  in  the 
BiU. 

Mb.  BIOOAB  was  undezatood  to 
oonour  in  that  view. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 
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8iB  JOHN  M'KENNA  moyed  the  in- 
sertion in  line  20,  after  "without,"  of 
the  words  "profit  or,"  before  "loss  to 
the  Exchequer,"  the  objectof  the  Amend- 
ment being  that  no  profit  should  be  made 
out  of  a  loan. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
line  20,  after  the  word  "  without,"  to 
insert  the  words  "profit  or."--(iSir 
Jo$§pk  WKenna.) 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Oommittee  dwided:  —  Ayes  80; 
Noes  110:  Majority  80. — (Div.  list, 
No.  186.) 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Kecovery  from  grand  jury 
of  adranoe  made.) 

Mb.  BIGOAE  moved  that  Progress 
be  reixirted. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  press  the  Motion, 
the  Bill  being  one  of  importance  to  Ire- 
land, and  the  remaining  Amendments 
being  unlikely  to  occupy  the  Committee 
more  than  a  few  minutes. 

Mb.  BI(}0AB  said,  he  would  giro 
them  fire  minutes  more. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Advances  for  support  of 
lunatio  asylums  by  county  treasurer  in- 
stead of  out  of  Consolidated  Fund.) 

Captain  NOLAN  moved  the  omission 
of  the  clause. 

Question  put,  "That  Clause  4  stand 
part  of  the  BUL" 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  90; 
Noes  16:  Majority  74. — (Div.  list, 
No.  187.) 

Mb.  B.  power,  remarking  that  the 
five  minutes  generously  riven  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  had  expired,  moved 
to  report  Progress.  

Thb  CHANCELLOB  of  thx  EXOHE- 
QUEB  said,  he  had  no  wish  to  press  the 
Bill  on  if  Irish  Members  were  unwilling, 
bat  he  intimated  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  fix  an  early  day  for  resuming 
the' 


After  some  discussion, 
MxAixm  agreed  to. 


report  Fktj^ress 

•gain  upon  2%mr$dag  6th  July. 


SHBBIFF  0OXTBT8  (SOOTLAIO))  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  in  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
Sheriff  Substitnte  and  Procurators  Fiscal  in 
Scotland ;  to  extend  the  juriadiotion  and  amend 
the  procedure  in  the  Sheriff  Courts  of  Scotland ; 
and  for  certain  other  purposes,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  The  Lord  Adtocatb  and  Sir 
HuniT  SBLwnr-lBBiTsoir. 

BUlpreiented,  and  read  the  first  tune  [Bill  209.] 


GENEBAL  POLIOE  AKD  DCFROYEMEin'  (SCOT- 
LAND) PBOYISIOITAL  ORDER  00N7IRMA- 

Tiov  (lbith)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Adtocatb,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Provisional  Order  under  '*  The  (Gene- 
ral Police  and  Improyement  ^Scotland)  Act, 
1862,"  relating  to  tne  burgh  (a  Leith,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  The  Lord  Adtocati  and 

Sir  HbKBT  SlLWIN-lBBBTSOZf. 

Bill/»r#Mfi^,andreadthe  first  time.  [Bill  211.] 


GENERAL  POLIOE  AND  IMPROVEMENT  (SCOT- 
LAND)  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  CONFIRMA- 
TION (GLASGOW)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Adyocatb,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Prorisional  Order  under  *'  The  (Gene- 
ral Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Act, 
1862,"  rolating  to  the  burgh  of  Glasgow,  ordered 
to  be  brou^t  in  by  The  Lord  Advocatb  and 
Sir  HiNRT  Sblwim-Ibbitsoh. 

Bill  j9r»MiilM^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  210.] 


POST  OFFICE    MONEY  ORDERS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith, 
Bin  to  amend  the  Law  with  respect  to  Money 
Orders  granted  or  issued  by  or  under  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Postmaster  General,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  bv  Mr.  William  Hsicrt  Smith  and 
Lord  JoHX  Manitrrs. 

Billi»r«fmM»  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill212.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  aclock. 


HOUSE    OF    L0BD8, 
IHdag,  22nd  June,  1877. 

HDrUTES.]  —  PuBUC  Bills— itirpoW—Osme 
Uws  (Scotland)  Amendment  (97-US). 

Third  Eeeditti  Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries 
Order  Oonfirmation*  (78);  Fisheries  (Orsters, 
Crabs,  and  Lobsters)  *  (108),  nndpaeeed. 


H7  Gam  Lawi  (Scotland)         (LOHDS) 
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GAME  LAWS  (SCOTLANI))  AMENDMENT 

BILIr— (Nos.  44-97.X 

{Th4  Earl  of  Rosehery,) 

BEPOBT  OF  AMSNDMEirrS. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

The  Easl  of  MTNTO   proposed,  in 
Clause    3    (Interpretation    Claase),   to 
leave    out    the     4th     sub-section,    by 
which   the    word    "  Game "    is    inter- 
preted to  include  "  all  the  animals  enu- 
merated in  the  Game  Acts,  or  any  of 
them,"  and  to  give  a  distinct  enumera- 
tion of  the  animals  that  were  included 
within  the  purriew  of  the  Act.  The  noble 
Earl  said  that  in  an  Act  of  this  kind,  it 
was  fSar  better  to  have  a  distinct  defini- 
tion of  what  rame  really  was,  rather 
than  define  it  by  scheduling  a  nimiber 
of  Acts  of  Parliament — some  of  which 
were  obsolete — and  enacting  that  the 
ntn'mitla   which  wcro  defined  in  those 
Acts  as  game  should  be  taken  to  be  game 
under  this  Act.    For  instance,  the  first 
Act  referred  to  in  the  Schedule,  ''  an  Act 
of  the  Parliament  of  Scotland,  passed  in 
the  year    1587,   chapter   43,   entituled 
*  Ag^nis  slayeris  of  deir  and  utheris 
wyld  beastis.'  "    That  Act  was  obsolete. 
Again,  in  the  discussion  of  the  measure 
in  Committee,  he  asked  his  noble  Friend 
who  had  charge  of  the  Bill,  whether 
woodi-pigeons  were  included  in  any  of 
the  Acts  referred  to  in  the  Schedule  of 
the  Bill.    Now,  he  himself  should  inter- 
pret it  as  including  wood-pigeons ;  but 
the  noble  Earl  said  that  he  did  not 
know.    Now,  it  seemed  to  him  (the  Earl 
of  Minto)  to  be  monstrous  to  legislate 
upon  the  subject  without  knowing  the 
scope  of  the  proposed  Bill.    Was  it  or 
was  it  not  intended  to  include  wood- 
pigeons,  because  they  were   certainly 
quite  as  destructiTe  to  the  crops  of  the 
ikrmer  as  any  other  birds  which  were 
enumerated  in  the  Acts  scheduled.  There 
was  no  question  that  this  Bill  dealt  with 
animals  fera  Natura,  and  with  a  larse 
number  of  animals  that  were  especiaUy 
enumerated  as  ''  game "  in  the  former 
Acts.    Now,  on  looking  at  one  of  those 
Acts,  the  first  birds  enumerated  in  the 
list  of  game  were   ''bustards."     But 
there  was  not  a  bustard  in  the  whole  of 
Scotland — they  might  just  as  well  insert 
"pterodactyls"  in  the  list.     Again,  it 
was   only  yexy  recently  tiiat   snipes, 
woodcocks,    herons,    and   quails   were 


made  game,  and  then  only  incidentally, 
by  tiieir  being  indudea  in  the  Act 
passed  in  tiie  Session  of  Williaxn  IT., 
called  the  Gume  Trespasses  Act.  Be£ofi 
that  time  they  were  not  game  at  alL 
That  Act  referred  entirely  to  ireepajnei 
on  property,  and  it  might  be  quite  right 
to  punish  persons  for  trespassing  in 
pursuit  of  snipes  and  woodcocke  as  well 
as  for  trespassing  in  pursuit  ot  any 
other  birds.  But  it  was  quite  anoUicr 
question  whether  the  Schedule  of  other 
Acts  could  with  propriety  be  called  s 
sufficient  definition  of  "  game  "  as  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Act  itself. 

Amendment  moved,  in  Claoae   3,  to 

leave  out  sub-section  4,  and  inaert  as 

a  new  sub-section — 

'*  4.  The  word  '  game '  shall  mean,  deer,  roci 
hares,  rabbits,  pheasants,  partridgCN^  grooKv 
black  game,  ptarmigan ; " 

and,  after  sub-section  4,  add  as  a  vbw 
sub-section — 

"  5.  The  term  'Game  Acta'  shall  mean  tha 
Acts  enumerated  in  the  Schedule  to  this  Ad 
annexed."— (7!^  Earl  of  Minto.) 

Thb  Eabl  of  BOSEBEBY  said* 
there  were  good  reasons  why  it  would 
be  yeiy  inexpedient  to  agree  with  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl.  Then 
were  already  seven  or  eight  game  lists, 
aU  of  them  yeiy  full  and  oomprehensiTe 
in  their  character,  contained  in  the  seve- 
ral Acts  enumerated  in  the  Schedule, 
and  it  now  appeared  to  him  that  the 
noble  Earl  wisned  to  add  an  eighth 
list — which  in  his  (the  Earl  of  &ee- 
bery's);  opinion,  would  create  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  confiision,  and  only 
supplement  in  an  imperfect  manner  whsi 
had  already  been  done.  But  when  he 
looked  at  tne  amended  list  proposed  of 
the  noble  Earl,  the  first  thing  he  had  to 
consider  was  whether  the  ustB  whidi 
were  already  in  existence  were  either 
too  ftdl  or  deficient;  and  it  was  ouits 
dear  from  the  speech  of  the  noUe  £Bii 
that  he  believed  they  were  too  ftJL 
Now,  he  did  not  think  there  was  a  ra- 
tional Member  of  their  Lordships'  Hoobs 
but  would  affree  that  it  was  unneoesssiy 
to  add  another  to  the  already  existiof 
game  list.  According  to  the  noble  Earl*t 
idea,  it  would  seem  that  he  feared  tkut 
the  wood-pigeon  was  included  beoaose 
the  term  '*  wild  beasts "  was  used,  but 
it  might  just  as  well  be  held  to  include 
the  Colorado  beetle.  There  was  tiie  to- 
ther  objection  to  the  Amendment  of  ths 
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noble  Earl  that  all  tLa  dauseB  of  the 
Bill  dealt  with  contracts;  but  the  10th 
aad  11th  dauses  referred  to  the  amend- 
ment of  criminal  procedure  under  the 
Oame  Laws  enumerated  in  the  Schedule, 
and  the  penalties  of  those  Acts  could 
onlj  be  exacted  under  the  game  lists  in 
those  Acts. 

The  Eabl  op  MINTO  said,  he  had  no 
such  wish. 

Ths  Eaill  of  BOSEBEBY:  Then 
it  was  absohiteljr  necessary  to  refer  back 
to  the  other  clauses. 

Thb  Duks  of  SICHMOND  aitd 
OOBDON  hoped  the  noble  Earl  would 
not  press  his  Amendment.  He  belieyed 
that  all  the  game  it  was  necessary  to 
define  was  defined  within  the  four  cor- 
ners of  the  Acts  that  had  been  scheduled. 
One  yeiy  good  reason  for  their  not 
adopting  the  Amendment  was,  that  in 
all  ukelihood  it  would  tend  to  limit  the 
di^nition  of  the  word  ''game''  to  the 
animals  therein  enumerated;  whereas 
the  definition  at  th«  present  moment  was 
to  be  in  accordance  with  the  definition 
giTsn  to  game  in  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
which  were  scheduled. 

Thz  Duki  of  ABOYLL  also  opposed 
the  Amendment.  He  would  pomt  out 
that  as  the  proposed  definition  would 
afEeot  the  list  of  game  contained  in  all 
the  Acts  scheduled  it  would  affect  all 
prosecutions  arising  out  of  any  of  those 
Acts  in  respect  of  all  animals,  as  well 
those  that  were  not  enumerated  as 
those  that  were. 

Thb  Ejlbl  of  MINTO  said,  that  as 
he  read  the  words  of  the  Bill,  "  game  " 
was  to  indude  all  that  was  enumerated 
in  the  Schedules  of  other  Acts ;  but,  in- 
asmuch as  this  was  an  Act  to  regulate 
the  relation  between  landlord  and  te- 
nants, ha  could  not  help  thinking  that 
the  title  of  the  BiU  should  be  amended 
•o  as  to  correspond  with  that  fact.  Why 
should  that  fact  not  be  set  forth  in  the 
title?  However,  if  their  Lordships  would 
not  support  him,  he  would  not  perserere 
say  longer  in  arguing  in  fayour  of  his 
Amendment. 

OnQuestionr  R$99k€d'm^ti» N$g9*w0. 

Ths  Eahl  of  flETiTTnRTC  mored  an 
Amsodmaat  in  Clause  3  (Interpretation 
Qanse)  to  insert  after  the  word  "  grass," 
in  the  definition  of  the  word  ''  crops," 
the  words  "  imdBr  eohiyaiian,"  so  as  to 
make  the  clause  read,  ''  the  word  srop 
shall  indude  grass  under  oultiTation." 


The  noble  Earl  said  that  he  moyed  the 
Amendment  at  the  request  of  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Bucdeuch),  who 
was  unable  to  be  in  his  place  to-night. 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
except  the  grass  land  on  moors  and 
mountains  firom  the  operation  of  the 
BilL  It  was  perfectly  dear  that  the 
framers  of  the  measure  had  no  intention 
of  ettending  its  provision  to  the  tops  of 
mountains,  and  to  those  large  districts 
in  which  there  could  be  no  possible  in- 
jury done  by  rame.  He  therefore  pro- 
posed to  insert  after  the  word  ''  grass" 
the  words  **  land  under  cultivation," — 
unless  their  Lordships  should  be  of 
opinion  that  the  object  could  be  better 
effected  by  the  amendments  whidi  had 
been  put  on  the  Paper  by  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Eosebery). 

The  Eabl  of  BOSEBEBY  suggested 
diat  the  object  of  tiie  noble  Earl  might 
be  better  obtained  by  the  adoption  of 
the  word  '' muirland,''  which  was  very 
well  known  to  the  Scotch  law,  rather 
than  by  the  insertion  of  the  words, 
"land  under  cultivation;"  because,  if 
they  adopted  those  words,  the  matter 
would  be  left  very  undefined,  seeing 
that  some  land  might  be  partly  under 
cultivation  and  purtly  muirland,  and 
the  adoption  of  such  words  would  bring 
the  whole  of  that  land  under  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act.  With  respect  to  the 
word  ''  muirland,"  a  very  distinct  defi- 
nition of  it  had  been  given  by  Lord  Oook- 
bum  in  a  Scotch  cause.  The  object  of 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Bucdeuch) 
being  undoubtedly  to  exdude  the  moors 
of  Scotland  from  the  scope  of  the  Bill, 
he  thought  that  if  they  added  the  words 
"  except  muirland,"  tiiey  would  better 
effect  tnat  object  than  by  using  the  words 
proposed  by  the  noble  Earl. 

!tes  DuKX  OF  ABGYLL  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  matter  one  of  very  great 
importance,  as  in  all  probability  tha 
quantity  of  ''  grass  land  under  cultiva- 
tion "  on  moors  would  be  very  small ; 
but  a  question  might  arise  whether,  if 
the  words  "land  under  cultivation" 
were  adopted,  it  might  not  be  taken  to 
mean  land  under  arable  course  of  culti- 
vation. He  believed  that  the  words 
sumested  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Boeebexr)  were  preferable  to  those 
suggested  by  the  noble  Ead  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Selkirk). 

Thb  Dun  of  BIOHMOND  ahd 
OOBDON  said,  he  thought  the  word 
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"muirland"  was  preferable  to  "grass 
land  under  cultiyation." 

Amendment  negatived. 

Then,  on  the  Motion  of  the  Earl  of 
RosEBEBY,  Amendment  made;  subsec- 
tion 5  struck  outf  and  the  following  sub- 
stituted : — 

"6.  The  word  *crop'  shall  inclade  *grasfl/ 
whether  intended  for  hay  or  pasture,  except 
where  grown  upon  muirlands." 

The  Eabl  of  SELKIRK  moved  an 
Amendment  in  Clause  7  (Provisions  as  to 
arbitrations  for  settling  olaims  of  damage 
between  lessors  and  lessees),  to  leave 
out  the  words 

{**  When  a  lessor  and  lessee  agree  in  writing 
to  refer  to  arbitration  any  claun  of  damage 
arising  under  this  Act,")  and  insert  (*'  In  aJl 
cases  where  there  is  a  clause  in  a  lease  providing 
for  the  settlement  of  disputes  by  arbitration, 
the  case  shall  be  at  once  referred  to  the  arbiter 
pointed  out  in  the  lease ;  and  where  no  such 
clause  exists  in  the  lease,  it  shall  be  com- 
petent for  a  lessor  or  lessee  to  refer  such  claims 
for  compensation  to  arbitration,  in  which  case") 

If  the  clause  were  adopted  in  the  pre- 
sent form,  there  would  be  two  sets  of 
arbitrators — ^those  appointed  under  the 
lease,  and  those  appointed  under  the 
Act.  The  effect,  therefore,  would  be  to 
render  nugatoir  the  provisions  for  arbi- 
tration under  the  lease. 

The  Eabl  of  ROSEBEET  reminded 
their  Lordships  that  this  was  a  point 
which  had  been  decided  in  Committee, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  any  addi- 
tional reasons  had  been  alleged  by  the 
noble  Earl  to  induce  them  to  change  the 
decision  at  which  they  then  arrived.  If 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl  was 
inserted,  no  one  would  know  under  what 
arbitration  disputes  with  respect  to 
damage  by  game  would  come.  He 
thought  that  it  would  be  better  to  have 
one  uniform  arbitration  like  that  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill.        

The  Eabl  op  SELKIRK  said,  that 
the  Amendment  would  certainly  be  an 
interference  with  the  principle  of  arbi- 
tration as  laid  down  in  the  lease. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
(JORDON  ventured  to  urge  upon  his 
noble  Friend  not  to  press  this  Amend- 
ment. He  c^uite  agreed  with  him  when 
he  said  that  it  was  possible  that  disputes 
might  arise  imder  the  lease ;  but  it  was 
equally  possible  that  they  might  arise 
outside  the  lease,  and  the  arbitration  now 
proposed  would  enable  tiiem  to  dispose 
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of  matters  which  were  not  contemplated 
in  the  lease.  If  this  provision  was  in- 
serted for  the  purpose  of  deciding  the 
way  in  which  all  disputes  arising  out  of 
the  lease  were  to  be  decided,  it  was 
better  to  confine  all  decisions  to  one  kind 
of  arbitration.  It  was  perfectly  pos- 
sible that  the  lease  might  contain  nothing 
whatever  in  regard  to  game,  and  still  it 
might  provide  for  arbitration  of  dis- 
putes which  might  arise  under  the 
lease ;  but  it  could  not  possibly  provide 
for  the  settlement  of  disputes  arising 
outside  the  lease.  In  his  opinion,  the 
clause  as  it  stood  would  work  better 
than  it  would  if  amended  in  the  manner 
proposed  by  the  noble  Earl. 

TW&  Eabl  of  SELKIRK  repeated, 
that  when  in  the  lease  itself  there  was  a 
clause  to  the  effect  that  disputes  between 
the  parties  should  be  settled  in  the  way 
which  was  pointed  out  by  the  lease,  that 
was  the  way  in  which  the  parties  to  the 
lease  had  contracted  to  arbitrate.  It 
was  therefore  a  plain  infraction  of  the 
principle  of  freedom  of  contract  to  en- 
act that  they  should  be  settled  in  another 
manner. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  as  far  as  he  understood  the  argu- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  there  were  some  grounds  for 
his  Amendment,  and  he  was  not  at  all 
sure  that  some  change  in  the  dause 
might  not  be  introduced  which,  without 
affecting  the  general  principle  of  arbi- 
tration under  the  Bill,  would  carry  out 
his  view.  He  understood  the  noble  Earl 
to  say  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
would  affect  leases  which  were  hereafter 
made.  It  therefore  applied  to  the  future. 
But  landlords  and  tenants  might  agree 
to  leave  the  settlement  of  any  disputes 
arising  under  the  lease  to  arbitration  as 
agreed  in  the  lease  itself;  while  dis- 
putes arising  out  of  damage  done  by 
game  might  be  left  to  the  arbitration 
proposed  by  the  Bill.  He  did  not  sup- 
pose the  noble  Earl  who  had  charge  of 
the  measure  would  object  to  some  such 
provision  being  inserted  in  the  Bill. 

The  Eabl  of  ROSEBERY  reminded 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  that  there 
was  already  one  general  provision  for 
arbitration  in  the  jBill,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  very  inexpedient  to  introduce 
a  second. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  he  was  quite  aware  of  the  provirion 
referred  to ;  but  he  thought  that  where 
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the  landlord  and  tenant  agreed  in  the 
lease  to  settle  disputes  arising  out  of 
damage  done  by  game,  as  well  as  other 
matters  acoordmg  to  terms  contained  in 
the  lease,  there  might  be  a  provision  en- 
abling them  to  do  so  without  interfering 
with  the  general  prindple  of  arbitration 
contained  in  the  Bill. 

The  Dttkb  of  AEGYLL  understood 
the  effect  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Earl  to  be,  that  in  leases  where 
there  was  a  general  clause  for  arbitra- 
tion on  matters  arising  out  of  the  lease, 
the  arbitration  should  indude  disputes 
arising  out  of  the  damage  oausea  by 
game,  and  that  they  should  not  be  sub- 
ject to  the  special  arbitration  provided 
y  the  Bill.  He  did  not  think  that  there 
was  any  objection  to  the  introduction  of 
such  a  principle  into  the  Bill ;  but  he 
doubted  whether  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed would  exactly  meet  the  case. 

The  Eabl  of  SELKIRK  said,  that  he 
would  probably  be  able  to  suggest  some 
words  that  would  meet  the  difficulty  on 
the  third  reading. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

The  Earl  of  STATE  moved  an 
Amendment  to  add  Proviso  to  Olause  6, 
sub-section  2, 

(Provisions  as  to  actions  of  damage  between 
lessor  and  lessee.) 

After  ("sterling")  add  ("Provided  always, 
that  tiie  sheriff  substitute  shall,  whenever  re- 
quired to  do  so  by  either  party,  take  and  record 
the  evidence  laid  before  him,  in  which  case  an 
appeal  shall  lie  to  the  sheriff,  whose  judgment 
shall  be  finaL 

The  noble  Earl  said,  that  by  the  Bill,  as 
it  now  stood,  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Sheriff-substitute,  which  was  now  limited 
to  trial  of  small  debts  to  the  amoimt  of 
£12,  would  be  extended  to  the  trial  of 
disputes  between  landlords  and  tenants, 
often  involving  very  nice  and  intricate 
questions,  up  to  £60. 

The  Eabl  of  EOSEBEBY  thought 
that  their  Lordships  could  very  well 
trust  the  Sheriff's-substitute  with  the 
settlement  of  disputes  under  this  Bill. 
The  main  objection  which  he  had  to  the 
Amendment  was,  that  whereas  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  was  to  render  easier  the 
relations  between  landlords  and  tenants, 
this  Amendment  would  tend  to  increase 
litigation,  by  giving  a  right  of  appeal 


from  the  Oourt  of  the  Sheriff-substitute 
to  that  of  the  Sheriff. 

The  Eabl  of  STAIR  said,  this  was  a 
point  upon  which  he  should  feel  it  ne- 
cessary to  divide  the  House. 

After  a  short  conversation. 

The  Eabl  of  BOSEBEEY  oonsented 
to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Words  added, 

Olause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Further  Amendments  made. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO  moved  to  insert 
in  the  title  of  the  Act,  the  words — (**  to 
regulate  the  relations  between  landlords 
and  tenants  in  respect  of  damages  by 
Game,  and  ").  The  noble  Earl  said,  that 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  which  he 

E reposed  was  to  make  the  title  more 
armonious  with  the  Bill  itself,  so  as  to 
make  it  intelligible  to  the  people  of 
Scotland  at  large. 

The  Duke  of  EIOHMOND  and 
QOEDON  said,  it  was  unnecessary  to  put 
in  further  words  to  express  the  object 
of  the  Bill.  Although  it  was  perfecUv 
plain  that  this  would  be  an  Act  which 
would  regulate  the  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  express  that  intention  in  the 
title. 

The  LOED  OHANCELLOE  said, 
the  object  of  the  noble  Earl  appeared  to 
be  to  impress  upon  the  title  the  idea  of 
the  nature  of  the  Bill  itself.  But  that 
seemed  sufficiently  done  by  the  short 
title  of  the  Act — **  An  Act  to  amend  the 
Laws  relating  to  Game  in  Scotland." 

The  Eabl  of  EOSEBEEY  said,  he 
had  no  objection  to  the  addition  pro- 
posed to  the  title ;  but  he  thought  with 
the  noble  Duke  and  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  that  it  was  unnecessary. 

On  Question  ?  Jtesohed  in  the  Negative. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Tuesday  next ; 
and  to  be  printed,  as  amended.  (No. 
118.) 

House  adjonmed  at  a  quarter  past 

8ix  o'clock  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 
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on  the  Paper,  are  now  all  hefon  Ae 
Gk)yeniment.  I  dxerefore  prcmoae  to 
eommit  the  BiU  pro  formd  to-dar,  in 
order  tiiat  the  Gk)Temment  maj  taJtt  all 
these  Amendments  into  their  oonaden- 
tion,  and  see  what  they  can  accept,  and 
what  they  will  feel  bomid  to  oppose. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Fytday,  22ud  June,  1877. 


MINUTES]  *—  Public  Bills  —  R$»luU<m 
[Jime  %V\  r$pcrt4d~'Ord§t0^^Fini  Beading^ 
East  India  Loan  •  [215]. 

Second  Reading — Gountj  Offioers  and  Ck>art8 
(Ireland)|[67]. 

Select  Committee — Report — ^New  Forest*  [No. 
281] ;  Sale  of  Intoxicating  liquors  on  Sun- 
day (Ireland)  (re-eomm,)  •  [No.  283]. 

Committee — Supreme  Court  ii  Judicature  (Ire- 
land) (re-comm,)  [184] — ^b.p. 

Committee — Report — Boads  and  Bridges  (Scot- 
land)* [66-214];  Rojal  Iririi  Constabulary* 
[203]. 

Third  Reading — ^Elementary  Education  Provi- 
sional Order  Confirmation  (London)  *  [1791, 
and  paeeedj  Colonial  Fortifications  [174J, 
debate  atffoumed. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 


QUESTION. 


AKMY  PROMOTION— THE  WARRANT. 

QXTEsnoir. 

SiB  PATRICK  O'BEIEN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether,  in 
the  event  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Army  Promotion  and  Retirement  Com- 
mission being  carried  out  in  their  en- 
tirely, the  promotion  of  the  officers  of 
the  Royal  Artillery  and  Royal  Engineers 
win  in  a  short  time  be  from  four  to  six 
years  behind  that  of  the  Line ;  and,  if 
so,  will  he  take  steps  for  such  a  revision 
of  the  scheme  as  might  prerent  this  in- 
justice beingdone  to  the  scientific  corps f 

Mb.  GAlSORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  hoped  to  lay  the  Warrant 
which  he  had  prepared,  containing  the 
Regulations,  on  the  Table  in  July,  and 
when  they  were  there  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  find  that  the  recommendations  of 
the  Commission  had  been  carried  out. 

ROADS  AND  BRIDGES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

OBSEBYATIOKS. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  I  think 
it  may  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
Scotch  Members  if  I  state  the  course 
that  the  Government  wish  to  take  with 
regard  to  the  Roads  and  Bridges  (Soot- 
land)  Bill,  which  stands  second  on  the 
list  of  Orders  to-day.  The  Amendments, 
a  considerable  number  of  which  appear 


ORDERS    OF    THE   DAY. 


SUPREME   COURT    OF   JUDICATTBB 
(IRELAND)  {re^eommittod)  BILL.— [Bill  181] 
{Mr,  SolieUor  General  for  Jrelamd,  Sir  Wekad 

SieiS'Beaeh,) 

ooiaciTTBB.      IPro^eti  l9iA  Jume.] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

On  Question,  <'  That  the  Preambk  be 
postponed," 

Mb.  BIOGAR  moved  that  the  (%li^ 
man  should  report  Progress,  in  (odm 
that  the  House  might  prooeed  to  tiit 
discussion  of  the  second  reading  of  tiie 
County  Officers  and  (Courts  (Ireland)  BiL 
There  were  several  reasons  why  tfatt 
Bill  should  be  taken  first,  and  not  tbs 
least  was  that  the  number  of  Judgei 
that  would  be  required  imder  the  Judi- 
oature  Bill  must  depend  upon  tlie  Ooontj 
Courts  Bill.  There  was  no  great  need 
of  pressure  with  regard  to  the  former; 
but  it  seemed  to  be  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  non-lawyers  among  the 
Irish  Representatives,  that  the  Coonty 
Courts  Bill  was  really  urgent,  in  order 
to  provide  aeainst  the  expnense  and  an- 
noyance to  which  small  suitors  were  put 
in  having  to  go  to  the  (Tourt  of  Ohanoesy. 
He  expected  to  be  opposed  by  the  law- 
yers, because  it  was  their  interest  to  ^ 
as  much  business  done  in  the  Superior 
Courts  as  possible. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  raopossd, 
*'  That  the  (Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  ait  again."  —  (i£r. 
Eufgar,) 

Mb.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mi. 
Biggar)  that  it  was  greatly  to  be  de- 
plorad  that  the  Bill  was  taken  before 
the  County  Courts  BilL  The  latter  wai 
very  much  needed,  as  cases  were  fre* 
quently  arising  in  which  rreat  iniusties 
was  done  to  suitors  in  sma!u  cases  bj  the 
enormous  costs  involved  in  actions  in  the 
Superior  Courts.    He  did  not  think  it 
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mattered  if  the  BQl  did  not  become  law 
for  a  year  or  two,  whilst  the  County 
Courts  Bill  was  one  of  pressing  impor- 
tance. He  was  sore  that,  if  it  coola  be 
done  eonreniently,  the  rifht  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  (General  for  Ireland 
would  be  disposed  to  consolt  the  interests 
of  the  pnbho  and  the  wishes  of  Irish 
Members  in  this  matter. 

ICb.  CSHAUOHNESSY  denied  that 
there  was  any  foundation  for  the  charee 
whidi  the  hon.  Member  for  Cayan  (Mr 
Biggar)  had  brought  against  those 
BepresentatiyeB  of  Ireland  who  were 
members  of  the  Bar. 

Mb.  BIOGAB  denied  that  he  had 
made  any  charge  against  them.  All  he 
said  was  that,  like  other  people,  they 
were  desirous  of  making  as  much  profit 
as  they  oould,  and  he  did  not  suggest  in 
the  slightest  degree  that  they  were  in- 
fluenced by  corrupt  motiyes. 

Mb.  (ySHAUGHNESSY  considered 
thi^  to  say,  ^at  in  expressing  their 
opinions  upon  legal  measures,  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Irish  Bar  would  be  influenced 
br  the  chanoes  of  fees,  as  a  rery  direct 
charge  against  them.  He  was  not  now 
a  practitioner  at  the  Irish  Bar,  and  oer- 
tamly  that  charge  could  not  be  made 
against  him.  The  greatest  iniustice  and 
inconTenience  arose  from  tiie  double  pro- 
ceedings which  it  was  the  object  of  the 
Judicature  Bill  to  do  away  with;  and 
thou|Hh  the  County  Courts  Bill  might  be 
considered  more  pressing,  nothing  was 
to  be  gained  by  obstructing  both.  Let 
Irish  Members  treat  the  question  which 
should  hare  precedence,  as  one  of  great 
importance  and  take  a  dirision  upon  it ; 
bnt  let  Uiem  not  waste  time  in  useless 
discussion,  especially  after  the  offer  of 
the  Ooremment  to  send  the  other  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee.  It  would  be  a 
terious  thinff  to  interfere  with  the  dis- 
cretion of  uie  Gbvemment  as  to  the 
order  in  which  the  measures  were  set 
down  for  discussion. 

Mb.  law,  while  regarding  the  mea- 
■ore  as  one  of  considenble  importance, 
ooDCurrod  in  the  sugg^estion  that  the 
diflerenoe  of  opinion  as  to  which  was 
the  more  pressing  matter  should  be 
brought  to  the  test  of  a  division.  The 
genend  sense  of  the  Committee  should 
be  asoeiiained  with  regard  to  the  Mo- 
tion, aod  the  minority  should  yield  to 
the  majority. 

Mb.  fay  thought  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Cayan  (Mr.  Biggar) 


was  too  much  enamoured  of  the  County 
Courts  Bill.  To  give  to  the  County 
Courts  an  equitable  jurisdiction  that 
would  be  of  any  great  practical  advan- 
tage could  not  be  done  without  large 
staffs ;  and  that  being  so,  he  questioned 
whether  the  classes  intended  to  be  bene- 
fitted would  find  themselyes  any  better 
for  the  change.  The  best  way  to  reach 
the  County  Cburts  Bill  was  to  get  through 
the  Judicature  Bill  as  fast  as  they  could, 
and,  in  order  to  do  that,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cayan  would  withdraw 
his  Motion,  and  not  obstruct  it.  The 
County  Courts  Bill  might  easily  be  con- 
sidered afterwards. 

Mb.  M'CAHTHY  DOWNING  wanted 
to  know,  whether  in  case  the  Judicature 
Bill  was  proceeded  with,  it  was  intended 
to  prosecute  the  County  Courts  Bill  with 
su^  vigour  as  the  Government  could 
command,  with  the  object,  if  possible, 
of  passing  it  into  law  this  Session  ? 

Mb.  ShAW  observed  that  there  was 
really  no  opposition  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  County  Courts  Bill,  and  he 
would  urge  the  Government,  therefore, 
to  consent  to  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress, in  order  that  the  Bill  might  be 
sent  to  the  Select  Committee  without 
delay. 

Mr.  PABNELL  concurred  in  the  sug- 
gestion, because  if  the  County  Courts 
Bill  was  to  pass  that  Session,  it  was 
necessaiy  that  it  should  be  taken  in 
hand  at  the  earliest  moment.  He  under- 
stood that  there  was  some  difference  of 
opinion  amongst  Irish  Members  in  re- 
mrd  to  the  constitution  of  the  Select 
Committee,  the  lawyers  widiing  it  to  be 
so  constituted  as  to  make  any  beneficial 
result  that  Session  impossible;  while 
there  were  others  who  were  not  lawyers 
who  desired  that  it  might  be  constituted 
with  power  to  carry  out  the  work  re- 
ferred to  it.  In  his  opinion  the  County 
Courts  Act  should  be  in  operation  a  year 
or  two  before  the  Judicature  Bill  passed. 

The  chairman,  calling  the  hon. 
Member  to  Order,  pointed  out  that  a 
discussion  of  the  constitution  of  the 
Select  Committee  was  at  that  stage  irre- 
levant. 

Trb  O'CONOB  don  said,  aU  agreed 
that  both  Bills  should  pass ;  but  because 
some  preferred  one,  and  some  the  other, 
they  were  in  danger  of  losing  both.  He 
would  suggest  that  they  should  make 
what  progress  they  could  in  Committee 
on  the  Judicature  bill,  upon  the  under^ 
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Btanding  fhat  at  fhe  end  of  the  Sittine 
the  GbTemment  should  move  the  second 
reading  of  the  County  Courte  Bill,  with 
a  view  to  refening  it  at  once  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  recognized  the 
the  fairness  of  the  suggestion  of  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Eoscommon 
(the  O'Conor  Don).  He  (the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland)  had  already  stated 
that  the  Gbyemment  were  most  anxious 
at  the  earliest  moment  to  pass  the  County 
Courts  Bill,  and  desired  to  refer  it  to  a 
Select  Committee,  with  a  view  to  its 
becoming  law  this  year.  Let  the  Com- 
mittee  go  on  and  make  real  progress 
with  the  Judicature  Bill,  and  then  at  a 
quarter  to  6,  when  the  debate  was  ad- 
journed, he  would  move  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  County  Courts  Bill,  and  that 
it  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOQHLEN  said,  he 
was  not  opposed  to  the  County  Courts 
Bill ;  but  he  must  insist  that  an  oppor- 
tunity should  be  afforded  for  the  discus- 
sion of  its  principles  before  it  went  to  a 
Select  Committee.  He  wished  himself 
to  have  the  opportunity  of  expressing 
his  views  on  it. 

Mb.  SHAW  deprecated  further  dis- 
cussion on  the  subject,  remarking  that 
if  the  House  set  about  its  business  in  a 
practical  manner,  satisfactory  progress 
might  be  made  with  both  Buls  that 
day. 

Mb.  p.  MABTIN,  as  a  business  man, 
could  see  no  reason  why  the  House 
should  not  proceed  at  once  to  discuss 
the  BilL  Most  of  the  municipal  bodies 
in  Ireland  earnestly  desired  that  the  Ju- 
dicature Bill  shoidd  be  passed.  No  doubt, 
the  County  Courts  Bill  had  been  delayed, 
but  surely  that  was  no  reason  why  the 
measure  now  under  consideration  should 
be  delayed  also.  So  far  from  Irish 
barristers  being  opposed  to  the  Coimty 
Courts  Bill,  they  were  the  first  to  urge 
the  reform  which  it  was  intended  to 
carry  out.  Though  he  was  anxious  to 
spare  the  time  of  the  House  as  much  as 
possible,  he  could  not,  as  a  County 
Member,  assent  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  County  Courts  Bill  without  a  discus- 
sion of  its  principles. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  the  County  Courts 
Bill  had  never  been  explained  to  the 
House,  neither  had  the  Judicature  Bill. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  that  the  Irish 
lawyers  evidently  desired  to  pass  the 
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Bill  without  discussion,  and  he  hapei 
that  the  County  Courts  Bill  would  he 
taken  first.  He  would  therefore  oppois 
any  further  progress  with  the  Bill  under 
disoiission  in  the  interests  of  his  consti- 
tuents. He  should  not  talk  on  the  Coontj 
Courts  Bill ;  but  he  shoidd  have  a  good 
deal  to  say  on  the  Judicature  BilL 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said, 
the  Judicature  Bill  had  already  been 
fully  explained  on  its  introduction.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  County  Courts  Bill 
had  been  brought  forward  so  long  ago 
as  February  last.  There  had  been  do 
explanation  of  its  provisions,  and  it  wu 
impossible  that  it  could  pass  the  second 
reading  without  a  full  discussion. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  10; 
Noes  180:  Majority  170.— (Div.  liit, 
No.  188.) 

SiB  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  if 
Progress  was  reported  at  6  o'clock,  the 
difficulty  would  be  solved,  and  then  ^ 
County  Courts  Bill  could  be  taken. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  that,  although  extremely  anxious 
to  make  Progress  with  the  Bill,  he  was 
equally  anxious  not  to  waste  the  time  d 
the  House,  and  to  consult  the  wishes  d 
hon.  Members.  He  would  therefore 
accept  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hoiL 
and  learned  Saronet  opposite,  on  condi- 
tion that  this  Bill  met  with  a  fair  dis- 
cussion, and  then  at  6  o'clock  he  would 
proceed  with  the  County  Courts  Bill, 
which  he  was  sure  would  also  meet  intb 
a  fair  discussion. 

Mb.  BIGGAK  said,  he  never  hesid 
anything  but  a  fair  discussion  of  the  BiU. 
The  object  seemed  to  be  to  push  th« 
Bill  through  without  discussion. 

Mb.  PM^NELL  did  not  understiad 
what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Cidd 
Secretary  meant  bv  ''  a  fair  discussion." 
He  was  prepared  to  discuss  the  BiU 
« fairly."  He  objected  to  its  pacsinff 
until,  say,  a  couple  of  years  had  elapsed 
after  the  County  Courts  Bill  was  passed. 

Mb.  SHAW  hoped  there  woula  be  no 
real  obstruction.  Whoever  obstructed 
now,  after  the  promise  of  the  Goven- 
ment,  on  their  heads  be  it. 

Majob  O'GOBMAN  :  The  right  hoa. 
Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary  talks  about 
fair  discussion  and  about  obstzuctioe. 
He  should  remember  that  on  Tuesday 
last  the  House  was  counted  out  at  9 
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work,  and  how  they  ought  to  be  paid. 
For  inatanoe,  the  duties  of  the  Laiided 
Estates  Court  had  been  performed  by 
Judge  Flanagan  much  to  the  satisfaction 
of  me  suitors,  and  that  distinguished 
Judge  had  himself  stated  publicly  that 
he  was  quite  competent  to  do  aJl  the 
work  t>f  the  Court.  But,  nevertheless, 
a  second  Judge  had  been  appointed  to 
(ke  Landed  jQstates  Court,  and  that 
second  Judge  formed  part  of  the  scheme 
of  that  Bill.  Those  two  Judges,  for  per- 
forming the  work  which  one  formerly 
did  for  £3,000  a-year,  were  to  receive 
£8,500  each.  He  hoped  that  proper 
explanations  would  be  given  on  that 
and  other  points  by  the  Government. 

Mb.  BIOGAB  complained  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  did  not  seem  inclined  to 
answer  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath's 
observations. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  thought  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  in  his  criticisms,  had  lost  sight  of 
the  substantial  reduction  in  the  Judicial 
establishment  already  effected,  and  the 
further  reductions  which  would  be  ^^du- 
ally  brought  about  by  the  operations  of 
the  Bill.  There  was  a  vacant  Judgeship 
at  present  in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
wmch  would  not  be  filled  up,  by  which 
there  would  be  a  saving  of  £8,600  a-year 
at  once.  It  was  also  proposed  that,  on 
the  first  vacancy  occurring^  in  a  PuUne 
Judgeship  of  the  Court  of  £lxchequer,  it 
would  not  be  filled  up,  whereby  another 
£3,600  would  be  saved.  It  was  also 
contemplated  that  the  next  vacancy  in 
the  Admiralty  Court  should  not  be  filled 
up.  The  same  remark  applied  to  the 
Itidceiver  Master's  office,  on  which  a 
further  saving  of  £2,500  would  be 
effected  when  a  vacancy  occurred.  With 
regard  to  the  Landed  Estates  Court, 
when  a  vacancy  by  death  or  resignation 
occurred,  it  was  proposed  that  it  should  not 
be  filled  up  without  an  opportunity  being 
given  for  ascertaining  by  a  Eoyal  Com- 
mission whether  the  appointment  of  a 
successor  was  required.  Therefore,  he 
thought  it  would  be  seen  that  the  Bill 
provided  reasonable  safeguards  against 
wasteful  expenditure  of  the  public 
money.  As  to  the  pavment  of  the  Judges, 
it  would  not  do  to  degrade  the  Judicial 
establishments  of  a  country  like  Ireland, 
so  long  as  she  had  a  separate  system. 
They  must  give,  he  did  not  say  extra- 
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o'doek  on  a  discussion  upon  a  Besolu- 
tion  brought  forward  by  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber, the  right  hon.  and  learned  Baronet 
the  Member  for  dare. 

Mb.  PABMELL  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  reform  oontemplated  by  the  measure 
was  sufficiently  extensive.  For  years 
past  it  had  been  asserted  that  the  Irish 
Judioial  Bench  was  over-manned,  over- 
paid, and  under- worked.  In  1866  there 
were  12  Irish  and  15  English  Judges, 
but  there  was  a  vexy  small  proportion  of 
judioial  work  in  Ireland  compared  with 
that  in  England.  The  number  of  writs, 
of  judgmenta  signed,  of  defences  filed, 
ana  of  prisoners  tried  in  Ireland  was  in 
about  the  proportion  of  one  sixth,  as  re- 
garded England.  That  being  so,  he 
objected  to  the  Bill,  because  it  did  not 
provide  a  sufficient  reduction,  either  in 
the  number  of  the  Irish  Judges,  or  of 
their  salaries.  It  was  true  that  the  sala- 
ries of  the  Irish  Judges  were,  perhaps, 
40  or  45  per  cent  less  than  the  salaries 
paid  to  the  English  Judges;  but  then,  in 
the  payment  of  salaries,  regard  should 
be  had  to  the  average  emoluments  earned 
by  that  portion  of  the  Profession  from 
which  Judges  were  taken,  and  the  emo- 
luments earned  by  Irish  barristers  were 
very  much  lees  than  those  earned  by 
English  banisters  of  the  same  standing. 
Very  few  Irish  barristers  earned  more 
than  £1,500  or  £2,000  a-year,  whilst 
the  average  earnings  of  English  bar- 
risters was  pobably  £6,000  or  £7,000 
a-year,  ana  they  usually  sacrificed  a 
considerable  sum  when  they  obtained  a 
seat  on  the  Bench.  Owing  to  the  system 
pursued  in  Ireland,  it  had  been  found 
naoescaiy  to  provide  places  for  barristers 
and  to  pay  them  more  biffhly  than  they 
would  otherwise  be  paid.  Ever  since 
the  Union,  therefore,  members  of  the 
Irish  Bar  had  been  more  or  less  devoted 
to  the  interests  of  the  Eoglish  Govern- 
ment, and  more  or  less  unmindful  of  the 
interests  of  their  own  country.  The  re- 
sult was,  that  in  recent  vears  it  had 
been  very  difficult  for  Irish  barristers, 
with  some  remarkable  exceptions,  to  ob- 
tain the  soffiages  of  Irish  constituencies. 
He  thoufffat  it  was  a  great  evil,  and  one 
that  ouffht  to  be  pointed  out,  that  County 
Goort  Judges  should  be  overpaid.  He 
had  wishedthat  the  Bill  oould  nave  been 
postDoned  untQ  the  County  Courts  Bill 
nad  Deea  in  operation  for  atime,  so  that 
it  would  then  be  found  how  many 
Judges  weie  necessary  to  perform  the 
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▼agant,  but  adequate  salaries  to  secure 
the  services  of  men  of  independence, 
and  to  enable  them  to  maintain  the 
dignity  suitable  to  their  high  office.  He 
repudiated,  on  the  part  of  the  Goyem- 
ment,  the  idea  of  keeping  up  a  single 
unnecessary  Judge;  but  they  thought, 
after  careful  examination,  that  the 
gradual  striking  off  of  four  Judges  was 
as  far  as,  with  a  due  regard  to  the  pub- 
lic interests,  they  could  mirly  carry  those 
reductions.  The  Judges  of  the  High 
Court  were  to  have  a  uniform  salary  of 
£3,500— a  reduction  of  under  £200 
a-year  on  the  pay  of  the  existing  Judges. 
Once  they  put  Judges  on  the  nigh 
Court,  it  was  thought  only  reasonable 
that  they  should  be  remunerated  on  the 
same  scale  as  the  other  Judges  of  that 
tribunal.  The  Judges  of  the  Landed 
Estates  Court  were,  therefore,  to  re- 
ceive £500  additional;  but  that  was 
not  all  sheer  increase  of  expenditure, 
because  part  of  the  sum  was  met  by 
sayings  from  other  changes ;  and,  more- 
over, that  extra  £500  to  the  Judges  of 
the  Landed  Estates  Court  was  balanced 
by  the  fact  that  they  would  be  compelled 
under  that  Bill  to  take  their  full  share  of 
the  work  in  the  Chancery  Division  of  the 
High  Court,  about  the  most  important 
jurisdiction  of  the  country.  Moreover, 
the  Judges  of  the  Landed  Estates  Court 
would  have  cast  on  them  the  arduous 
duty  previously  discharged  by  the  Be- 
ceiver  Master;  and  they  would  also 
have  to  take  their  share  of  Circuit  work. 
As  to  the  appointment  of  the  second 
Judge  in  the  Landed  Estates  Court,  he 

Xed  that  Judge  Flanagan  had  most 
Lrably  presided  over  that  tribunal ; 
but  that  learned  Judge  had,  £rom  his 
exceptional  experience,  possessed  extra- 
ordinary efficiency.  The  Licorporated 
Society  of  Attorneys  and  Solicitors  of 
Ireland — a  body  most  competent  to  form 
an  opinion  as  to  the  state  of  business  in 
that  Court — had  memorialized  the  GK>- 
vemment  again  and  again,  urging  the 
necessity  of  appointing  a  second  ^dge 
of  the  Landed  Estates  Court.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  Bill,  by  abolishing  and 
consolidating  offices,  would,  in  a  very 
short  time,  effect  a  saving  to  the  countiy 
of  some  thousands  a-year. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  regretted 
that  the  state  of  his  health  had  prevented 
him  from  taking  the  part  in  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Bill  which  he  had  promised 
himself.     It  wbs  always  invidious  to 
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undertake  personal  critidttn  of  offlttak ; 
but  he  d^berately  asserted,  that  if 
there  be  an  Irish  Greville,  whose 
moirs  were  to  be  published  50 
hence,  the  revelations  made  in  ^haX 
volume  in  reference  to  the  behind-tiie- 
scenes  history  of  the  recent  appoiiitm«iii 
in  the  Landed  Estates  Court  would  as- 
tonish those  who  read  them.  That  ^- 
pointment  he  had  no  hesitation  in  aaying 
was  one  of  the  worst  transactions  that 
had  taken  place  with  regard  to  the  Iriali 
Judicature  system  that  he  had  knowm 
for  40  years.  It  was  notorious  that  Mr. 
Ormsby  was  appointed,  not  because  he 
was  wanted  in  the  Landed  Estates  Court, 
but  because  his  position  as  a  Law  Officer 
of  the  Crown  was  required  for  some  o&e 
else.  The  late  Viceroy  of  Ireland  (Lord 
Spencer),  to  whose  zeal  and  honesty  re- 
garding patronage  in  Ireland  eTSxy 
Irishman  must  pay  a  just  tribute,  had 
succeeded  in  nreventing  the  appointaraeat 
of  the  secona  Judge  to  a  Court  ^rh«e 
one  Judge  was  amply  sufficient ;  but  ths 
present  (Government  had  hardly  come 
into  office,  when  they  gave  way  on  the 
point,  although  they  Imew,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  that  the  one  existing  Judge  was 
able  and  \Klling  to  do  all  the  work.  The 
salary  involved  was  a  trifle,  but  the 
principle  was  one  which  he  could  net 
help  deploring.  The  right  hon.  aand 
learned  Attorney  Genend  said  it  was 
essential  to  give  the  Judges  "»J*^Ttiy 
which  would  enable  them  to  fully  sap- 
port  their  dignity.  That  was  right;  bat, 
at  the  same  time,  it  was  possible  to  make 
them  too  high  in  proportion  to  the  earn- 
ings of  the  barristers.  In  Ireland  the 
salary  of  a  Judge  was  nearly  twice  as 
large  as  the  average  emoluments  ocf  the 
first  20  or  30  men  at  the  Bar,  and  there- 
fore ''the  Bench,  the  Bench,  the  Bench *' 
— something  from  the  GK>vemment — ^was 
the  aim  and  object  of  every  man  who 
went  to  the  Irish  Bar;  and  so  vast  was 
the  number  of  legal  appointments,  large 
and  small,  that  there  was  a  place  of 
some  kind  for  one  man  out  of  erecj 
three  or  four  at  the  Bar.  He  might  be 
told  that  he  was  not  acting  in  a  patnotie 
spirit,  and  that  he  ought  to  try  and  get 
as  much  as  possible  for  Ireland  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund;  but  he  main* 
tained  that  if  the  Judges  were  ovevpaad, 
that  money  was  money  which  a  patrioiw 
Irishman  ought  not  to  defend,  bat  ought 
to  deprecate.  He  denied  tiiat  there  was 
any  necessity  for   appointing  another 
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Judge  in  the  Landed  Estates  Omxt,  and 

Se  tiie  Qovecnment  credit  for  tiieir 
ire  to  bring  jostioe  to  the  door  of  the 
poor  Ban  by  introdiwing  the  Oountj 
Ooiixts  Billy  idiioh  ought  to  be  passed 
fiitt,  and  in  &TOiir  of  whidi  there  was  a 
general  ooaonrrenoe  of  opinion  in  Ire- 
^d.  He  should  support  the  Judicature 
Bill,  as  far  as  it  went  in  outting  down 
the  orennanning  of  die  Bench,  and  that 
eaonnous  multiplication  of  legal  offices, 
which  was  detrimental  to  the  best  in- 
(eiests  of  the  oountnr  and  fatal  to  the 
independsace  of  a  noble  Profession  which 
in  fomer  days  had  contributed  some  of 
the  brightest  pages  to  the  history  of 
their  GonntiT. 

Mr.  BIGOAB  said,  he  took  a  different 
view  of  the  measure  from  that  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth 
(Mr.  SulliTan).  He  thought  the  parallel 
between  the  English  and  Lish  J  udidal 
Staff  wns  not  a  Tery  happy  one,  for  as 
regarded  England,  the  number  of  Judges 
in  that  oountry  was  generally  alleged  to 
be  quite  inadequate  for  ue  business 
done.  Besides,  if  the  taxpayers  did  not 
object,  it  was  much  better  to  have  too 
many  Judges  than  too  fsw.  He  con- 
iidersd  it  was  only  right  that  a  Judge 
should  get  a  larger  sum  than  a  mt- 
dassman  earned  by  practice  at  the  Bar; 
and  in  his  idea,  the  aesire  prevalent  in 
the  Lish  Bar  to  obtain  a  GoTemment 
amointment  was  a  legitimate  one.  This 
Bm  was  in  some  resf^cts  rery  peculiar ; 
for,  in  a  great  many  cases,  it  stipulated 
that  no  ohanffe  should  be  xnade.  Me  did 
not  see  the  ODJect  of  introducing  a  Bill 
if  it  was  to  make  no  change.  It,  no 
doubt,  had  some  good  points;  but  it  was 
Tery  defectiye  in  others,  and,  in  his 
opinion,  it  ought  not  to  pass  in  its 
present  shape.  He  objecied  to  the 
Judges  haring  authority  £>  make  rules, 
and  to  the  Gbvemment  hayine  the 
power  of  fixing  salaries.  That  Mouse 
should  hold  Ikst  by  its  own  authority 
and  its  own  digniff,  rather  that  dele- 
gate such  extreme  powers  to  the  Courts 


''That  the  Preamble   be 
postponed,"  put^  and  0^$$d  U. 

Clausss  I  to  3,  indttsiTe,  syrsitf  #s. 

Clause  4  (Union  of  eristiny  Courts 
into  one  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature). 

Ma.  BHAW  mored  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  4,  line  8,  after  ''court'' 


to  insert  "and  the  Bankruptcy  Court." 
He  understood  that  on  a  former  occasion 
it  had  been  intended  to  facilitate  the 
Bankmptcy  business.  At  present  an 
immense  amount  of  costs  were  accumu- 
lated in  Bankruptcy  cases,  owing  to  the 
fact  that  they  had  to  be  adjudicated  in 
Dublin  and  wound  up  there.  He  thought 
this  eril  would  be  avoided  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  local  Bankruptcy  Courts. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson^  pointed  out 
that  this  appointment  of  local  Bank- 
ruptcy Courts  would  not  be  facilitated 
by  the  Amendment.  But  the  present 
constitution  of,  and  the  members  em- 
ployed in,  the  Irish  Bankruptcy  Courts 
were  engaging  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
▼emment,  and  they  hoped  to  legislate 
on  the  subject  next  Session.  For  that 
reason,  amongst  others,  it  had  not  been 
deemed  desirable  to  incdude  them  in  the 
present  Bill,  as  forming  a  part  of  the 
Migh  Court  of  Justice. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Clause  a^mf  to. 

Clause  5  agr$$d  to. 

Clause  6  (Constitution  of  High  Court 
of  Justice  in  Ireland). 

Mb.  MELDON  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  4,  line  26,  after  **  hereto- 
fore," to  insert— 

"  except  that  no  future  Lord  Chancellor  shall 
be  aroointed,  unlets  he  shall  be  of  fifteen  years' 
standing  at  least  at  the  Bar  of  Ireland." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  4,  line  26,  after  the  word  **  hereto* 
fore/'  to  insert  the  words  '*  exce^  that  no  future 
Lord  Chancellor  shall  be  appointed  unless  he 
shall  be  of  fifteen  years*  standing  at  least  at 
the  Bar  of  Ireland."— (ifr.  Mtldon^ 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  pob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Oibsok)  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  pressed.  He 
could  not  see  why  the  Lord  Chancellor- 
ship for  Ireland  should  be  absolutely  re- 
stricted to  a  member  of  the  Irish  Bar, 
seeing  that  there  was  nothing  to  prevent 
a  member  of  the  Bar  in  Ireland  being 
LordChancellorinthiscountry,  andthatin 
fact  the  present  Lord  Chancellor  of  Eng- 
land was  a  distinguished  Irishman.  The 
Ixiah  Lord  Chancellorship  had  been  held 
by  Lord  Campbell,  Lora  St.  Leonards, 
and  othsr  distmguished  English  lawyers 
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with  great  advantage,  and  it  wotdd  not 
be  desirable  to  limit  the  area  of  selec- 
tion for  the  office,  as  proposed. .  It  had 
been  found  in  the  past  that  the  Execu- 
tive, in  filling  the  post,  had  fairly  con- 
sidered the  cLEums  of  the  Irish  Bar.  It 
was  very  undesirable  to  lay  down  a  hard- 
and-fast  line  in  this  matter,  as  it  might 
have  the  effect  on  some  occasions  of  pre- 
venting Ireland  firom  havine  the  ser- 
vices, as  Lord  Chancellors,  of  the  men 
best  fitted  for  the  position. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOaHLEN,  on  the 
contrary,  hoped  the  Amendment  would 
be  pressed.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  there  was  nothing  to 
prevent  the  appointment  of  a  member  of 
the  Irish  Bar  to  the  post  of  Lord  Ohan- 
cellor  of  England,  but  he  (Sir  Oolman 
O'Loghlen)  would  like  to  see  it  at- 
tempted. There  was  no  reason  why  the 
Irish  Lord  Chancellor  should  not,  like 
the  other  Irish  Judges,  be  regarded  to 
belong  to  the  Irish  Bar.  With  reference 
to  the  appointment  of  of  Lord  Campbell 
as  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  he  must 
observe  that  that  noble  and  learned  Lord 
never  held  a  brief  in  a  Court  of  Equity, 
and  g^reat  indignation  was  felt  in  Ire- 
land on  the  simject.  The  members  of 
the  junior  Bar  held  a  meeting,  and  pro- 
tested strongly  against  the  appointment ; 
but,  unfortunately,  they  were  not  sup- 
ported by  the  seniors,  who  did  not  like 
to  set  themselves  in  opposition  to  the 
authorities. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  observed 
that  if  the  provision  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr.  Mel- 
don)  wished  to  introduce  had  always 
been  the  law,  Ireland  would  have  lost 
the  services  of  three  of  the  most  distin- 
guished men  who  had  ever  held  the  office 
of  Lord  Chancellor — namely,  Lord  Camp- 
bell, Lord  Redesdale,  and  Lord  St.  Leo- 
nards. At  the  same  time,  he  thought 
the  head  of  the  Irish  Bench  ought  to  be 
a  member  of  the  Irish  Bar,  and  succes- 
sive Gt>vemment8  had  acted  on  that 
principle,  for  the  last  six  Chancellors 
were  Irish  barristers. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESST  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  had  said  there  was  nothing  in 
the  BiU  which  prevented  the  appoint- 
ment, as  Englifi^  Lord  ChanceUor,  of 
an  Irish  barrister,  but  the  fact  was  that 
no  such  appointment  had  ever  been 
made.  Neither  were  they  appointed  to 
other  offices,   in  instance  of  which  he 
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would  refer  to  the  appointment  of  Loii 
Plunket  as  Master  of  the  RoUb  in 
land,  which  appointment  had  to  be 
celled  on  account  of  the  oppoeitioai  of 
the  English  Bar.  With  reference  to  the 
remark  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Denbigh  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan),  as 
to  the  advantages  which  Ireland 
supposed  to  have  derived  from  the 
vices  of  Lords  Redesdale,  St.  Leonaxda* 
and  other  Englishmen,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  law  was  quite  as  well  admxma- 
tered  by  the  Ush  Lord  ChanoeUcyra  who 
had  succeeded  them — such  nien  as  Sir 
Maziefe  Brady,  Mr.  Blackburn,  and  Dr. 
Ball.  It  was  most  important  that  the 
Irish  Lord  Chancellor  snould  be 
perienced  member  of  the  Irisl 
They  had,  for  example,  a  code  of  Jjuad 
Laws  widelv  differing  from  that  of  Bor- 
land, and  ihe  President  of  the  Ultimate 
Court  of  Appeal  for  Land  Law  Games 
was  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland. 
The  only  thing  he  would  suggest  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kildare 
was  that,  if  the  Amendment  was  to  be 
adopted  in  its  present  form,  they  might 
deprive  themselves  of  the  advantages  to 
be  derived  from  the  appointment  of  an 
Equity  Judge  to  the  highest  judicial 
office.  He  further  thought  that  the 
Amendment  would  be  improved  if  10 
years'  standing  at  the  Bar  was  auheti- 
tuted  for  15  years. 

Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  oat 
the  word  ''fifteen,"  and  inserting  the 
word  **  ten." 

Question  put, 

*'  That  the  words  '  except  that  no  future  Lovd 
Chancellor  shall  bo  appointed  nnlesi  he  ahaH  be 
of  ten  years'  standing  at  least  at  the  B«r  cl 
Ireland '  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  dwided: — ^Ayes  106* 
Noes  202:  Majority  96.— (Div.  IJat, 
No.  189.) 


On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  PAsinLi. 
Mr.  Butt),  Amendment  made  in 
line  29,  at  end,  by  adding — 


(for 
4. 


«  And  shall  be  appointed  in  the 
in  which  the  puisne  jostioes  and  jnnicv 
of  the  superior  courts  of  common  law  in  JSng" 
land  were  appointed  before  the  ptiiwring  oflEt 
Supreme  Ooitft  of  Judioafcure  Act,  1873." 

House  reeumed. 

Oommittee   report   Progrees;  to   at 
again  upon  Monday  next. 
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COUNTY  OFFICEES  AND  COURTS  (IRE. 
LAND)  BILL.— [Bill  67.] 

{Mr.  SoiMor  Omttral  for  IreUmd,  Sir  Michoil 

SukS'BHteh,) 

8E005I>  BSADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time." — {Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land,) 

Snt  OOLMAN    O'LOGHLEN  said, 
the  subject  was  one  of  great  importance 
to  Ireland.    The  present  Bill  had  been 
introduced  so  far  back  as  February  12th. 
No  one  intimated  any  opposition  to  the 
seoond  reading,  with  the  exception  of  a 
formal  Notice  to  preyent  its  being  taken 
up  after  midnight  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  (Mr.    Pamell).     Still, 
although  there  was  no  opposition  to  the 
seoond  reading,  the  Oovemment  neither 
took  the  stage,  nor  did  they  intimate 
their  willingness  to  refer  it  to  a  Select 
Committee,  as  he  had  proposed.     No 
intimation  had  been  maiide  py  the  Go- 
yemment  as  to  the  course  they  would 
pursue;  but  that  day  they  had  stated 
that  they  would  haye  no  objection  to 
read  it  a  second  time  proformd,  and  re- 
fer it  to  a  Select  Oommittee.    It  was, 
he  thought,  rather  too  late  to  take  that 
course  now.    If  his  proposal  had  been 
aoeepted  three  months  ago,  the  Commit- 
tee might  haye  met  and  agreed  to  a  Bill 
which  would  haye  met  wim  the  approyal 
of  the  House.    He  feared  it  was  now  too 
late ;  but  as  many  hon.  Members  around 
him  were  desirous  that  the  Bill  should 
be  read  a  seoond  time,  he  deferred  to 
their  opinion,  and  would  content  him- 
self with  stating  his  objections  to  the 
BiU  in  general,  and  if  it  should  be  read 
a  seoond  time,  would  moye  that  it  be 
xefBired  to  a  Select  Oommittee,  with 
■peeial  instructions  to  amend  it  on  the 
points  to  which  he  objected,  and  which 
were  enumerated  in  his  Motion.    He 
thought,  howeyer,  it  would  be  inexpe- 
disnt  to  read  it  a  second  time  under 
those  conditions  without  haying  some 
discussion  on  the  proyisions.    The  ob- 
jsols  of  the  Bill  were  four-fold.    It  pro- 
posed, firstly,  to  amalgamate  the  offices 
of  the  Clark  of  the  Crown  and  Clerk  of 
the  Peace.     He  affreed  to  that  as  a 
good  object;   but  he  objected  to  the 
fluumsr  in  which  it  was  proposed  to 


carry  it  out.    The  second  object  was  to 
reduce  the  number  of  Chairmen  from  33 
to  21.    To  that  he  did  not  object,  but 
he  opposed  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
earned  out.     The  third  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Chairmen  of  the  counties,  which  was 
well  enough  in  itself,  but  badly  carried 
out.    The  last  object  of  the  Bm  was  to 
preyent  them  from  practising  at  the  Bar. 
That  was  the  only  part  of  the  Bill  to 
which  he  objected;   and  he  admitted 
that  it  was  a  point  that  could  be  dis- 
cussed in  Committee.    With  regard  to 
the  first  point,  the  Bill  would  aboHsh  the 
old  Common  Law  tenure  of  office  by  the 
Clerks  of  the  Crown  and  of  the  Peace, 
and  the  new  official  would   hold  his 
office,  not  as  at  present  by  good  beha- 
yiour,  but  during  the  pleasure  of  the 
Lord   Lieutenant.      He    would,    as    a 
matter  of  fact,  be  put  upon  the  footing 
of  a  mere  Ciyil  Seryant,  a  proceeding 
which  he  thought  yery  objectionable, 
and  he  must  contend  that  the  old  condi- 
tion of  tenure  should  be  preseryed.    It 
was  also  objectionable  that  any  future 
holder  of  the  office  should  be  subject  to 
a  Treasury  certificate  of  his  fitness  for 
the  post.      The  Treasury  could  know 
nothmg  about  the  fitness  of  a  man  for 
the  office  of  Clerk  of  the  Crown  and  of 
the  Peace  in  Ireland.     Then  it  was  also 
objectionable  that  the  salaries  of  these 
officers  should  be  left  to  be  fixed,  not  by 
the  Bill,  but  by  the  Treasu^  dealing 
with  the  duties  performed.    The  result 
of  that  would  be  that  in  one  county  a 
Clerk  of  the  Peace  and  of  the  Crown 
would  receiye  one  salary,  and  in  another 
county  a  different  one.    Then,  although 
it  might  be  right  to  reduce  the  number 
of  Chairmen  by  amalgamating  counties 
together,  t)ie  amalgamation  should  be 
carried  out  by  the  Bill  itself,  and  should 
not  be  left  to  be  carried  out  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  Council,  a  mode  of  proce- 
dure which  was  certain  to  lead  to  job- 
bery and  fayouritism  of  all  descriptions. 
The  Bill  ought  also  to  contain  a  Sche- 
dule of  the  counties  proposed   to  be 
amalgamated.    To  that  part  of  the  Bill 
which  proposed  to  extend  the  Common 
Law  jurisdiction  of  the  County  Courts 
from  £40  to  £50,  the  only  objection  he 
had  was  that  the  jurisdiction  was  not 
extended  to  £100.    He  approyed  of  the 
proposal  of  the  Bill  to  confer  Equity 
jurisdiction  upon  the  Chairman  in.  11 
different  matters  or  classes  enumerated 
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in  the  Bill;  but  he  complained  that 
while  they  were  taking  steps  to  bring 
justice  home  to  the  doors  of  the  people 
in  regard  to  the  first  trial  of  causes, 
there  should  be  no  appeal  except  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  sitting  in  Dublin.  He 
considered  that  the  appeal  in  every 
case  should  be  heard  in  the  county  where 
the  cause  was  originally  tried,  which 
could  be  done  by  the  Master  of  the  EoUs 
and  the  Yice  Chancellor  going  circuit 
for  the  purpose.  He  thought  it  abo 
most  objectionable  that  the  stamp  duties 
to  be  levied  under  the  BilL  should  not 
be  settled  by  the  Bill;  but,  perhaps, 
the  most  extraordinary  part  of  the  mea- 
sure was  that  which  provided  that  the 
salaries  of  the  Chairmen  of  Counties 
should  be  fixed,  not  by  the  Bill  itself,  but 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury.  This  was  a  proposal  to 
which  he  should  object.  There  were 
several  other  points  to  which  he  might 
have  referred,  but  he  refrained  £nom 
doing  so,  as  he  had  no  desire  to  obstruct 
the  progress  of  the  measure.  He  must, 
however,  say  that  those  to  which  he  had 
adverted  were  well  worthy  of  the  atten- 
tion of  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  SEBjEAin*  SHEELOCK  said,  that 
he  was  not  opposed  to  the  amalgamation 
of  the  offices  of  Clerks  of  the  Crown  and 
the  Peace,  if  efficiency  would  be  secured, 
and  at  the  same  time  justice  done  to  the 
holders  of  these  offices.  The  officers  in 
question  were  at  present  called  upon, 
under  pain  of  their  removal  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  to  perform  duties  never  con- 
templated when  they  were  appointed. 
This  would  be  unfair  to  officers,  many 
of  whom  were  appointed  20  or  30  years' 
ago.  The  present  occupiers  of  office 
should  be  permitted  to  retire  on  a  g^od 
salary,  and  their  successors  might  be 
appointed  on  any  terms  which  might  be 
considered  necessary.  With  regard  to 
the  conferring  Equity  jurisdiction  on 
the  Chairmen  of  Counties,  he  did  not 
object  to  the  measure;  but  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  great  injustice  would 
be  done  to  the  suitors  if  die  Chairmen 
were  not  provided  with  sufficient  Stafis 
of  officers.  As  to  increasing  the  number 
of  Judges,  he  ui^ed  the  necessity  of  its 
being  m  the  Bill.  The  Treasury  might 
induce  some  of  the  Judges  to  retire  on 
a  competent  pension.  The  discussion  of 
the  mode  of  amalgamation  would  be  of 
advantage,  and  they  would  receive  suff- 
gestions  from  the  people  interested  in 

Sir  Coknan  ffLoghlm 


the  country.  The  whole  matter  ahoaU 
be  done  openly,  and  then  all  qaefltkms 
of  favouritism  would  be  removed.  Tke 
amount  of  the  jozisdiction  at  porssast  was 
£40,  and  the  proposal  was  to  increase  it 
to  £100.  £100  was  a  serious  sum  lor 
Lreland,  and  he  believed  in  these  oases 
the  parties  would  prefer  going  to  a  Sope- 
rior  Court.  And  then  they  moat  take 
into  consideration  the  costs  of  a  paiMl; 
for  it  should  be  remembered  that  quaa- 
tions  of  account,  of  administratioii,  of 
partnership,  and  the  like,  though  a£^ot- 
mg  small  amounts  of  men^,  mi^ht 
involve  points  of  law  as  abstmae  and  as 
difficult  as  in  cases  where  thoosazidB  of 
pounds  were  at  stake.  Li  those  oaaea, 
the  costs  would  be  vezy  greet.  Ha 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  have  tiw 
appeal  to  the  Court  of  Qianoary  He 
must  further  urge,  in  condniriop,  the 
advantage  of  setting  fordi  in  the  BOl 
the  mode  in  which  it  was  propoaed  tiba 
County  Courts  should  be  oonwohdated. 

Mb.  MOEBIS  pointed  out  that  te 
Billproposed  to  abolish  the  Beoordenhip 
of  Galway,  which  was  a  veiy  aaciaBt 
office.  The  Becorders  of  Oalwaj  ud 
Deny  were  in  future  to  be  called  donnty 
Court  Judges,  or  something  of  that  sort 
He  did  not  see  why  they  should  not 
bear  the  name  of  Beoordm  of  Qahray 
and  Derry.  There  was  an  ancient  hw- 
toric  interest  in  the  Beoorderahm  of 
Galway,  and  something  might  be  aoae 
in  the  way  of  preserving  the  title  of  tha 
office,  even  if  the  duties  were  merged  in 
the  manner  proposed. 

Mb.  fat  said,  he  did  not  see  much 
in  the  Bill,  except  that  it  seemed  to 
create  offices  for  hon.  and  learned  Qea* 
tlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  Houat. 
The  unfortunate  County  Court  Judge, 
with  £1,000  a-year,  was  to  have  eveiy- 
thing  under  his  jurisdiction,  from  deal* 
ing  with  divorces  to  matters  of  aeooant 
The  cattle  dealers  of  Lreland  often  dis- 
puted over  matters  of  aooount;  bat  xl 
would  be  unfortunate  to  have  aaoii  a 
Judge  dealing  with  their  oaaea.  If  tids 
Judge  was  to  do  this  work  properiy*  ka 
ought  to  have  an  immense  Staff;  and  if 
that  was  so,  the  unfortunate  aoiiar 
would  have  tremendous  sums  to  pi^  ia 
fees,  and  would  find  the  procedure  nune 
expensive  than  the  Courts  in  Dahlia. 
This  Bill  abolished  Chairmen  of  SeasionB 
who  were  practising  as  barriaten»  aad 
well  up  in  all  the  latest  oaaaa,  and  ha 
could  affirm  that  they  ware  vezy  pc^rahr 
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in  Irelind.  He  was  opposed  to  the  Bin. 
Ab  to  its  being  cheap,  his  opinion  was 
that  cheap  things  were  generally  the 
dearest,  and  he  thought  that  this  cheap 
law  wonld  turn  out  to  be  very  dear  law. 
He  hoped  that  if  they  had  a  Oonunittee 
on  the  Bin,  they  would  appoint  gentle- 
men well  acquainted  witn  the  legal 
offices,  who  could  advise  upon  the  sub- 
ject, and  who  had  all  the  experience 
which  the  practice  of  the  law  could  g^ve 
them. 

Mb,  M'CAHTHY  DOWNING  sup- 
ported  the  Bill.    He  thought  there  had 
been  too  many  objections  to  what  he 
would  call  the  poor  man's  Oourt.    This 
Bill  had  been  thought  of  for  years,  and 
the  neoeesity  for  it  was  well  understood 
in  Ireland.    They  were  bound  to  bring 
josCioe  home  to  the  poor  man's  door. 
That  was  the  professed  object  of  this 
BiU ;  and,  if  he  had  the  honour  of  being 
elected  a  Member  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, he  would  do  his  best  to  make  it 
effectiye  for  that  purpose.    He  would 
not  go  into  details,  because  that  was  a 
matter  for  the  Oommittee.    He  objected 
to,  for  instance,  nosing  the  jurisdiction 
from  £40  to  £100.    The  further  x>ower 
giren  in  the  Bill  would  bring  justice  to 
the  poor ;  but  the  alteration  would  com- 
pel that  man  to  ^  to  Dublin  to  obtain 
justice.    The  jurisdiction  stopped  at  a 
farm  o(  the  annual  value  of  £30 ;  but 
the  House  should  remember  that  a  farm 
of  that  value  in  Ulster  was  very  different 
from  a  farm  £30  in  value  in  Munster. 
He  was  sorr^  to  see  that  the  Bill  had 
had  the  Eqmty  jurisdiction  reduced  from 
£600  in  Uie  Bill  of  last  year  to  £300, 
and  he  could  not  see  why  the  change 
had  been  made.    He  should  therefore 
propose  an  Amendment,  to  render  it 
note  in  conformity  with  the  Bill  of  last 
year.    As  to  the  officers,  the  Bill  would 
certainly  be  unworkable  with  the  pre- 
sent proposals.    There  would  have  to 
be  a  Kegistrar  in  connection  with  the 
Court,  or  otherwise  the  Circuits  would 
nerer  be  gone  through. 

Mb.  law  said,  he  would  not  go  into 
details,  but  he  might  say  that  he  under- 
itood  the  chief  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  give  an  Eouihr  jurisdiction  to  the 
Oounty  Court  Ju^(ges  in  Ireland  equal 
to  that  which  had  for  some  years  been 
enrased  bjjr  the  English  County  Court 
Judges.  Bb  must  say,  however,  that  he 
aore  than  doubted  whether  this  Equity 
jviadiotioa  ooald  be  efficiently  worked 


by  the  Irish  chairmen  with  only  the 
official  assistance  which  the  Bill  pro- 
vided. It  was  proposed  that  one  man 
should  act  as  Clerk  of  the  Crown,  Clerk 
of  the  Peace,  and  Begistrar  of  the  Civil 
Bill  Court ;  that  was  to  say,  they  allowed 
one-third  of  a  man  to  do  the  official 
work  of  a  County  Court  in  Ireland,  whilst 
they  had  several  competent  individuals 
to  do  similar  work  in  England.  He  en- 
tirely agreed  with  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who 
had  just  spoken,  and  hoped  that  the 
measure  would  be  so  amended  as  to 
render  it  acceptable  and  beneficial  to 
the  great  body  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY,  while  taking 
exception  to  some  of  the  details  of  the 
Bill,  would  ffive  it  a  general  support. 
He  trusted  tne  Government  would  give 
a  local  Admiralty  jurisdiction  to  two  or 
three  large  towns  in  Ireland — to  Lime- 
ride,  Waterford,  and,  perhaps,  some 
others.  The  Bill  would  not,  in  his  opi- 
nion, lead  to  such  an  increase  of  officers 
as  was  suspected;  and  he  hoped  that 
where  there  were  found  men  occupying 
the  position  of  Deputy  Clerks  of  the 
Peace  the  assistance  of  these  officers  of 
experience  would  be  secured,  and  their 
rights,  which  were  almost  vested,  re- 
cognized. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  upon  the  under- 
standing that  the  Bill  upon  being  read 
a  second  time  was  to  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  and  that  the  House 
would  hereafter  have  a  full  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  Bill,  he  would  not 
enter  into  a  discussion  of  its  provisions. 
But  he  thought  it  was  futile  to  refer  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  who  without 
the  consent  of  the  Treasury  could  not 
provide  for  the  appointment  of  addi- 
tional officers.  He  considered  an  ex- 
tended County  Court  jurisdiction  for 
Ireland  absolutely  necessary,  and  re- 
gretted that  such  a  measure  had  been 
so  long  delayed. 

Oaftaix  NOLAN  complained  that  the 
Government  had  rolled  up  several  dis- 
tinct subjects  in  one  Bill,  and  had  in 
consequence  put  Irish  Members  in  the 
dilemma  of  either  rejecting  all,  or  ac- 
cepting all.  Against  that  he  protested. 
He  was  afraid  the  measure  would  place 
a  great  deal  of  patronaee  at  the  di^sal 
of  Uie  Oovemment,  and  pressed  the  Go- 
vernment to  ke^  up  the  office  of  the 
Beoorder  of  Oalway. 
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The  ATTOERET  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  the  course 
of  the  discussion  was  very  satisfactory, 
in  that  it  had  shown  the  confidence 
which  was  felt  in  the  disting^uished  posi- 
tion of  the  County  Court  Judges,  and  he 
trusted  that  under  the  more  important 
jurisdiction  to  be  conferred  upon  them 
by  the  Bill  that  confidence  would  con- 
tinue. For  his  own  part,  he  did  not 
anticipate  there  would  be  any  of  that 
substantial  increase  of  patronage  hinted 
at,  and  he  was  at  a  loss  to  understand, 
looking  oyer  the  surface  of  the  Bill, 
what  prospect  there  was  for  suspecting 
it.  The  33  Chairmen  were  to  oe  cut 
down  to  21 ;  and  at  present  there  were 
two  important  officers — the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  and  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace — 
these  were  to  be  cut  down  to  32,  so  that, 
indeed,  instead  of  there  being  more 
there  was  less  scope  for  patronage.  It 
was  not  contemplated  there  should  be 
any  immediate  resignation  of  county 
officers;  but  from  time  to  time,  from 
inclination,  age,  or  infin^ity,  they  might 
take  advantage  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Act.  The  various  observations  which 
had  been  made  upon  the  increased  juris- 
diction provided  in  the  Bill  showed  the 
advantage  there  would  be  in  asking  the 
House,  as  he  intended,  to  refer  the  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee.  Those  observa- 
tions would  receive  the  utmost  atten- 
tion ;  and  he  would  say,  on  the  part  of 
the  Gt)vemment  and  of  the  Treasury, 
that  they  had  no  wish  to  withdraw  the 
Bill  from  the  most  searching  examina- 
tion and  careful  consideration  upstairs. 
In  reference  to  the  observations  as  to  a 
sufficient  Staff,  this  Bill  contained  a 
clause  not  found  in  any  previous  Bill  on 
the  question,  and  there  was  every  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  Gt>vemment  and  the 
Treasury  to  give  a  fair  working  Staff. 
The  8th  clause  provided  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  with  the  consent  of  the  Trea- 
sury, could  add  additional  Registrars 
where  they  were  found  necessary.  With- 
out committing  himself  to  the  figures, 
he  might  say  there  would  be  a  very 
considerable  saving  in  public  expense  by 
the  passing  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  a^ned  to. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  fMr.  Gibson),  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  remarked  that  it  was  the 


object  of  the  Government  that  the  Bill 
should  become  law  this  Session. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  oommittad  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

COLONIAL  FORTIFICATIONS  BILL. 

{Mr.  Oathorm  Sardf^ 

Lord  Eustace  Cseil,  Mr,  SUmUf.) 

[bill   174.]  THIBD  BBADOra. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  third 
time." — {Mr.  Gathome  Hardy, ) 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  moved  that  the  Bffl 
be  re-committed,  in  order  to  insert  adanse 
providing  that  fortifications  are  to  be 
vested  in  the  Governor  of  any  Oolooy 
only  for  civil  purposes.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  proceeding  when 

It  being  ten  minutes  before  Seren  of 
the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjonnied 
till  To-morrow. 


SAST  DTDIA  LOAN  BILL. 

Resolution  [June  21]  reports,  and  m^rmd  to . 
—  Bill  ordered  to  tie  brought  in  by  Hr. 
Raikes,  Lord  Gbo&ob  Haiultow,  and  Mr. 
Chancbllok  of  the  Excbequbb. 

BUlpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  21d.] 

And  it  being  now  five  minntee  to 
Seven  of  the  clock,  the  House  suspended 
its  Sitting. 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at 
Nine  of  the  dock. 

SUPPLY.— OOMMTTTEE. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the 
Chair." 

THE  SUPERANNUATION  ACT  AMENP- 
MENT    ACT,     1878--DEPARTMENTAL 
CIRCULARS.— RESOLUTION. 
Mb.  booed  rose  to  move, 

**  That  it  is  unjust  that  Departmental  Cbtu- 
lars  should  be  issued  in  such  a  form,  or  so  inter- 
preted as  practioally  to  repeal  or  modify  the 
operation  of  an  Act  of  Parliament ;  and  thai 
it  is  expedient  that  those  persons  who  haT« 
been  debarred  from  participation  in  the  benefits 
of  'The  Superannuation  Act  Amendment  Act, 
1878,'  by  the  War  Office  Cixtsulars  dated  tbs 
29th  August  and  the  17th  Deoember  1861,  and 
numbered  709  and  729  reepeotiYelf .  shoold  be 
restored  to  the  position  they  would  nare  occu- 
pied had  such  oiroulan  never  been  issued.** 
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The  hon.  (Gentleman  was  referring  to 
the  sabject  of  the  Motion  when 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  nreeent;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  found  present — 

Home  adjoomed  at  twenty  minutef 

after  Nine  o'dook  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    L0ED8, 
Monday,  25(h  Jwu,  1877. 


inNUTES.!— PuBUC  BvLL^—Stamd  SeadifUf— 
Pier  ana  Harbour  Orders  Oonfirmation 
(Not.  land 2) •(112-1 13);  MetropoUtan Com- 
mons  ProTiaional  Order*  (111);  Reaenroirs* 
(103). 

Stltei  Comtmttm  -^  Btport  —  Metropolia  Toll 
Bridges*  (46-119). 

Committm — Eepcrt — Elementary  Education  Pro- 
Tiiioiial  Ordm  Ckmflnnation  (Felmingham, 
4kc)  •  (96). 

WitKirmim    Burial  AoU  Gonaolidation  (80). 


KU88IA— HON.  COLONEL  WELLE8LEY, 
MILTTABY  ATTACHE. 

QITESTIOK.       OBSEBTATIOKS. 

Lord  DOBOHESTEB  rose  to  ask  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs  a  Question  of  which  he  had 
giren  private  Notice — ^namely.  Whether 
there  is  any  truth  in  the  report  of  the 
marked  discourtesy  with  which  Lieut.- 
Cobnel  the  Hon.  iVederick  Wellesley,  of 
Her  Hajeetjr's  OoldstreamQuards,  when  in 
discharge  of  his  duty  as  Military  AtUuhi 
to  the  British  Embassy  at  St.  Peters- 
burg, has  been  treated  oy  His  Imperial 
Highness  the  Orand  Duke  Nicholas, 
commanding  the  Army  in  Boumania  of 
Her  Majesty's  ally  the  Emperor  of 
Eoasia,  or  by  his  orders ;  and,  if  so, 
to  aak  what  steps  have  in  consequence 
been  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Ghorem- 
ment ;  and  to  more  for  the  production  of 
say  communications  upon  tne  subject  to 
be  laid  bef<Mre  this  HuDuse.  The  noble 
Lcrd  said  it  was  not  his  wish  to  interfere 
with  the  proceedings  of  Her  Hi^esty's 
Oorenunent,  characterised  as  they  had 
been  with  the  utmost  disoretion,  and  he 
beUered  with  firmness;  but  when  it 
heoaae  a  matter  of  notorietj  that  an 
ofioer  of  hi^  rank  in  Her  Hi^esty's 


Forces  had  been  openly  insulted  by  the 
Commander  of  a  foreign  Army,  he 
thought  it  incumbent  that  the  people  of 
this  country  should  receiye  some  ex- 
planation of  the  circumstance.  When 
officers  £rom  Italy  and  Germany  were 
encouraged  to  proceed  to  the  £ront  with 
the  Bussian  Anny  it  appeared  to  him  to 
be  a  great  reflection  upon  a  British 
officer  that  he  should  be  received  in  the 
manner  in  which  Colonel  Wellesley  was; 
indeed,  he  could  not,  for  a  long  time, 
believe  that  it  was  possible  that  a 
British  officer  should  have  been  received 
and  spoken  to  in  the  way  in  which  that 
gallant  officer  was  said  to  have  been  re- 
ceived and  spoken  to.  Colonel  Wel- 
lesley was  the  Military  AttacJU  of  Her 
Majesty's  Embassy  at  St.  Petersburg, 
ana  as  such  was  encouraged  by  the 
Eussian  authorities  to  go  to  the  front ; 
but  on  arriving  there  he  was  received  by 
the  Ghrand  Duke  Nicholas  in  a  manner 
the  like  of  which  he  had  never  heard 
before.  Nothing,  he  was  sure,  but  the 
strict  discipline  of  his  early  education, 
and  that  courteous  manner  with  which 
all  his  friends  knew  him  to  be  specially 
pfbed,  would  have  induced  Colonel 
Wellesley  to  bear  with  the  a£&ont  which 
it  appesjred  had  been  offered  to  him. 
Colonel  Welledey  was  stated  to  have 
felt  the  reproof  so  strongly  that  he  at 
once  doffed  his  military  uniform,  put  on 
plain  dolhes,  and  retired  to  Bucharest, 
whence  he  applied  to  superior  authority 
for  further  instructions  and  orders. 
Those  orders  he  had  received,  and  His 
Imperial  Majesty  had  placed  him  on  his 
personal  Staff.  But  he  (Lord  Dorchester) 
would  submit  to  their  Lordships  that 
the  position  of  being  on  the  personal 
staff  of  die  Emperor,  and  in  the  rear  of 
the  Army,  was  by  no  means  the  same  as 
that  of  being  in  &e  front.  If  the  report 
which  had  reached  this  country  was 
correct,  he  desired  to  ask  the  noble  Earl 
what  steps  have  in  consequence  been 
taken  by  Her  Majes^s  Government, 
and  also  to  move  for  the  production  of 
any  communications  which  might  have 
passed  upon  the  subject. 

The  iLxL  OF  DEBBY :  My  Lords, 
I  am  quite  willing  to  give  to  your  Lord- 
ships whatever  imormation  I  possess  re- 
lative to  the  affiur  to  which  the  Question 
of  tiie  noble  Lord  refers.  It  is  the  fact 
that  Colonel  Wellesley  presented  himself 
at  the  head-quarters  of  the  Ghrand  Duke 
Nicholas  upon  the  invitation  of  the  Em- 


179         li-eatiet  of  Paris,  ISSe.        (LOBDS) 


MoHonfor  Pspmn, 


IM 


peror  himself;  and  that  he  was  reoeived 
by  the  Ghrand  Duke  in  a  manner  cer- 
tainly not  marked  with  that  courtesy 
which  one  would  expect  to  be  shown  by 
an  officer  of  his  high  position  towards  a 
foreign  gentleman  and  officer  who  was 
specially  commended  to  him.  My  Lords, 
I  can  only  say  as  to  that  part  of  the 
matter,  that  so  far  as  the  conduct  of 
Oolonel  Wellesley  is  concerned  he  seems 
to  have  acted  with  that  good  temper  and 
good  sense  which,  from  his  antecedents 
and  his  character,  I  should  expect.  I 
received  the  first  intimation  of  this  oc- 
currence by  telegraph.  It  was  not 
accompaniea  with  sufficient  details  to 
enable  me  to  take  any  steps ;  but  as  soon 
as  I  received  a  letter  £rom  Colonel  Wel- 
lesley, three  or  four  days  ago,  giving 
fuller  details  of  what  had  passed,  I  im- 
mediately communicated  in  a  private 
form  with  the  Eussian  Ambassador  in  this 
country.  I  told  him  exactly  what  had 
been  represented  to  me.  He  thereupon 
communicated  with  his  Government;  and 
the  result  of  that  communication  was 
that  a  reply  has  been  received  from  him, 
the  tenor  of  which  leads  me  to  hope  and 
to  believe  that  this  unpleasantness  will 
be  got  rid  of,  and  that  the  incident  will 
be  settled  in  a  perfectly  satisfaotorv 
manner.  Probably  your  Lordships  will 
not  wish  that  I  should  go  farther  into 
the  matter — and  I  am  quite  sure  your 
Lordships  will  see  that,  the  matt^  being 
in  the  position  I  have  stated,  it  would  be 
useless,  and  for  obvious  reasons  unde- 
sirable, that  any  Correspondence  should 
be  laid  on  the  Table — even  if  there  were 
any  Correspondence  of  an  official  cha- 
racter— ^which  up  to  the  present  moment 
is  not  the  case. 


TREATIES  OF  PARIS,  1866. 
ICOTIOK  FOB  PAFSBS. 

LoBD  CAMPBELL,  in  rising  to 
move — 

'*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Miyesty  for  extracts  of  anj  correspondence 
which  has  taken  place  since  the  24th  of 
April  between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
other  Powers  as  to  the  manner  of  fulfilling  their 
engagementi  under  the  Treatiet  of  Paris  of 
1866/ 


** 


said :  My  Lords,  the  terms  of  the  Notice 
I  have  ffiven  will  explain  the  kind  of 
information  which  it  calls  for.  Such  in- 
formation would  put  an  end  to  many 
douhts  in  reference  to  the  existing  war, 

I%$  Earl  of  D&ri^ 


and  the  intentions  of  the  Oofaimnwpt 
upon  it.  It  would  tend  to  show  wbedur 
the  three  Powers — ^Austria,  Qermaoj, 
and  Bussia — are  still  acimg  togethflr, 
or  whether  a  less  suspected  Europeai 
concert  is  attainable.  It  might  throw 
light  on  the  extraordinary  statement 
which  has  appeared  to-day,  that  Aus- 
trian troojps  are  concentrating  in  Dalma- 
tia,  not  lor  the  defence,  but  the  dis- 
memberment of  the  Ottoman  Knpire. 
But  I  admit  at  once  it  was  not  mereh 
with  a  view  to  information  l^iat  I  gave 
the  Notice.  My  intention  was  to  bnng 
before  your  Lordships  many  thoughts  as 
to  the  efforts  which  it  seems  to  me  our 
Eastern  policy  requires.  In  the  mean- 
while, it  has  been  credibly  affirmed  thai 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  are  to-dtv 
appealing  to  the  other  House  of  Fkriia> 
ment  upon  .the  subject.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  is  not  the  time  to  urge 
them  when  they  seem  to  be  decided ;  or 
to  uphold  their  measure  when  we  do  not 
know  exactly  what  has  been  propounded. 
In  common  with  large  numbers  who 
have  at  heart  the  maintenance  of  Trea- 
ties, the  improvement  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire,  and  the  deliverance  of  Europe 
&om  the  unfortunate  aggression  which 
hangs  over  it,  I  should  wdj  venture  to 
congratulate  them  on  the  judgment  they 
have  formed,  or  on  the  step  at  least 
which  is  imputed  to  them.  Cfther  noble 
Lords  can  address  the  House  in  a  dif- 
ferent sense,  or  at  greater  length,  as  a 
Motion  is  before  it.  Should  no  such  eor- 
re^>ondence  as  I  allude  to  have  beffon, 
or  should  it  still  be  incomplete,  the  Mo- 
tion may  be  easily  disposed  of.  It  is 
true  that  two  despatches  of  an  important 
kind  have  recently  appeared.  But  it 
would  be  satisfactory  to  know  that  Bos- 
sia  is  not  the  only  Power  to  which  the 
views  of  the  Government  have  lately 
been  communicated. 

Moved  that  an  humble  Addreas  be  preeantcd 
to  Her  Majesty  for  extracts  of  any  correspood- 
enoe  which  has  taken  place  siiioe  the  2&h  of 
Avril  between  Her  Biajesty's  GoyemmeDt  mad. 
other  Powers  as  to  the  manner  of  fulfiOia^ 
their  engagements  under  the  Treaties  of  Pans 
of  lB66.^lTh4  Lord  Strathcdtn  and  CampUiL) 

The  Eakl  OF  DERBY :  The  reticence 
of  my  noble  Friend  will  be  my  best  ex* 
cuse  for  not  entering  into  this  matter* 
The  noble  Lord  has  addressed  you  tbtj 
briefly,  and  I  do  not  think  you  will  ex- 
pect horn  me  explanations  which,  ia 
point  of  fact,  he  has  no(  asked  for. 
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Wxtliiii  tiie  last  four  or  fire  days  we 
liAFS  laid  on  the  Table  of  this  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  two  de- 
spatches, containing  a  statement  which 
I  think  will  be  considered  soffioi^itlj 
fall  and  ezplioit  of  the  views  which  Her 
Ma|es|t3r's  Uovemment  take  of  the  pre- 
sent sitnation.  I  shall,  therefore,  imitate 
the  discretion  of  m  j  noble  Friend  in  re- 
gard to  the  Motion,  and  give  the  only 
Answer  to  this  Qnestion  whidi  it  is  pos- 
sible to  give,  which  is,  to  say  that  as 
there  are  no  Papers  it  will  not  be  in  my 
power  to  produce  them. 

Eaml  QBANYILLE  said,  he  did  not 
propose  to  take  any  part  in  this  discos- 
sion,  bat  he  wished  to  reserre  to  himself 
the  right  to  make  any  comments  upon 
the  deq>atches  recently  produced  which 
he  thought  desirable. 

LoBB  CAMPBELL  said,  that  after 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Fo- 
rnffn  Secretair,  he  should  be  entitled  to 
wi&draw  the  Motion* 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with' 
drawn, 

BUBIAL  ACTB  CONSOLIDATION  BILL 
(Not.  27-80.)    {Th$  Lord  Frotidtni.) 

RXPOBT  OF  THB  AMBNDXEirTS. 
BILL  WITHD&IWK. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  farther  con- 
sideration of  the  Report  of  Amendments, 
read. 

IfQC0d,  "That  the  said  Order  be  dis- 
charged."—(7^^  Lord  President.) 

Thb  Abohbisrop  of  OANTEEBUBT  : 
My  Loids,  perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
sxpreas  a  hope  respecting  this  matter. 
Those  who  sappoited  the  noble  Earl 
bdiindme  (the  Earlof  Harrowby)  know 
and  feel  that  no  one  can  have  so  much 
opportunity  of  judging  of  the  omnion  of 
the  country  on  this  matter  as  Her  Ma- 
ies^s  Govemment^-especially  as  they 
have  been  addressed  by  large  bodies  of 
psnons,  as  I  understand.  Everyone 
who  knows  what  the  nature  of  such  a 
question  is  and  how  great  the  delioacv 
with  which  it  ought  to  be  treated,  wiU 
sequiesoe,  I  sunpose,  in  the  absolute 
propriety  ef  not  fbraing  upon  any  parties 
a  dsoision  iriiich  might  leave  in  their 
minds  a  rankling  and  uneasy  feeling 
that  their  earnest  protests  in  fMrour  m 
thair  rights  have  not  been  attended 
to.    Thmfore,  my  Lords,  ftilly  acquies- 


cing in  the  absolute  necessity  of  post- 
poning this  measure,  as  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  thought  it  right  to  do, 
I  rise  principally  with  the  view  of  ex- 
pressing a  most  earnest  hope  that  during 
the  six  or  nine  months  which  must  elapse 
before  this  measure  can  appear  again 
before  your  Lordships,  it  will  be  calmly 
considered  by  all  those  who  have  to  do 
with  this  question  out-of-doors.  We 
know  that  there  are  professional  agita- 
tors who  live  and  thnve  upon  questions 
of  this  kind ;  and  it  is  always  impos- 
sible to  prevent  an  agitation  arising  on 
such  miestions  in  which  the  real  merits 
of  so  difficult  and  delicate  a  subject  are 
lost  sight  of.  As  regards  your  Lord- 
ships' own  House,  this  matter  has  been 
approached  by  all  parties  with  an  earnest 
and  hearty  desire  to  settle  a  delicate  and 
most  unpleasant  question ;  and  I  cannot 
but  hope  and  believe  that  during  the 
months  that  are  before  us  neither  the 
Olergy  nor  the  Laity — neither  the  de- 
fends of  our  andent  institutions  on  the 
one  hand,  nor  those  who  are  determined 
to  do  their  best  to  obtain  more  freedom 
in  this  matter  for  our  Dissenting  bre- 
thren— will  lose  sight  of  the  duty  of 
treating  this  question  in  the  same 
calm  and  temperate  way  in  which  it 
has  been  treated  by  your  Lordships' 
House.  I  may  be  excused,  perhaps,  if 
I  state  shortly  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
position  of  the  question  as  it  now  stands 
before  the  country.  Tour  Lordships' 
House,  which  certainly  may  be  taken  to 
represent  as  well  as  any  other  body  in 
the  Kingdom  the  opinions  of  the  Laity 
of  the  Church  of  England,  and  which 
certainly  is  not  likely  to  forget  any  dan- 
gers which  may  threaten  the  Esteblished 
Church,  has  by  a  considerable  majority 
recorded  its  opinion  that  this  question 
ought  to  be  settled,  and  settled  in  a 
particular  direction.  I  take  it  that 
the  calm  deoiBion  of  this  body  must 
have  great  weight  with  all  who  are 
intere^ed  in  this  matter.  The  Clergy 
are  fully  entitled  to  be  heard  on  their 
side  of  the  question,  and  it  was  the  en- 
deavour of  myself  and  of  mv  most  rev. 
Brother  (the  Archbishop  of  York),  in 
the  course  of  the  recent  debate,  to  sug- 
gest certain  changes  in  the  law  whidi 
we  thought  would  be  acceptable  to  the 
Clergy  generally,  and  which  I  still  be- 
lieve must  be  embodied  in  any  measure 
which  may  be  proposed  for  the  final 
settlement  of  the  burial  question  in  the 
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next  Session  of  Parliament.  The  two 
matters  to  which  we  venture  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Clergy  are  these — 
that  a  large  number  of  Dissenters  are  at 
present  incapable  of  being  buried  with 
religious  rites  by  the  Clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  that  they  are 
in  most  instances  desirous  of  being  buried 
by  their  own  ministers  with  such  reli- 
gious rites  as  have  been  suggested. 
To  meet  this  difficulty  I  ventured  to 
propose  an  Amendment  to  the  Bill, 
ana  with  the  view  of  meeting  another 
and  a  different  difficulty,  my  most  rev. 
Brother  proposed  another  Amendment, 
which  it  was  very  difficult  to  formu- 
late, and  which,  after  two  careful  consi- 
derations of  it,  your  Lordships  deter- 
mined not  to  accept  in  the  form  in  which 
it  was  proposed.  But  it  is  my  belief 
that  when  this  question  comes  to  be 
settled  full  consideration  must  be  given 
to  the  difficulty  which  my  most  rev. 
Brother  has  brought  under  your  Lord- 
ships' notice ;  and  that  it  will  never  do 
in  conceding  to  our  Dissenting  brethren 
some  rights  which  they  have  not  hitherto 
possessed  to  leave  the  Clergy  in  a  dis- 
advantageous position  with  reference  to 
the  indiscriminate  burial  of  all  persons, 
whatever  may  be  their  character  and 
whatever  may  be  the  circumstances  of 
their  death.  I  am  most  anxious  that 
the  Clergy  of  the  Church  of  England 
during  the  interval  which  the  decision 
of  the  Ministry  has  procured  for  them 
should  consider  this  matter  in  that  spirit 
of  kindly  Christian  charity  which  is  the 
best  ornament  of  their  profession. 

LoBD  DENMAN  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  most  rev.  Prelate  and  of 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby) 
were  quite  at  variance  with  each  other. 
He  would  wish  to  see  leading  Dissenters 
meet  Churchmen  and  aeree  upon  some 
form  of  burial  service ;  but  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  most  rev.  Prelate  was  quite 
indefinite,  and  looked  for  approbation 
by  the  Bishop  perhaps  nearly  seven  days 
after  a  service  might  have  been  per- 
formed. As  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby), 
which  was  brought  on  a  second  time — 
after  reieotion— in  a  most  unusual  man- 
ner, under  it,  a  Mend  or  enemy  of  the 
deceased,  having  charge  of  his  funeral, 
might  dispense  with  any  religious  ser- 
vice, or  introduce  any  religious  service 
to  be  performed  bv  a  layman  in  a  church- 
yard.   He  (Lord  Denman)  regretted  ex- 

Th$  ArcfMihop  of  CanUrlury 


tremely  that  the  vantage  ground  ob- 
tained by  this  Bill  having  been  read  a 
second  time  had  not  helped  it  forward, 
and  that  the  same  agreement  which  ex- 
isted in  Scotland  and  Lreland  did  not 
exist  in  England,  and  deplored  the  effect 
of  a  difference  as  to  a  formality  dis- 
imiting  Parliament  at  the  very  time  that 
they  ought  to  show  to  the  world  an  ex- 
ample of  agreement.       

The  EAaLOFHAEEOWBT  said,  that 
while  he  was  sorry  the  Qovemment  had 
not  seen  fit  to  adopt  the  solution  of  the 
difficulty  embodied  in  the  recent  vote  of 
their  Lordships,  he  concurred  with  the 
most  rev.  Pnmate  in  hoping  that  the 
matter  would  be  discussed  auring  the 
Becess  in  a  calm  and  temperate  spirit 
The  subj  ect  ought  to  engage  the  attention 
of  Convocation,  and  he  sincerely  trusted 
that  Body  would  do  all  that  lay  in  their 

Sower  towards  the  settlement  of  this 
elicate  and  difficult  question  by  suggest- 
ing alterations  in  the  Burial  Service, 
such  as  had  been  made  by  the  American 
Episcopal  Church,  as  would  render  it 
easy  for  the  clergy  to  make  use  of  it, 
wimout  scandal  or  scruple,  in  all  cases. 
Thb  Eabl  of  BEDESDALE  thought 
the  noble  Earl's  Amendment  had  faued 
to  provide  sufficient  security  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  ri^ts  of  the  clergy  to  weir 
churchvards.  He  hoped  the  considera- 
tion 01  the  question  by  the  clergy  in 
Convocation,  and  by  the  public  out-of- 
doors,  would  be  approached  in  a  calm 
spirit  and  with  a  desire  to  take  such 
steps  as  would  be  best  calculated  to 
bring  about  a  satisfactory  settlement. 

Emll  GBEY  could  not  refrain  £rom 
expressing  his  deep  regret  that  a  settle- 
ment of  uiis  matter  should  be  deferred 
to  another  year.  The  question  of  burials 
could  not  be  satisfactorily  settled  unless 
means  were  taken  to  give  perfect  liberty 
of  burial  in  churchyards  to  members  of 
Dissenting  Bodies,  and  he  believed  it 
would  be  found  necessary  for  this  pur- 
pose to  vest  churchyards  in  a  parodiial 
corporation  other  than  the  parson.  As 
to  relieving  the  consciences  of  clergy- 
men, he  believed  this  could  not  be  done 
by  providing  alternative  services  to  be 
usea  at  their  discretion,  but  by  some 
modification  of  the  Burial  Service  which 
would  enable  it  to  be  used  without 
offence  over  the  dead,  be  they  whom 

they  might.      

Eabl  OBANYILLE  said,  he  entirely 
I  concurred  in  the  wish  which  had  been 
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ezprewed  that  the  disoiusion  whioh  was 
I>erfeetl7  oerfcam  to  arifle  on  this  ques- 
tion  during  the  next  six  or  nine  months 
might  be  oondnoted  with  calmness  and 
moderation ;  but  he  did  not  think  that 
the  oonrse  whioh  had  been  taken  by  the 
Goremment   was  likely  to  tend  Tory 
mnoh  to  that  result.    Iiast  Session  the 
Ooremment  ^ye  a  pled^  that  they 
would  deal  with  this  subject ;  and  this 
year  they  brou^t  forward  a  Bill  of 
whioh  his  noble  iViend  (the  Lord  Pre- 
sident) said,  in  introduoine  it,  that  it 
only  dealt  incidentally  with  3ie  religious 
question,  and  that  it  had  been  brought 
in  principally  on  account  of  an  urgent 
sanitary  want.    Instead  of  pressing  the 
measure  forward,  however,  their  Lord- 
ships had  been  informed  that  in  the  face 
of  a  majority  of  votes  in  favour  of  a 
proposal  which  would  bring   about  a 
satisfactory  settlement  of  the  question, 
the  Bill  was  to  be  withdrawn.    No  doubt 
there  might  be  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
any  Bill  which  reached  the  House  of 
Commons  at  this  period  of  the  Session ; 
but  whose  fault  was  that,  so  fur  as  this 
Bill  was  concerned?    There  had  been 
no   measure  of  urffen^    before  their 
Lordships,  and  yet  me  burials  Bill  had 
been  extended  over  15  weeks  before  they 
had  arrived  at  the  Report  of  Amend- 
ment in  Oommittee.    Not  onl^  so,  but 
they  had  not  even  had  a  repetition  of  the 
pledge  which  was  given  last  year,  that 
the  Government  would  be  f^ly  prepared 
to  deal  with  the  subject  next  Session. 
He  regretted  that  after  the  vote  of  the 
other  evening — a  vote  which  was  not  of 
any  mere  Denominational  or  Party  cha- 
racter— the  (Government  should  not  have 
persevered  with  their  measure. 

Tm  Dmas  or  EICHMOND  ahd 
GORDON  said,  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Granville)  was  under  a  misapprehension, 
when  he  stated  that  the  Government 
made  a  pledge  last  year  to  deal  with 
what  was  called  the  religious  difficulty. 
His  impression  was  that  Sie  Government 
made  no  such  pledge  in  the  absolute 
tense  which  the  words  of  his  noble 
Friend  were  intended  to  convey.  But, 
while  that  was  the  case,  and  while  it 
was  pmrfectly  true  that,  in  introducing 
the  present  measure,  he  laid  stress  upon 
the  necessity  of  the  Bill  in  a  sanitary 
point  of  view,  and  upon  the  neoessity 
also  of  a  oonsolidation  of  the  Burial 
Acts,  the  Government  had  attempted  to 
deal  with  the  religious  difficulty  oy  the 


insertion  of  clauses  which  his  noble 
Friend  seemed  to  have  entirely  for- 
gotten. Li  this  House,  however,  they 
had  met  with  an  amount  of  opposition 
whioh  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
not  been  able  successfully  to  resist.  The 
noble  Earl  said  that  this  Bill  had  been 
15  weeks  before  the  House,  and  that 
there  had  been  great  obslruction  of 
Business  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  Gt>vemment  were  not  re- 
sponsible for  what  had  taken  place  in 
regard  to  the  obstruction  of  Busmess  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament ;  but  such 
was  the  condition  of  Business  in  the 
other  House  that  if  this  Bill  had  been 
sent  down  there  a  month  ago  it  would 
not  yet  have  been  brought  under  con- 
sideration. It  was  not,  therefore,  cor- 
rect to  cast  upon  this  House  the  odium 
of  the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl,  which, 
if  it  meant  anything,  meant  that  the  Gt>- 
vemment  had  purposely  delayed  this 
Bill  because  they  did  not  want  to  carry 
it.  He  denied  the  correctness  of  any 
such  assertion.  The  Government  did 
honestly  endeavour  to  deal  with  the 
question  which  they  had  undertaken  to 
bring  before  Parliament :  they  had  re- 
deemed the  pledge  which  the^  gave, 
and  had  introduced  a  Bill  which  thev 
thought  and  believed  would,  if  carried, 
have  been  of  advantage  to  the  public. 
He  stated  the  other  night  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Harrowbv)  was  so  contrary  to  the 
scheme  of  the  Gt>vemment,  and  would 
so  entirely  derange  the  manner  in  which 
the  Bill  was  framed,  that  thev  must 
withdraw  the  measure ;  but  he  also  said 
— and  he  repeated  it  to-night — that  the 
question  was  one  of  g^reat  importance, 
and  that  it  would  receive  the  careful 
attention  of  the  Government  during  the 

]KeC6B8 

Visoouirr  CARDWELL  admitted  that 
the  noble  Duke  was  not  open  to  the 
observation  that  he  had  not  taken  great 
pains  to  pass  a  Bill  in  accordance  with 
the  views  he  had  expressed.  What  was 
complained  of  was  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  not  yielded  to  the  deci- 
sion which  had  been  arrived  at  by  their 
Lordships'  House.  They  had  that  even- 
ing received  some  excellent  advice  from 
the  most  rev.  Primate  as  to  the  course 
which  should  be  taken  by  those  who 
took  part  in  the  discussion  of  the  ques- 
tion auring  the  Recess.  The  most  rev. 
Primate  had  recommended  the  gp-eatest 
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calmness,  the  greatest  desire  to  avoid 
all  irritating  topics,  and  the  greatest 
desire  to  bring  to  the  consideration  of 
the  question  a  sinoere  wish  to  remedy 
not  merely  the  grievanoe  which  their 
Lordships  had  admitted  to  exist,  but 
also  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church.  What  would  most 
conduce  to  promote  such  a  temper  and 
frame  of  mind  would,  he  belieyed,  be  an 
acknowledgment  that  Her  Majesty's 
Gk>yemment  saw  the  question  in  the 
light  in  which  their  Lordships  yiewed 
it,  and  were  determined  to  bring  it  next 
year  to  a  final  and  satisflsu^tory  oondu- 
sion.  They  had  obserred  that  noble 
Lords  opposite  had  not  seemed  vezy 
anxious  to  dispute  the  views  which  had 
been  advanced  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  jSarl.  It  was  true 
that  the  noble  Duke  had  spoken  strongly 
in  support  of  his  own  views ;  and  the 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquees  of 
Salisbury)  had  spoken  with  an  amount 
of  caution  not  always  observable  in  the 
most  powerful  and  impressive  of  his 
speeches,  for  he  stated  half-a-dozen 
tunes  that  he  was  not  speaking  his  own 
sentiments,  but  the  sentunents  of  certain 
memorialists  whose  views,  he  thought, 
ought  to  be  considered  by  their  Lord- 
ships. But  as  to  any  other  Member  of 
the  disting^shed  Bench  opposite,  he 
did  not  know  that  any  one  of  them  had 
endeavoured  to  persuade  their  Lord- 
ships to  reject  that  which  was  the  real 
essence  of  the  Bill.  Sanitary  questions 
were  no  doubt  important,  but  it  would 
perhaps  be  better  to  treat  Ihemseparately 
m>m  a  question  of  difficulty  and  delicaqy 
like  this.  Here  was  a  grievance  to  be 
remedied,  and  the  question  was,  whether 
it  was  to  be  remedied  in  the  manner  in 
which  a  majority  of  their  Lordships' 
House  had  determined  in  the  most 
significant  and  decisive  manner  that  it 
should  be  remedied.  This  matter  should 
receive  the  careful  consideration  of  those 
who  advised  the  Crown,  and  who  were 
the  trustees  of  that  Church  of  which  the 
Crown  was  the  head.  The  wdfare  of 
the  Church  of  England  was  more  in- 
volved in  the  amicaUe  and  pacific  aolu- 
tion  of  this  question  Hhan  ttiat  of  any 
other  institution  in  the  country. 


{Chwek  BrnlUn^). 
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ECXJLESIASTICAL 
COMMISSION  (CHUKCH  BUILDISrO). 

ICOTIOK  FOB  A  PAPEB. 


Eakl  nelson  desired  to 
attention  to  the  Eetom  to  an  Order  of 
the  House  made  on  tiie  19th  of  Jane, 
1876,  and  moved  that  it  be  amended 
— (1)  by  the  addition  of  a  balance  aheet 
showing  the  apiount  of  interest  reo^ved, 
and  the  items  of  expenditure  which  had 
apparently  reduced  tiie  balance  by  mors 
than  £6,000  and  interest;  (2)  by  anp- 
^ying  the  omission  of  the  amoont  of 
popuUtion  of  each  district  to  which 
grants  or  nominal  grants  had  beea 
made.  The  noble  £arl  had  faxthut 
g^ven  Notice  to  move— 

**  That  in  the  opiniofn  of  this  House,  the  mode 
adopted  for  the  adminiitration  of  the  bslano* 
inherited  from  the  Ghuroh  Building  Oonupir 
sionen  is  mufttiifaotory.  and  oontmy  to  the 
original  intention  of  the  Chuioh  Building . 


The  noble  Earl  complained  of  the  on- 
satisfactoiy  manner  in  which  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  had  carried  oat 
the  Ghuroh  Building  Acta,  and  that 
while,  under  the  old  Ohuzdi  Building 
Acts,  the  number  of  free  seats  had  bees 
61  per  cent.,  under  the  Ecdesiastiieal 
Oommissioners  the  number  had  been 
reduced  to  44  per  cent.  The  Cbuich 
Building  Acts  were  kept  alive  by  occa- 
sional nominal  grants  of  £5  to  churdies; 
but  if  it  were  necessary  that  there  should 
be  more  pew-rented  churches,  Anther 
legislation  ought  to  be  asked  for,  and  it 
would  be  undesirable  to  continue  the 
old  Ohurch  Building  Acts  by  means  of 
a  sham.  It  was  not  right  that  granti 
should  be  given  to  churches  that  (Ud  not 
require  them,  and  that  were  built,  not 
out  of  consideration  for  the  poor,  but 
because  the  value  of  property  was  some- 
times raised  by  the  ere(^on  of  a  church 
in  the  neighbourhood.  If  the  Act  re- 
quired amendment,  let  it  be  amended, 
and  do  not  let  the  Ohurch  be  exposed  to 
hostile  criticism  from  the  continuance 

of  theee  anomalies. 

Thb  Eabl  of  CHICHESTEB,  who 
was  most  imperfectly  heard,  submitted 
that  the  noble  Earl  had  obtained,  or 
oould  obtain,  all  the  information  whiok 
he  now  asked  for  from  the  Beport  of 
the  OommiMtoners  on  the  Tabts,  and 
abo  that  the  noble  Earl  had  falkn  iito 
several  saifltakes  in  quoting  from  the 
mmsionA  of  the  niuaerettB  Aeta  of 
t^arliament  which  had  been  passed  ca 
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the  cmbjeot.  He  contended  that  the 
CommiBsioners  had  acted  within  their 
powers,  and  in  accordance  with  a  certain 
scale  where  moneys  were  contributed  in 
allotting  free  seats.  As  the  balance  in 
hand  became  lower,  the  Commissioners 
were  compelled  to  decrease  the  amount 
of  the  grants.  The  Acts  were  carried 
out  in  conformity  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Bidiop  of  the  diocese,  the 
clerCT,  and  the  Churchwardens,  and 
all  that  the  Commissioners  had  to  do 
was  to  see  that  the  grants  made  were 
fair  and  reasonable.  He  did  not  see  any 
necessity  for  giving  the  additional  Be- 
turns  moved  for. 

Eabl  nelson  admitted  that  the 
Betum  produced  was  a  most  valuable 
one,  and  would  be  useful.  He  felt  very 
strongly  that  these  old  Church  Building 
Acts  were  meant,  not  for  creating  pew- 
rents,  but  for  providing  churches  for  the 
people.  In  the  present  state  of  the 
House,  however,  he  should  rest  content 
with  having^ brought  the  matter  forward. 
The  noble  Earl  had  not  said  whether  he 
was  prepared  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  me  balance-sheet. 

Thb  Eabl  of  CHICHESTER  was 
understood  to  say  that  the  noble  Earl 
would  find  all  tne  information  he  re- 
quired already  on  the  Table. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

House  ftdjonmed  at  a  oraaittt  More 

Seven  o'dook,  tiU  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  26fh  Jme,  1877. 


MINTTTES.]— Select  Coiairmx--Beport— 
Employerr  Liability  for  Injuriea  to  tiieir 
fierranti.  [No.  286.] 

8cppLT — §otmdirtd  in  Oammittie — ^Abmt  Eert- 

MATSa. 

Public   Bills  —  Ordered  —  Fini   JR$ad%ng — 

Local  Taxation  (Retnms)  *  [220]. 
firwl  i2«0<<tMf ^Fisheries  (Oystm,  Grabs,  and 


Lobtten)^[217];  Tnxnways  Orders  Confirm 
mation  (Barton,  &c)  *  [218],  and  trfetfi  to 
the  Szaminers;  Bar  Education  and  Dis- 
cipHne*[221]. 
Btond  Mt^np-'Xieiunl  Police  and  Improve- 
ment  (Scotland)  Proviiional  Order  Confiima- 


tion  (Dmnbarton)  •  (208]— (Luth)*  [211]— 
(Glasgow)  •  [210]  ;  City  of  London  Improve- 
ment Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (Golden 
Lane,  &c»)  *  [205] ;  Metropolis  Improvement 
Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  *  [206] ; 
Greenock  Improvement  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  *  [207] ;  Local  Government  Pro- 
visional Order  (Sewage)  *  [175];  Factors  Act 
Amendment*  [168]. 
80het    Oommittee—CasiBl   Boats*  [162],  nomu 

Select  Committee — Report — Saint  Stephen's  Green 

(Dublin)  ♦  ri67-216]. 
Cbmm»^<^0-— Solicitors  Examination,  &c.*  [190] 

— R.P. 

Oommittee^Beport^VnaoTiB  (Ireland)  *  [3-219] ; 

New  Forest  {re-e<mm.\  *  [218]. 
Third  RetuUng  —  Boyal   Irish   Constabulary* 

[203],  sxiiipaeted. 


QUESTIONS. 


POST  OFFICE-MAIL  BAG— TIVEKTON 
JUNCTION— QUESTION. 

Sib  JOHN  HEATHCOAT  AMOBY 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  de- 
fectiye  state  of  the  apparatus  at  Tiverton 
Junction  for  receiving  letters  from  the 
mail  train  on  the  Oreat  Western  Bail- 
way,  and  the  serious  injury  to  letters 
consequent  thereon — ^themail  bag  having 
been  damaged  on  the  morning  of  the 
6th  of  this  month,  and  this  being  the 
third  or  fourth  time  a  similar  aocident 
has  occurred ;  and,  whether  any,  and,  if 
so,  what  remedy  he  proposes  for  the 
prevention  of  similar  accidents  for  the 
future? 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  in  order  to  prevent  the  damage 
referred  to  in  the  Question,  the  speed  of 
the  train  would  in  future  be  consiaerably 
slackened  as  it  approached  the  station, 
and  other  precautions  would  be  taken. 

CLEOPATRA'S  NEEDLE— QUESTION. 

LoBD  EBNEST  BEtJCE  asked  the 
First  Commission  w  of  Works,  Whether 
any  site  in  the  Metropolis  has  yet  been 
selected  fat  the  erection  of  Cleopatra's 
Needle ;  and,  whether  there  is  not  likely 
to  be  some  difficulty,  as  to  land  carriage, 
in  placing  it  at  any  great  distimoe  &om 
the  side  of  tihe  river  f 

M&.  GEBABD  NOEL,  in  reply,  said, 
the  obelisk  referred  to  by  Ihe  noble  Lord 
was  still  at  Alexandria.  The  vessel 
destined  to  carry  it  to  England  was  in 
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the  Harbour  of  that  port,  and  he  hoped 
that  in  a  couple  of  monthB  she  wotda  be 
on  her  Toyage  home.  Four  important 
sites  had  been  su^ested  for  the  obelisk. 
One  was  on  the  Embankment,  opposite 
the  Northumberland  Avenue.  Another, 
also  on  the  Embankment,  by  Whitehall 
Stairs,  was  near  St.  Stephen's  Olub. 
[^Ironical  ehMrs,"]  That,  he  might  say, 
was  not  his  suggestion.  The  third  site 
was  in  the  open  space  to  the  south  of 
Westminster  l^alace,  opposite  Abingdon 
Street.  The  fourth  was  in  the  centre  of 
Parliament  Square,  in  the  midst  of 
those  distinguished  men  who  now 
adorned  that  place.  Nothing,  however, 
had  yet  been  definitely  settlea  with  re- 
gard to  the  site.  As  to  the  second  part 
of  the  Question,  there  would,  he  be- 
lieved, be  great  difficulty  and  even  risk 
in  endeavouring  to  convey  the  obelisk, 
which  was  supposed  to  weigh  between 
200  and  250  tons,  through  the  streets  of 
London  to  a  place  distant  from  the  river 
side. 


Thi  JTar. 


in 


THAMES  FLOODS  (METROPOLIS). 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  WATNEY  asked  the  Chairman 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
Whether,  as  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  have  determined  to  abandon 
their  Bill  for  the  Prevention  of  Floods, 
any,  and  if  any,  what  steps  will  be  taken 
by  the  Board  to  render  London  secure 
from  floods  during  the  ensuing  winter  ? 

Sm  JAMES  M%AEEL-HOGG :  Sir, 
in  answer  to  the  Question  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  I  beg  to  inform  him  that  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  has  no 
power  to  execute  any  works  for  render- 
ing London  secure  £rom  floods.  It  will 
rest  with  the  local  authorities  to  exercise 
the  power  which  they  possess  under  the 
Metropolis  Local  Management  Acts  and 
to  give  effect  to  the  judgment  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  on  the  12th  inst., 
which  has  decided  that  the  protection  of 
the  districts  from  the  influence  of  the 
river  is  in  the  exclusive  control  of  the 
Yestries  and  District  Boards.  I  need 
hardly  add  that  the  Metropolitan  Board 
will  be  always  ready  to  assist  with  their 
advice  any  of  the  local  authorities  who 
may  be  desirous  of  availing  themselves 
of  the  information  oolleoted  by  the 
Board  in  relation  to  this  important  sub- 
ject. 

Mr,  Gerard  Noel 


MERCHANT     SHIPPING     ACT  —  DSCE 
CAEG0E8— THE  "  BUSTONVALE.** 
QXTEsnoir. 

Mb.  OOITBLEY  asked  the  Prendsol 

of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  is 
that  the  barque  "  Bustonvale  " 
the  7th  instant  (June),  eompiilnnly 
measured  at  Greenock  for  extra  Tonzuige 
Duty  in  consequence  of  carrying  two 
spare  spars  on  deck,  in  order  to  make 
the  ship  seaworthy  in  aocordanoe  with 
Lloyds'  rules,  and  for  which  the  master 
had  to  pay  ten  shillings  for  a  CoBtoou 
certificate,  which  tax  will  have  to  be 
paid  on  each  occasion  that  he  pajns  off 
his  crew  in  a  British  port ;  ana,  if  he 
will  consider  what  measures  may  be 
adopted  for  the  purpose  of  preremtiBf 

flie  practice  complained  of?     

8m  OHAELfe  ADDERLEY:  Sr. 
the  case  of  the  Bustonvale  has  beea 
brought  to  my  notice.  The  daty  of 
measuring  spaces  on  deck  oocapied  by 
carg^  has  lately  been  transferrea  to  1ih» 
Customs  officers.  I  have  been  in  oora- 
munication  with  the  Board  of  Ciutainft 
on  the  subject  generally,  and  one  result 
is  that  the  space  occupied  by  five  spare 
spars  will  not  be  included  in  tonnagB 
measurement,  but  be  taken  as  pari  of 
equipment.  Another  result  is,  toat  the 
fee  for  measuring  deck  cargoes  is 
abolished. 

RUSSIA  AND  TUKKEY— THE  WAE- 
THE  SUEZ  CANAL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GOITELEY  asked  Mr.  ChanoeOor 
of  the  Exchequer,  If,  seeing  that  ^ 
Bussian  Government  has  answered  the 
intimation  of  Lord  Derby  relative  to 
non-interference  with  the  navig^(m  of 
the  Suez  Canal  in  accordance  with  dw 
wishes  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
he  would  be  good  enough  to  state  if  he 
can  yet  inform  the  House  of  the  naiora 
of  the  replies  or  communications  r&- 
ceived  £rom  the  Porte  and  the  Khedivs 
of  Egypt ;  and,  if  it  be  correct  that  the 
Gt>vemment  of  the  Porte  objects  to,  and 
declines  to  entertain,  the  intimation  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  forbidding 
the  exercise  of  belligerent  rights  in  ^ 
Oanal,  what  measures  he  intends  adopt- 
ing for  the  proper  protection  of  ue 
Canal  and  its  approaches  ?  

The  CHANOELLOB  of  thb  EXCHK- 
QUEB:  Sir,  the  answer  of  the  Porte  to 
the   communication  of  Her  Migestj^i 
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Oorenunent  respeoting  the  Snez  Oanal 
WM  reeeiyed  by  Mr.  I^jard  on  the  2l8t. 
Therefore,  ire  have  not  jet  received  it 
in  fulL  The  substance  of  it,  as  reported 
bj  telegraph,  is  as  follows : — 

"Tlie  Poite  aasentt  to  the  yiew  of  Her  Ma- 
J<eif'e  OoTenunent  relating  to  the  free  panage 
of  tike  Canal  for  all  neatraf  reeeels.  Aa  regaras 
hortiliUea  in  the  Canal  and  ita  approaches,  the 
Porte  atatea  that  as  the  Canal  is  part  of  the 
Ottoman  Elbpire,  and  has  nerer  been  declared 
neotnl,  they  cannot  permit  the  access  to  it  of 
cnemiea'  ships.  They  state  that  they  have 
taken  maasores  to  protect  the  two  entrances 
from  the  approach  of  enemies'  ships,  bat  that 


thej  reserve  the  rights  of  Turkey  uid  her  pre- 
rogatiTes  as  the  territorial  Power." 

It  will  hare  been  seen  £rom  the  Papers 
laid  before  Parliament  that  the  Eussian 
Ooremment  have  declared  that  they 
will  not ."  bring  Egypt  within  the  radius 
of  their  militfur  operations,"  and  that 
thej  will  ''neither  blockade  nor  inter- 
rupt, nor  in  any  way  menace  the  navi- 
gation of  the  Sues  CanaL"  Under  these 
circumstances  Her  Majesty's  Gbyem- 
ment  do  not  feel  it  necessary  to  take  any 
measorec  for  the  protection  of  the  Oanal, 
inasmuch  as  they  rely  upon  the  under- 
takine  of  the  Bussian  GfoTomment  that 
it  win  not  be  endangered. 


THE  NEW  FOREST.— QUESTION. 

Snt  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
it  is  true  that  the  gates  on  the  north 
side  of  Oakly  Enclosure  in  the  New 
Forest  have  been  looked,  so  as  to  pre- 
Tent  access  by  a  much  used  road  to  the 
beautiful  old  woods  known  as  Oakly  and 
Beny  Woods ;  and,  whether  such  lock- 
ing of  gates  is  not  contrary  to  the  assur- 
ances giTen  by  the  late  Secretary  to  the 
Treasuiy? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMTTH,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  ascertained  that  the  gates  had 
been  locked  as  stated  in  the  Question ; 
but  that  he  had  communicated  with  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods,  and  had  rea- 
son to  beliere  that  the  roads  would  be 
opened  in  a  day  or  two.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  assurances  given  by  the 
Iste  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  on  the 
iQbject  applied  to  the  locking  of  the 
gates  in  question  ;  but  he  was  ready  to 
idfflit  that  ther  might  very  fairly  be 
taken  to  mean  that  the  public  shoula  not 
be  deprired  of  the  conTcnience  afforde4 
by  the  ancient  paths  and  roads  through 
the  Forest. 

yOL.OaXXXV.    [thibd  sbubs.] 


VACCINATION  ACT  PROSECUTIONS- 
CASE  OF  JOSEPH  ABEL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  another  sum- 
mons was,  on  the  19th  instant,  issued 
against  Joseph  Abel,  of  Faringdon,  for 
the  non-vaccination  of  his  child  Frede- 
rick Joseph  Abel ;  whether  it  is  not  dis- 
cretionary with  the  justices  (under  30 
and  31  Vic.  c.  84,  s.  31)  to  refuse  to  make 
the  order ;  and,  whether,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  numerous  prosecu- 
tions and  fines  inflicted  upon  the  defen- 
dant, and  in  deference  to  the  opinion 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  he  will 
advise  the  justices  not  to  make  the 
order? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  true  another  summons  had 
been  issued  against  the  person  in  ques- 
tion. He  should  not  wish  to  give  any 
legal  opinion  as  to  the  discretionary 
power  01  magistrates  to  refuse  to  issue 
such  an  order  against  a  person  for  the 
non-vaccination  of  his  children.  The 
question  was  one  which  would  more 
appropriately  be  put  to  the  Attorney 
CFenend. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE-THE  ASSIZES. 

QUESTIONS. 

Sm  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  the  Assizes 
throughout  England  have  been  fixed  a 
fortnight  earlier  than  usual;  that  this 
will  have  the  effect  of  clashing  with  the 
Quarter  Sessions  which  must  be  held  on 
a  certain  week  as  fixed  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament; that  in  several  counties  the 
Quarter  Sessions  will  have  to  be  ad- 
journed, the  courts  being  occupied  by 
the  Judges  and  the  Bar,  and  that  many 
officers  of  the  county  will  necessarily  be 
in  attendance  at  the  Assizes ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  give  any  hopes  that  this  in- 
convenient state  of  things  will  be 
altered  in  the  future,  particularly  as 
it  is  presumed  a  gaol  delivenr  will  be 
made  at  the  Assizes  whstever  uie  nature 
of  the  offences  may  be  ? 

Mb,  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  been  in  communication  with 
the  Lord  Ohancellor  and  the  Lord  Ohief 
Justice  on   the    subject,  and   that  he 
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hoped  an  arrangement  wonid  be  made 
by  which  the  inconvenience  referred  to 
would  be  obviated  in  fature.  If  legisla- 
tion was  found  to  be  necessary,  it  would 
be  attended  to  without  delay. 

Mb.  C.  W.  WYNN  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  the  Judges 
do  not  go  circuit  under  a  commission  of 
general  gaol  delivery ;  and,  whether  he 
is  aware  in  Montgomeryshire  that  the 
Lord  Ohief  Baron  has  declined  to  try 
any  prisoners  committed  at  the  Ses- 
sionsr 

Me.  A88HET0N  GROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  not  aware  that  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron  had  come  to  any  such  deci- 
sion. He  would,  however,  make  inquiry 
into  the  matter,  and  g^ve  die  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  result. 

RUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— THE  WAR^ 
ASIA  MIK0R-8IR  ARNOLD  KEMBALL. 

QX7BSTI0N. 

Mb.  LAINO  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
taiy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther he  can  give  the  House  any  informa- 
tion confirming  or  contradicting  a  state- 
ment of  the  correspondent  of  the  **  Daily 
Tele^aph''  at  Erzeroum,  to  the  effect 
that  in  tiie  recent  battle  near  Delibaba 
Sir  Arnold  Kemball  was  in  such  a  pro- 
minent position  with  the  Turkish  army 
as  to  have  been  mistaken  for  a  Oeneral 
acting  with  their  forces,  and  to  have  only 
escaped  the  pursuit  of  the  Cossacks  by 
the  neetness  of  his  horse ;  and,  whether 
the  instructions  given  to  Sir  Arnold 
Kemball  and  any  other  British  officers 
accompanying  the  belligerent  armies 
on  either  side,  are  such  as  to  prevent 
them  from  doing  anything  inconsistent 
with  a  strict  observance  of  the  spirit  and 
letter  of  Her  Majesty's  Proclamation  of 
neutrality  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE:  Sir,  no  information 
has  been  received  by  Her  Majesty's 
Gt>vemment  of  the  battle,  the  account  of 
which  is  published  in  The  Daily  Tele- 
graphy and  which  is  reported  to  have 
taken  place  near  Delibaba,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  therefore,  do  not 
know  what  the  position  of  Sir  Arnold 
Kemball  was  on  that  occasion.  With 
regard  to  the  Instructions,  about  which 
the  hon.  Member  asks  me,  given  to  Sir 
Arnold  Kemball,  I  have  to  state  that 
Instructions  sent  to  Mr.  Layard  were  to 
the  effect  that  Sir  Arnold  Kemball  was 

Mr,  Assheton  Cro%9 


to  follow  the  operations  of  <h«  TnxkiA 
Forces,  and  that  he  was  to  report  to  Hsr 
Majesty's  Government  the  remdt  of  tboM 
operations.  With  regard  to  the  por- 
tion he  was  to  occupy,  he  waa  to  feOow 
his  own  discretion  m  any  actions  that 
might  take  place.  With  respect  to  the 
discharge  of  his  duties  generally,  he 
was  deured  to  discharge  the  duty  of  a 
delemte  from  a  neutral  Gbvemment  to 
a  belligerent  army,  and  he  waa  further 
desired,  if  he  saw  any  exceaaes  com- 
mitted on  the  part  of  individual  aoldien, 
to  report  those  excesses  to  the  Tnrkiiik 
Government  immediately,  and  to  do 
what  he  could  to  prevent  them.  I  may 
also  mention  that  similar  Instmetioei 
have  been  given  to  the  other  offieen 
that  are  following  the  Turkiah  Army. 

HIGHWAYS— LEGISLATION. 
QXjEsnoir. 

Sm  GEOBGE  JENKINSON  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Ghirenimflot 
Board,  Whether  the  attention  of  die 
Government  has  been  directed  to  the 
Report,  in  May  last,  of  the  Select  Cooi- 
mittee  of  this  House  on  the  Turnpike 
Acts  Oontinuance,  in  which  the  f(dhiw« 
ing  sentence  occurs : — 

*<  Your  Gonmiittee  must  repeat  their  oobti^. 
tion  that,  unless  some  law  is  speedily  emuted 
for  the  better  management  of  highwayv,  gnit 
injustice  will  be  done  to  many  puiahea  in  oob* 
sec^uence  of  the  liability  thrown  on  them  ol  re- 
pairing roads  which  were  constructed  for  the 
piirpose  of  through  traffic.  Many  roads  wiU 
undoubtedly  fall  out  of  repair,  and  throngii 
want  of  timely  legislation,  much  expeoae,  irfiieh 
might  have  been  avoided,  will  eventually  bt 
incurred  in  restoring  the  condition  of  these 
roads;" 

this  being  a  repetition  of  langnage 
equally  strong  in  the  previous  Beporti 
of  May,  1875  and  1876;  and,  wheUier 
the  Government  intend  to  introduce^ 
and  to  endeavour  to  pass  during  this 
Session,  any  measure  to  remedy  the 
evils  described  in  the  Beport  referred 
to? 

Mb.  SOLATER  BOOTH,  in  reply. 
said,  his  attention  had  been  directed  to 
the  recommendation  refeired  to.  He 
had  brought  the  subject  under  the 
notice  of  the  Government  more  than 
once,  and  they  were  anxioua  to  legislate 
with  respect  to  it,  but  they  were  not,  as 
he  had  stated  on  a  recent  oocasiony  able 
to  see  their  way  to  introduce  a  BiB 
dealing  with  it  this  Session. 
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DUBUN  METROPOLITAN  FOUGE- 
CASB  OF  MR.  J.  A.  BROWNS. 

QTTSSnOK. 

ICk.  SULLiyAN  aaked  the  Ohief 
SMreteiT  for  Ireland,  If  he  ean  state 
the  reeolt  of  his  inquiries  into  the  case 
of  Mr.  J.  A.  Browne  of  Dablin  f 

Six  MIOHAEL  U10K8  -  BEACH  : 
Sir,  during  the  tenure  of  office  of  the 
late  Goremment,  the  Oarriage  depart- 
ment of  the  Dablin  Metropolitan  Po- 
lice waa  re-organiced,  and  Mr.  J.  A. 
Browne's  serrioee  were  dispensed  with, 
under  dronmstanoee  which  appeared  at 
the  time  to  preclude  him  from  receiving 
the  usual  grant  of  a  retiring  pension. 
Mr.  Browne  subsequently  memorialized 
the  CKiremment  for  a  re-consideration 
of  his  case,  and  last  summer  I  under- 
took that  it  should  be  carefully  investi- 
gated. Hayinff  had  the  bene^t  of  the 
adrioe  of  the  msh  Law  Officers  on  the 
tabjecty  I  arriyed  at  the  conclusion  that 
though  Mr.  Browne  was  open  to  serious 
blame  for  mismanagement  and  negli- 
gence daring  the  later  months  of  a  lonff 
period  of  serrice,  nothing  was  proved 
against  him  of  a  graver  nature,  such  as 
would  be  necessary  to  justify  the  ex- 
treme course  of  depriving  him  altogether 
of  his  ordinary  riflrnt  to  pension  on  abo- 
lition of  office.  1  have,  therefore,  re- 
ooomiended  the  case  to  the  favourable 
consideration  of  the  Treasury,  and  I  be- 
lieve that  their  Lordships  are  disposed 
to  award  a  modified  pension  to  Mr. 
Browne  under  the  powers  vested  in 
them  by  Parliament. 


NATIONAL  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
(IRELAND)— H£AD  TRACHEB8  OF 
MODEL  SCHOOLS^- QUESTION. 

Mr.  fay  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
far  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  Hsr  Majesty's  (Government  to  act  on 
the  recommendation  of  the  Oommis- 
Booers  of  National  Education  in  Ire- 
Isad,  by  granting  retiring^  pensions  to 
the  head  teachers  of  Insh  Model 
Sohook? 

Bm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Mo,  Sir,  the  Oovemment  have  not  felt 
thsmsslves  aUe  to  oonmly  with  the 
nooomandation  of  the  Commissioners 
i>  &foar  of  this  partioular  dass  of  Na- 
tional   School    teachsft.     The    whole 


question  of  pensions  is  now  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Government,  and  in 
accordance  with  the  promise  given  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Eil- 
dtfe  (Mr.  Meldon),  the  matter  will  re- 
ceive our  best  consideration. 


NAVY-.H.M.8.  "INFLEXIBLE." 
QUESnOKS. 

Mr.  ASHBUBY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  If  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, will,  at  an  early  date,  appoint 
a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  ques- 
tions at  issue  relating  to  the  doubtful 
stabiHty  of  H.M.S.  '*  Liflexible  ?  " 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON  :  The  Admi- 
ralty cannot  consent  to  the  appointment 
of  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
stability  of  the  Inflexible.  They  consider 
there  is  no  doubt  of  her  stability,  and 
are  prepared  to  accept  to  the  fullest  ex- 
tent their  responsibility  for  the  ship. 

Subsequently — 

Ma.  E.  J.  EEED,  in  the  absence  of 
the  First  Lord,  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  official 
documents  from  which  extracts  were 
read  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
by  the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
on  Monday  evening,  together  with  all 
other  Beports  which  the  Construction 
Department  may  have  made  to  the  Board 
upon  the  stability  of  the  ''Inflexible," 
and  ships  of  her  class  ? 

Me.  a.  F.  EGEETON,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  intended  to  lay  on  the  Table 
the  Beport  of  the  Director  of  Naval 
Construction,  dated  July  4,  1873,  which 
was  quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Gbschen)  in  the  recent 
debate  on  the  Navy  Estimates,  together 
with  other  Correspondence  and  Eeports 
bearing  upon  the  question  of  the  stabi- 
lity and  efficiency  of  the  Inflexible,  and 
the  Admiral^  Mmute  stating  the  opinion 
of  the  Board  thereon.  He  might  take 
this  opportunity  of  stating  that  there 
was  at  the  Admiralty  a  floating  model 
of  this  ship,  and  he  had  given  instruc- 
tions that  if  any  hon.  Member  was  de- 
sirous of  seeing  it,  he  should  have  every 
opportunity  of  mspecting  it  and  of  having 
each  explanations  given  as  he  might 
think  necessary,  which  bore  upon  the 
question  of  the  stability  of  the  ship. 
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Mb.  E.  J.  EEED  wished  to  state,  for 
the  mfonnation  of  tlie  House,  that  the 
model  referred  to  had  been  inspected  by 
himself.  [Cries  of*' Order  I"  l  He  had 
beed  invited  to  see  the  model,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  doubt  raised  as  to  the 
stability  of  the  Inflexible.  It  was  dis- 
tinctly a  model  in  which  certain  wooden 
material  was  placed  that  could  not  be 
removed;  and  it  did  not  represent  the 
dangerous  condition  of  the  ship.  On 
the  contrary,  it  represented  a  very  diffe- 
rent state  of  things. 

ARMY— COURTS  MARTIAL  ON 
SERGEANT  MCCARTHY  AND  OTHERS. 

QUESTION. 

Me.  O'CONNOE  POWER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he  has  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  Copies  of  the  Eeports  of  the  pro- 
ceedings in  the  Courts  Martial  hold  in 
the  cases  of  Sergeant  McCarthy,  Corporal 
Thomas  Chambers,  and  John  O'Brien, 
convicted  for  breaches  of  the  Articles  of 
War? 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  in  accordance  with  the  Articles 
of  War,  any  person  tried  by  court- 
martial,  or  anyone  acting  on  his  behalf, 
was  entitled  to  have  a  copy  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, if  applied  for  within  three 
years.  It  was  now,  however,  10  years 
since  the  courts-martial  in  question  were 
held,  and  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
conducive  to  public  policy  that  a  Eeport 
of  their  proceedings  should,  after  the 
lapse  of  so  long  a  period,  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House. 


THE  SLAVE  TRADE— BRITISH  MER- 
CHANT   SHIPS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  ANDEESON  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  With  reference  to  the  statement 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty,  that 
H.M.S.  ''Eifleman  "  had  seized  twenty 
slaves  on  board  two  British  ships  in 
the  Eed  Sea,  the  ''Koina"  and  the 
*'Eokeby,"  and  that  he  referred  to  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  the  question 
''  whether  any  or  what  punishment  can 
be  awarded  to  captains  or  owners  of 
ships  80  sullying  the  British  flag ; "  and, 
if  he  will  inform  the  House  whether 
British  or  International  Law  enables 
Government  to  punish  officers  or  owners 
of  British  ships  g^ty  of  such  offences 
in  foreign  waters,  and  if  Government  is 


prepared  to  put  in  force  Buch  powers  ta 

they  have?         

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL :  Kr, 
in  answer  to  the  Question  of  the  hoiL 
Gentleman,  I  beg  to  state  that  the 
statute  5  Geo.  TV.,  c.  lid,  entitled  "As 
Act  for  the  Abolition  of  the  Slave  Trade,** 
provides  ample  means  for  prerentisf 
owners  or  masters  of  British  shipe  tSdin^ 
in  any  way  the  Slave  Trade,  and  ths 
provisions  of  that  statute  oontain  tsct 
severe  penalties;  for  instance,  pertoot 
offendii^  are  liable  to  penal  aervitode 
for  life.  I  have  not  received  full  infor- 
mation of  the  circumstances  oozmeeled 
with  the  receiving  on  board  the  two 
vessels  mentioned ;  but,  certainly,  if  it 
should  be  brought  to  my  attentioa 
officially  that  the  officers  or  owners  cf 
British  ships  were  guilty  of  violatisc 
the  provisions  of  the  statute  to  which  I 
have  referred,  I  should  recommend  tht 
Government  to  institute  proceedingi 
against  them. 

POST  OFFICE  TELEGRAPHS— 
TIPPERART.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  a.  MOOEE  asked  the  Pott* 
master  General,  Whether,  oonsideriBg 
the  great  distances  between  the  pre- 
sently existing  telegraph  stations  in  th« 
county  of  Tipperary,  he  could  open  freah 
postal  telegraph  stations  at  Oappawhite* 
and  also  at  either  Emly  or  Gulbially  f 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEES,  in  r^, 
said,  that  the  cost  was  the  difficulty  is 
this  matter  of  opening  stations  at  Cappe- 
white  and  Emly.  He  was  sorry  to  say 
he  could  not  hold  out  any  hope  of  being 
able  to  make  the  extension  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Department. 

INDIA— THE  FULLER  AND  LEEDS 
CASE.— QUESTION. 

Me.  FAWCETT  asked  Mr.  Chancrf- 
lor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  as  th«r» 
is  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  challenging 
the  action  of  the  Secretory  of  State  for 
India  in  reference  to  the  Fuller  and 
Leeds  Case,  he  will  give  the  House  aa 
opportunity  of  expressing  its  opinion  on 
that  Motion ;  and,  whether  he  can  make 
any  arrangement  which  will  enable  th« 
Eight  honourable  Gentleman  the  Mem* 
her  for  the  TTniversity  of  London,  who 
has  given  Notice  oi  that  Motion,  to 
bring  it  forward  at  such  a  time  that  a 
division  upon  it  can  be  taken  ? 


201 


Army — Retiremmt  on        I  Jxtns  25,  1877) 


FMPuy. 


202 


Thk  CHAN CELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE,  in  reply,  said,  he  should  be  glad 
if  the  opportunity  in  question  could  be 
found.  He  was  unable,  however,  in 
the  present  state  of  Public  Business,  to 
promise  to  make  an  arrangement  for 
bringing  it  forward. 

ARMY— PROMOTION  AND  RETIREMENT 
—THE  WARRANT.— QUESTION. 

Majob  O'OOEMAN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  there 
is  any  Military  objection  to  the  presen- 
tation to  the  House  of  Commons,  by 
Militaiy  Officers,  of  Petitions  in  fayour 
of  the  publication,  prior  to  the  expira- 
tion of  thepresent  Session,  of  the  long- 
expected  Warrant  regarding  promotion 
and  retirement  ? 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  :  In  reply 
to  the  hon.  and  gallccnt  Member  for 
Waterford,  I  am  sure  with  his  experi- 
ence of  military  discipline  I  need  not 
point  out  that  it  would  not  be  right  for 
military  officers  to  present  Petitions  to 
this  House  on  the  subject.  If  any  offi- 
cer wishes  to  make  a  complaint,  and 
takes  it  to  the  Commander-m-Chief,  it 
will  receiye  eyexy  attention. 


CRIMINAL  LAW— MURDER  OP 
SERGEANT  BRETT.— QUESTION. 

Mb,  O'OONNOE  POWEE  asked  the 
Secretaiy  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, If  he  has  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  Copies  of 
th^  Beports  of  the  trials  held  at  Man- 
chester in  1867  in  connection  with  the 
shooting  of  Sergeant  Brett  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  There  are 
no  official  Beports  connected  with  this 
matter  that  I  am  aware  of.  No  doubt, 
there  are  the  shorthand-writers'  notes, 
and  I  believe  the  newspapers  of  the 
time  gave  very  full  reports  of  the  trial ; 
in  fact,  they  contain  all  the  information 
it  is  possible  to  get.  I  have  nothing  to 
add  to  what  was  published. 

SUGAR  CONVENTION.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  THOBNHILL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfEairs, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  the  injury 
inflicted  upon  the  sugar  producing  colo- 
nies of  Great  Britain  by  the  system  of 
granting  bounties  on  the  export  of 
gogar,  adopted  by  various  Continental 
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countries  (which  injury  is  complained 
of  in  a  Petition  which  has  been  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  by  the  inhabitants 
of  Barbadoes),  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  can  give  any  assurance  to  the 
House  that  the  Convention  recently  con- 
cluded at  Paris  will  be  ratified  by  the 
contracting  Powers  at  the  time  specified ; 
and,  if  not,  if  he  could  state  what  is  the 
reason  of  l^e  delay,  and  what  steps  Her 
Majesty's  Government  propose  to  take 
to  place  the  sugar  trade  of  the  four 
con&acting  countries  upon  that  equal 
footing  which  it  has  been  the  object  of 
negotiations  for  many  years  past  to 
establish? 

Mb.  BOURKE  :  Sir,  the  draft  of  a 
Sugar  Convention  was  signed  at  Paris 
on  the  7th  of  March  by  the  Delegates 
of  Great  Britain,  Belgium,  France,  and 
Holland,  subject  to  the  approval  of  their 
respective  Governments.  In  consequence 
of  the  modifications  proposed  by  the 
Netherlands  Government  to  be  made  in 
the  Convention  with  the  object  of  secur- 
ing its  acceptance  by  the  States  General, 
the  Convention  has  not  up  to  the  present 
time  been  formally  accepted  by  the  Go- 
vernments of  the  Powers  intereerf;ed.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  used  and 
are  using  their  best  endeavours  to  bring 
the  matter  to  a  satisfactory  issue ;  but  it 
will  be  necessary  that  the  Convention, 
when  accepted  by  the  Governments  of 
the  contracting  countries,  should  be  ap- 
proved by  the  Legislative  Assemblies  of 
fVance,  Belgium,  and  Holland  before  it 
can  be  ratified. 

ARMY— RETIREMENT  ON  FULL  PAY. 

QUESTION. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
permission  to  retire  on  full  pay  has  been 
refused  to  several  field  officers  who  are 
entitled  to  it,  on  the  grounds  that  no 
funds  are  available  for  this  purpose; 
and,  whether  any  of  these  officers  have 
been  pronounced  medically  unfit  for 
further  service  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HAEDT,  in  replv, 
said,  officers  in  the  Army  had  no  right 
to  retire  on  full  pay  unless  sufficient 
fonds  were  available.  A  limited  sum 
was  granted  for  the  purpose,  and  unless 
vacancies  occurred  it  was  impossible  for 
officers  to  retire  on  full  pay.  Two  Majors 
had  been  reported  as  meaically  imfit  for 
further  service.    One  of  these  officers 
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had  just  received  full  pay  from  the  fund 
in  consequence  of  a  vacancy,  and  the 
other  would  also  receive  it  when  a 
vacancy  occurred. 

THE  NAVY— SHIPS  OF  WAR— A  SELECT 
COMMITTEE— QUESTION. 

Captain  PIM  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty »  If  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment  will,  without  delay,  appoint  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
system  now  in  practice  for  ascertaining, 
first,  what  are  the  various  dasses  or 
types  of  vessels  which  best  meet  the 
requirements  of  Her  Majesty's  Naval 
Service ;  and,  secondly,  what  is  the  sys- 
tem in  practice  for  obtaining  the  most 
efficient  designs  for  such  classes  ? 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Admiralty  could  not  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  the  Sdect  Committee 
referred  to. 

OKDEB— COMMITTEE  OF  SUPPLT. 
BESOLimoN. 

The  CHANCELLOR  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QTTEB  moved,  in  pursuance  of  Notice, 
"That  this  House  will  immediately 
resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  oi 
Supply." 

Mb.  PAHNELL  wished  to  know,  as 
a  matter  of  Order,  whether  the  Motion 
could  be  put  firom  the  Chair,  except  with 
the  unammous  and  universal  consent  of 
the  House  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  House  is  aware 
that  in  consequence  of  the  count-out, 
the  Committee  of  Supply  on  Friday 
night  last  became  a  lapsed  Order. 
Therefore,  the  House  cannot  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply  to-day  unless  the 
Ot^ei  is  again  set  up.  The  proceeding 
is  usual  and  reasonable,  and  no  other 
Notice  besides  that  which  appears  on  the 
Paper  to-day  is  necessary,  according  to 
the  practice  of  the  House. 

Sib  COLMAN  CLOGHLEN  said, 
that  it  was  a  new  practice,  which  was 
only  introduced  in  1861  by  Lord  Pal- 
merston,  the  usual  coursepreviously  to 
that,  according  to  Sir  I^rskine  May, 
having  been  when  Supply  became  a 
dropped  Order  on  Friday,  to  set  it  up 
agam  for  the  following  Thursday.  It 
had  not  been  adopted  more  than  three 
or  four  times  of  late  years,  and  in  his 
opinion  the  Motion  tmder  discussion 
ought  not  to  be  regarded  by  the  House 
as  an  ordinary  Motion.  In  the  course  of 

Mr.  Gathome  Ha/rdy 


last  year,  on  June  26,  Mr.  Dioraeli  had 
formally  moved  that  the  House  should 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  otQnmAj, 
because  there  had  been  a  count-out.  The 
House  ought  to  be  jealous  of  anj  inter- 
ference with  old-established  forms.  Be- 
sides, private  Members  had  an  interest 
in  keeping  Friday ;  but  if  when  a  count- 
out  occurred  on  that  day,  the  (Jovem- 
ment  took  Monday  as  a  matter  of  course, 
it  would  have  no  object  in  keeping^  a 
House  on  Friday.  For  what  reason, 
then,  was  the  old  rule  departed  frcnn  on 
the  present  occasion  ? 

M^.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  the  &€t 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  last 
week  had  put  down  the  Army  T<*.»f:imi^^ai| 
for  that  evening  was  a  sufficient  reason 
for  the  course  the  Government  had  taken. 
A  pledge  had  therefore  been  giren  by 
the  Government  to  that  effect,  and  hon. 
Members  had  come  down  to  the  House 
expecting,  of  course,  that  the  arranm- 
ment  wo^d  be  carried  out.  It  womd, 
therefore,  cause  great  inoonvenienee  m 
well  as  trouble  if  that  understanding 
were  now  departed  from,  simply  owiiiff 
to  the  accident  of  a  count-out  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  right  hoa.  and 
learned  Oentleman  opposite  (Sir  Colmaa 
CLoghlen)  was  in  his  place  on  Friday 
evening;  but  the  Oovemment  madie 
every  effort  to  keep  a  House,  and  were 
present  in  considerable  numbers ;  but  it 
was  impossible  to  keep  a  House,  and, 
great  as  was  the  inconvenience  on  Fridm 
night  to  several  hon.  Members,  it  would 
be  still  greater  that  night  if  the  coune 
of  Business  were  disturbed  and  the  Vq^ 
could  not  be  taken.  The  practice  of  the 
House  for  the  past  16  years  in  this 
respect  had  been  one  which  had  met 
with  universal  approval,  and  had  arissQ 
from  the  necessity  of  advancmg^  Publia 
Business 

LoBD  BOBEBT  MONTAGU  said, 
that  the  custom  vras  for  dropped  Orden 
to  be  put  down  at  the  bottom  of  the  list 
of  Orders  for  the  Day  ensuing,  and  the 
Motion  for  going  into  Gommitteee  of 
Supply  ouffht  to  have  been  the  last  on 
the  list.  Sir  Erskine  May,  however,  had 
said  that  a  Motion  for  Supply  did  not 
become  a  dropped  Order  —  so  that  no 
question  of  the  land  could  occur.  But 
in  the  year  1861  Lord  Palmerston  had 
connived  at  Supply  being  dropped  by 
reason  of  a  count-out,  and  had  made  a 
Motion  like  the  one  before  the  Hoossi 
on  the  first  day  of  the  holidajs.    Of 
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ooime,  it  would  not  be  contended  that 
all  that  Lord  Palmeraton  had  done  was 
neoeesarily  right.  The  Secretary  of  the 
Treaauzy  had  spoken  of  the  uniform 
onstom  of  the  House  for  the  last  16 
yaars;  but  he  himself  had  found  no  such 
uniformity.  He  had  inyestigated  the 
matter,  and  had  found  several  instances 
of  Supply  and  other  Orders  having  been 
dropped  by  a  oount-out»  and  on  those 
occasions  the  Government  of  the  day  had 
put  them  down  again,  not  immediately, 
but  after  the  lapse  of  a  few  days.  He 
remembered,  too,  that  Bills  under  the 
charge  of  tlie  ri^t  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  County  Glare  had  been 
treated  in  that  manner.  It  seemed,  then, 
that  with  the  exception  of  the  one  pre- 
cedent created  by  Lord  Palmerston — and 
that  a  precedent  that  ought  not  to  be 
foUowed,  inasmuch  as  it  was  a  direct 
Tiolation  of  the  Bules  of  the  House — the 
cottom  of  the  House  was  aninst  the 
Oovemment.  Bules  and  precedents  were 
made  to  restrict  the  action  of  the  ma- 
jority, and  he  did  not  desire  to  see  any 
of  them  abandoned. 

Mb.  PABNELL  understood  that  the 
Notice  of  tills  Motion  was  not  given  in 
the  usual  way ;  but  it  was  given  after 
the  Speaker  left  the  Chair.  He  sup- 
posed that  the  Clerks  at  the  Table  knew 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  Notice 
of  the  Motion  was  given ;  but  he  under- 
stood that  the  Speaker  had  left  the 
Chair;  and  he  wished  to  know  under 
thoee  circumstances  whether,  in  the 
event  of  any  objection  being  taken  to 
the  Motion,  it  would  be  proceeded  with  ? 

Ma.  SPEAKEB:  Before  the  House 
was  counted  out  the  Motion  was  per- 
fectly in  Order.  If  any  objection  is 
raised,  I  shall  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  in  the  usual  way. 

Mb.  WTKEHAM  MABTIN  hoped 
the  sense  of  the  House  would  not  be 
taken  on  the  su^ect,  for  this  simple 
reason — ^that  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment 
had  made  arrangements  to  enable  hon. 
Members  to  bring  on  questions  in  which 
they  were  interested,  and  if  the  Motion 
was  not  agreed  to  the  rights  of  private 
Members  would  be  extinguished  He 
had  himself  come  a  considerable  dis- 
tanoe  with  a  view  of  supporting  the 
Motioii  of  an  hon.  Member. 

Thb  Mabquxss  or  HABTINOTON 
said,  he  imagined  if  the  Motion  of  the 
riflht  hon.  Oeademan  opposite  (the  Ohan- 
oeUOT  of  the  Exchequer)  were  carried  it 


would  still  be  competent  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  proceed  with  their  Notices  on  the 
Question  that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Chair.  But  he  hoped  the  House  would 
not  be  put  to  the  trouble  of  dividing.  It 
was  quite  possible,  as  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Clare  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Westmeath  had 
remarked,  that  the  proceedings  in  the 
matter  were  a  little  awkward  and  not 
altogether  consistent.  But  the  House 
ought  to  recollect  how  this  difficulty 
arose.  It  arose  from  the  application  of 
two  arrangements,  both  made  by  the 
consent  and  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House.  The  first  arrangement  was  that 
Supply  should  be  the  First  Order  on 
Friday  to  enable  hon.  Members  to  raise 
discussion ;  and  the  other  was,  as  the 
House  had  lately  decided,  that  the  Sit- 
ting^ should  be  specially  adapted  to  the 
business  of  Supply.  If  the  (iovemment 
had  followed  any  other  course  than  that 
which  they  had  adopted,  the  House 
would  have  had  very  just  reason  to 
complain.  As*  had  been  stated  by  the 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Notice  was  given  last  week 
that  the  Army  Estimates  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with  to-day ;  and  if  hon.  Members 
found  that  in  consequence  of  what  had 
occurred  on  Friday  night  the  Army  Esti- 
mates would  not  be  proceeded  with,  but 
thafc  some  Bill  would  be  brought  on 
which  they  had  not  expected,  the  House 
would  have  had  much  more  reason  to 
complain. 

Sib  COLMAN  p'LOOHLEN  said,  he 
had  made  no  Motion  on  the  subject ;  but 
had  simply  called  attention  to  what  had 
occurred.  He  hoped  that  the  course 
which  in  this  instance  had  been  adopted 
by  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  would  not 
become  the  ordinary  practice. 

Motion  agr$ed  to, 

JRetohid,  '*  That  this  House  will  im- 
mediatelv  resolve  itself  into  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply." 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

ARMY— ROYAL  ARTHXERY  AND  ENGI- 

NEER8— ARREARS  OF  INDLiN  PAY. 

MOTION     FOR    ▲    SSLBCT  OOMlOTm. 

Coix>irxL  JEBYIS,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  Papers  respecting  the 
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arrears  of  pay  due  by  the  Gbyemment  of 
India  to  Officers  of  the  Boyal  Artillery 
and  Boyal  Engineers ;  and  to  move  that 
they  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
said,  that  the  case  concerned  the  De- 
partment of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  but  it  related  to  Her  Majesty's 
British  troops,  and  as  they  knew  of  no 
one  to  whom  they  were  responsible  but 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  there 
was  no  other  to  whom  they  could  look  for 
redress  of  grievances.     It  was  so  laid 
down  in  the  Articles  of  War.     The  mat- 
ter, though  relating  to  a  small  body  of 
men,  250  in  number,  really  involved  a 
matter  which  could  not  any  longer  be 
overlooked — namely,  the  broad  principle 
whether    Her    Majesty's   troops   when 
ordered  to  India  were  not  entiued  to  all 
the  rights  and  privileges  conferred  on 
them  Dy  the  Crown  and  reoog^nized  by 
Parliament.     He  held   that    they  had 
hitherto  been  deprived  of  those  privi- 
leges, and  his  object  was  to  press  their 
case    upon    the   Opvemment.    On  the 
22nd  of  February,  1872,  Lord  Cardwell, 
among  other  reforms,  brought  before 
the  House  the  subject  of  the  re-organi- 
zation to  a  gpreat  extent  of  the  Artillery 
and  Engineers.    That  was  no  new  sub- 
ject.   For  many  years  the  slow  course 
of  promotion  had  attracted    attention, 
and  in  1867  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers)  moved  for  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  matter. 
On  that  Committee  sat  the  noble  Lord 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition.     It  was 
perfectly  unanimous  in  its  Beport ;  but, 
on  further  consideration,  there  having 
been  a  change    of   Qovemment,  Lord 
Hampton  considered  the  scheme  recom- 
mended more  expensive  than  he  would 
like  to  present  to  the  House,  and  he  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  at  the  War  Office 
to  consider  the  Report.    Among  the  re- 
commendations made  by  the  Committee 
was  that  in  future,  on  account  of  the 
changes   which   had   occurred   in   the 
Artillery  and  Engineers,  the  first  cap- 
tains should  be  field  officers.    The  thing 
was  dropped,  and  in  1871  the  question 
was    brought    before   the  House,   and 
Lord  Cardwell  stated  that  a  Commission 
had  been  ordered  to  go  thoroughly  into 
the    whole    question.     In    1872    Lord 
Cardwell  distmctly  stated  that  the  rank 
of  field  officers  would  be  given  to  the 
first  captains  of  the  Artillery  and  Engi- 
neers.   The  question,  however,  was  not 
then  settled,  and  a  considerable  parly 
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was  formed  against  the  proposal,  jcm  tLa 
ground  that  it  would  interfere  with  the 
rights  of  officers  of  the  Purchase  Corps. 
On  the  18th  of  June,  1872,  an  Address 
was  moved  and  carried  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  praying  for  a  Oommissioii  to  in- 
quire into  the  alleg^  injostioe  to  the 
Purchase  Corps,  and  that  the  'Bajtl 
Warrant  should  not  be  issued  until  Um 
Commission  had  reported.  In  reply  to 
that  Address,  Her  Majesty  stated  that 
she  was  advised  that  th^  delay  asked  fiv 
in  the  issue  of  the  Boyal  Warrant  woold 
be  inexpedient.  On  the  28&  the  late 
General  Sir  Percy  Herbert  brought  for- 
ward a  Motion  in  the  House  of  Oom* 
mons  to  the  effect  that  the  matter  should 
be  re-considered.  Lord  Cardwell,  in 
his  reply,  distinctly  dwelt  on  the  ar- 
rangement made  with  &e  India  OfBce 
that  field  rank  should  be  nven  to  ths 
first  captains,  and  said  uat  nothing 
should  prevent  him  from  canying  the 
scheme  into  effect.  Qeneral  Sir  Percy 
Herbert  did  not  get  a  Seconder.  Chi 
the  5th  of  July,  1872,  the  Royal  War- 
rant was  issued  granting  the  inerease 
of  pay  and  rank  to  these  officers.  On 
the  15th  of  August  the  Boyal  Wairant 
was  published  in  India.  Yet,  after  the 
decision  of  the  House  and  after  the  pob- 
lication  of  the  Boyal  Warrant,  it  was  not 
recognized  in  India,  and  the  officers  had 
received  neither  increase  of  pay  nor  rank. 
As  soon  as  the  Order  was  read  in  Inda 
the  officers  concerned  had  remonstrated 
by  submitting  their  grievanoes  throng 
their  commanding  officers  to  the  Oom- 
mander-in-Chief,  who  considered  they 
were  justified  in  their  application^  and 
who  forwarded  the  matter  to  &e  Gk^reni- 
ment  of  India.  The  Oovemment  of 
India  also  thought  these  officers  were 
entitled  to  have  their  grievances  re- 
medied, and  it  accordingly  forwarded 
their  application  to  the  oecretair  of 
State  for  India.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  said,  in  his  reply,  that  thsj 
were  British  officers ;  that  the  complainiB 
should  have  gone  through  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief to  the  Sewetaiy  of  Stats 
for  War ;  and,  in  the  meantime,  he  asked 
the  Oovemment  of  India  to  give  him 
further  information.  According  to  this 
decision  two  officers  made  their  oom- 
plaint,  and  after  four  years  of  constant 
applications    forwarded    through    the 

E roper  channel,  the  latest  answer  thej 
aa  got  from  the  War  Office  was  in  July, 
1876,  to  the  effect  that  the  Petitioa  of 
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regimental  officers  for  increased  Indian 
paj  and  allowances  would  be  submitted 
to  Parliament  in  due  course.    But,  in 
point  of  fact,  the  officers  never  peti- 
tioned ;  they  merely  asked  for  what  was 
dne  to  them.    Up  to  the  present  time, 
no   step  whateyer  had  been  taken  in 
India  to  carry  out  the  Warrant.    Let- 
ters luul  not  been  replied  to,  and  the 
officers  were  wholly  at  a  loss  to  know 
on  what  ground  they  had  not  receiyed 
what  they  were  entitled  to  under  the 
Boyal  Warrant.    But  although  no  reply 
had  been  giyen,   sereral   excuses  had 
been  made,  both  in  that  House  and  out 
of  it.     It  had,  indeed,  been  said  that 
Boyal  Warrants  had  no  e£Pect  in  India. 
He  had,  howeyer,  taken  the  trouble  to 
peruse  nUl  the  Oeneral  Orders  issued  in 
the  Bengal  Province  since  the  British 
tioopa  formed  part  of  the  Forces  in 
India,  and  he  could  find  no  instance  on 
record  of  any  Boyal  Warrant  a£Peoting 
promotion    and    pay   which    had    not 
been   recognized  in  India,  and  recog- 
nised from  the  date  of  the  Warrant.    If 
the  Boyal  Warrant  signed  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  had  no  e£Pect  in  India,  why 
were  these  officers  not  told  so  before  ? 
From  year  to  year  these  officers  could 
pet  no  answer,   and  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  in  India  could  get  no  answer 
to  their   applications   on   the  subject. 
It  was  also  stated  that  the  officers  of 
the    British    Army    were    entitled    to 
British  pay.      If   so,  why  was  it  that 
the^  never  got  it?    The  officers  com- 
plaining,   though   raised   to  the  rank 
of  major,  never   received   the  pay  of 
majors,  they  only  received  the  pay  of 
captains.  He  was  not  sufficiently  skilled 
in  constitutional  law  as  to  say  whether 
it  was  correct  or  incorrect ;  but  looking 
at  the  question  from  a  plain,  common- 
tense  jpoint  of  view,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  these  Boyal  Warrants  were   not 
concocted  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  but 
were  the  result  of  the  united  delibera- 
tions of  the  Cabinet;   and  since  India 
had  been  held  by  England,  there  was 
no   precedent  whatever  by  which  any 
officer,  if  he  obtained  substantial  rank, 
did  not  receive  the  allowances  of  that 
rank  as  well  as  the  British  pay  of  that 
rank.    Another  reason  assigned  for  the 
Bon-reooffnition   of  those  officers  was 
that  the  India  Office  had  not  been  con- 
■olted  in  the  matter;  but  from  the  evi- 
denoe  given  before  the  Committee  on 
East  India  Finance  it  showed  that  in 


the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Military  Department  for  the  time,  in 
the  opinion  of  Lord  Cardwell,  and  of 
His  Boyal  Highness  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  the  India  Office  had  been  duly 
communicated  with  in  reference  to  the 
changes  effected  in  the  military  organi- 
zation. He  came  next  to  a  rather 
peculiar  point.  As  the  House  were  well 
aware,  the  Oovemment  of  India,  follow- 
ing a  system  which  had  been  more  or 
less  prevalent  in  Europe  a  century  ago, 
made  special  allowances  to  officers  for 
the  equipment  of  their  regiments.  The 
last  instance  of  this  was  the  old  regi- 
mental-dothing  colonel,  who  received 
allowances  for  clothine  his  regiment. 
The  system  was  objected  to  by  His  Boyal 
Highness  the  Commander-in-Chief,  when 
the  Boyal  Artillery  was  first  sent  out  to 
India,  and  also  on  subsequent  occasions, 
though  it  was  approvea  of  by  Lord 
Panmure,  Lord  Ellenborough,  and  the 
Court  of  Directors.  In  1859  and  1861 
the  Indian  Oovemment  rather  objected 
to  it,  on  the  ground  that  the  stores 
sent  to  Bombay  were  said  to  be  rotten.  A 
Committee  was  then  formed,  of  which  Sir 
Oeorge  Barker,  who  died  early  in  India, 
was  uie  Chairman,  and  that  Committee 
reported  against  the  system,  but  the 
(Government  of  India  considered  it  so 
essential  on  the  ground  of  economy, 
that  it  was  established  throughout 
India.  Lord  Cardwell  said  that  many 
officers  made  large  sums  of  money  out  of 
these  contracts  and  other  matters ;  but 
the  Duke  of  Argyll  asked  for  further 
information  with  regard  to  them.  An 
inquiry  was  instituted,  and  at  the  end 
of  18  months  the  result  was  that  it  ap- 
peared that,  taking  the  whole  of  those 
contracts  all  round,  able  and  experienced 
officers  might  make  something  like  25 
per  cent  out  of  them,  but  that  officers 
who  were  new  to  Indian  Service,  or  who 
happened  to  have  particularly  long 
maizes,  were  likely  to  be  losers.  The 
(Government  of  India,  finding  that  to 
be  the  case,  and  being  desirous  of  ex- 
tending the  system,  went  further  into 
the  matter,  and  the  result  was  that  a 
confidential  Circular  was  sent  round  to 
the  officers  commanding  the  Artillery  in 
India,  asking  them  to  carry  on  these 
contracts  ata  nisher  rate  than  they  were 
then  receiving,  out  they  declined  to  have 
anything  furmer  to  do  with  them.  The 
Oovemment  of  India  then  took  leffal 
advice  on  the  matter,  which  was  to  me 


211      Army^S4>yal  AriaUry        (OOMMONS) 


tmd  EngmeiTM. 


112 


eflTect  that  they  could  not  force  these 
officers  to  have  to  do  with  these  con- 
tracts, and  that  they  would  have  to 
take  them  over  into  their  own  hands. 
In  a  final  Beport,  howeyer,  the  Ooyem- 
ment  of  India  said  that  whether  the 
officers  had  made  any  money  out  of  the 
contracts  or  not  they  had  carried  out 
their  part  of  the  hargain,  and  the  mat- 
ter had  nothing  to  do  with  the  question 
of  their  pay.  They  further  said  that 
if  the  officers  had  made  money,  it  could 
be  no  excuse  for  withholding  the  pay 
from  them.  Lord  Salisbury,  in  1874, 
agreed  in  this  view ;  and  in  July  of  that 
year  he  (Oolonel  Jervis)  was  informed 
that  a  Warrant  would  be  sent  out  on 
the  subject  of  the  pay.  The  Warrant  was 
not  published  in  Iiidia  till  January  fol- 
lowing, and  was  not  to  take  effect  till 
April.  Memorials  and  confidential  com- 
munications on  the  subject  were  for- 
warded from,  India,  but  none  of  them, 
he  believed,  ever  reached  the  War  Office. 
It  had  been  stated  that  when  Lord 
Gardwell  had  promoted  them  it  had 
been  on  the  understanding  that  no  in- 
crease was  necessary  to  the  pay  and 
emoluments  of  conmianding  officers  of 
batteries,  and  that  any  increase  allowed 
should  be  charged  on  the  Indian  reve- 
nue.   Lord  Gardwell  afterwards  said — 

'*  that  financial  conaiderationfl  ought  not  to  be 
overlooked ;  but  he  must  consider  what  was  just 
and  expedient  for  the  British  Army ;  and  that 
could  not  be  set  aside  because  the  conditions  in 
India  were  different  from  others.'* 

The  Indian  Oovemment  had  admitted 
that  the  officers  in  India  had  to  pay  for 
fuel  and  travelling  expenses,  wnidi  in 
England  were  defrayed  by  the  Oovem- 
ment, and  their  pay  was  liable  to  income 
tax.  His  reason  for  bringing  the  sub- 
ject forward  was  that  British  officers  in 
India  had  no  one  to  look  to  but  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.  These  offi- 
cers had  been  played  with,  the  Secretary 
and  Under  Secretary  of  State  being  the 
battledores,  and  the  officers  the  shuttle- 
cocks, for  the  last  five  years ;  and  send- 
ing them  from  the  India  Office  to  the 
War  Office,  and  vice  vend^  was  a  system 
of  dealing  with  the  Indian  Army  that 
was  utterly  pernicious  and  destrucuble  of 
discipline  and  good  feeling.  This  same 
kind  of  conduct  was  pursujsd  by  the 
India  Office  towards  non-commissioned 
officers.  In  June,  1875,  a  letter,  how- 
ever, was  written  by  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  bringing  the  subject  under  the 
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notice  of  the  War  Office  and  req 
a  settlement ;  but  so  £ar  as  he 
make  out  no  reply  was  sent  to    tLst 
letter.   They  were  told  that  it  v 
consideration.    A  second  letter 
by  the  Commander  in  Chief  to  the 
Office,  but  with  no  better  result.     H« 
had  heard,  indeed,  from  Mrs.  GnzBdj 
that  the  India  Office  could  hold  no  ccmb- 
munication    with    the    Commander    in 
Chief  on  the  matter ;    and  that  it  had 
taken   three   weeks  to  find  out  whax 
portion  of  the  Secretary  of  State's  De- 
partment had  to  communicate  with  th* 
India  Office.  In  the  meantime,  the  Oom- 
mander  in  Chief  in  India  had  declared 
that  that  the  matter  would  be  brought 
before  Parliament.    It  never  had  been ; 
and  as  the  subject  could  no  longer  be 
allowed  to  remain  in  abeyanoe,  he  had 
no  alternative  but  to  take  the  duty  on 
himself.    If  these  men  were  wrong  and 
were  not  entitled  to  anything,  why  not 
tell  them  so  in  the  first  instance,  and 
not  go  on  in  suspense  for  five  years  and 
then  leave  them  where  they  were  ?    The 
course  that  had  been  pursued  had  had 
the  effect  of  making  the  Commander  in 
Chief  look  absurd  m  India,  and  disci- 
pline was  interfered  with  in  conaeqnenoe. 
His  Boyal  Highness  was  colonel  of  ikb 
Boyal  Artillenr  and  of  the  Boyal  En- 
gineers, and  how  could  he   meet  ths 
officers?     He  believed  that  the  n^d 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War 
would  admit  that  these  gentlemen  were 
entitled  to  the  money.  ^  to  Lord  Salis- 
bury, who  had  done  so  much  to  put  ao 
end  to  ill-feelinfi^  in  other  brancmes  of 
our  Indian  Service,  he  believed  he  was 
utterly  unacquainted  with  the  real  stale 
of  affairs,  for  he  was  not  the  man  to 
take  refuge  behind  the  Council  of  India. 
And  what,  he  would  ask,  would  be  the 
feelings  of  those  officers  if,  after  they 
had  been  officially  informed   that  the 
question  of  their  mevances  would  be 
brought  before  the  Mouse  of  Commons, 
the  House   were  that  evening  to  say 
they  would  not  entertain  it?     Such  a 
course  could  only  serve  to  imprees  the 
whole  Army  in  India  with  the  idea  that 
a  man  the  moment  he  left  this  oountry 
was  at  the  meroy  of  the  India  Office, 
and  if  such  a  case  as  the  present  were 
slurred  over  we  miffht  not  mid  it  so  eatf 
to  find  men  again  when  we  required  tbor 
services.    The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man concluded  by  moving  for  a  Sdect 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  subject 


313    Army— Boyd  ArtaUry        f  Juke  25,  1877) 


and  jEngine$r$, 


214 


OoLQVXL  NOBTHy  on  rising  to  seoond 
the  Motion^  said,  that  his  lion,  and  gal- 
lant Friend  had  left  yety  litde  far  any- 
bodj  to  say  on  the  subject ;  but  he  must 
express  his  astonishmoit  at  the  manner 
in  which  these  gallant  officers  had  been 
treated,  not  the  slightest  attenticm  hay- 
ing been  paid  to  their  remonstrances. 
An  answer  had  not  been  reoeiyed  until 
1 8  months  after  a  letter  had  been  written. 
These  officers  appeared  to  haye  done 
eyerything  that  officers  were  bound  to 
do;  their  remonstrances  had  been 
coobhed  in  the  most  respec^il  terms, 
and  he  contended  that  they  had  not  been 
well  treated,  A  Oommittee  ouffht  to  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  gneyances, 
and  if  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
pressed  his  Motion  to  a  diyision  he 
should  certainly  yote  for  it. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Quertion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  the  VwMsu  respectiiiff  the  arrears  of  pay  dae 
b J  the  UoTanunent  of  India  to  Offioen  oi  the 
Bojral  ArtiUeiy  and  Boral  Engineers  be  refenod 
to  a  Select  Committee,'^-(CMofM/  JirvU,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  iwoposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Quertion." 

LoED  OEOBOE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  would  briefly  state  the  reasons  why 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Lidia  had,  with  the  unanimous  ap- 
proyal  of  his  Council,  declined  to  admit 
the  yalidity  of  the  claims  now  made. 
Lord  Salisbuxy,  as  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Colonel  Jenris)  truly  remarked, 
had  giyen  considerable  attention  to  the 
ffrieyanoes  of  Indian  officers,  and  had 
dealt  with  them   fairly  and  liberally. 
Therefore  the  House  might  be  assured 
it  was  not  without  strong  grounds  that 
his  Lordship  took  the  course  he  had 
taken  in  the  matter.    A  great  deal  had 
been  said  about  the  pay  of  British  offi- 
cers.   Now,  British  officers  were  liable 
to  senre  in  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions.      Whateyer  part   of  those 
dominions  they  might  be  in,  they  were 
legally  entitled  to  the  British  pay  of  their 
rank.  It  was  not  allep;ed  that  the  officers 
referred  to  in  the  Motion  had  not  receiyed 
that  pay.  On  the  contraiy,  he  would  show 
that  they  had  receiyed  a  great  deal  more. 
As  long  as  British  officers  were  paid  by 
the  Enjuish  Treasury  they  aoaiody  eyar 
leceiyed  anything  more  than  the  British 


pay  of  their  rank.  In  Ceylon,  in  Hong 
i^ng,  and  some  places  dsewhere  they 
receiyed  small  Colonial  allowances ;  but 
in  India,  and  in  India  alone,  allowances 
were  giyen  which  were  in  many  cases 
three  times,  and  in  all  cases  twioe  as 
much  as  officers  receiyed  in  any  other 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions.  The 
Indian  Ooyemment  had  neyer  hesitated 
to  treat  the-  officers  thus  liberally,  on 
the  understanding  that  they  alone  should 
haye  the  control  oyer  the  extra  pay  and 
extra  allowances.  The  difference  be- 
tween England  and  India  was  as  follows, 
taking  the  rupee  at  1«.  9^^^. : — ^A  lieu- 
tenant-colonel of  Cayahy  receiyed  £474 
in  England,  and  £1,673  in  India;  a 
lieutenant-colonel  of  Infantry,  £365  in 
England,  and  £1,539  in  India;  a  lieu- 
tenant-colonel of  Artillery,  £328  in  Eng- 
land, and  £1,109  in  India ;  a  captain  of 
Artillery,  £200  in  England,  and  £466  in 
India ;  and  so  on.  When  the  India 
Office  ffaye  their  assent  to  a  Boyal  War- 
rant, tney  were  always  yery  careful  first 
to  ascertain  what  additional  charge 
should  be  imposed  upon  their  military 
expenditure.  In  1872  the  India  Office 
heard  indirectly  that  there  was  an  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  War  Office  to 
make  the  promotions  in  rank  which  had 
been  referred  to;  and  in  February,  1872, 
a  letter  was  written  by  the  Duke  of 
Argyll  to  the  War  Office,,  pointing 
out  that  the  effect  of  the  proposed  pro- 
motion would  be  to  increase  the  military 
expenditure  of  India  if  they  carried 
Indian  allowances.  Lord  Caidwell,  in 
reply,  said  that  the  financial  arrange- 
ments of  India  and  the  military  allow- 
ances were  controlled  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  and  if  he  thought 
them  too  large  he  could  reduce  them. 
That  circumstance  alone  showed  that 
there  was  a  perfect  understanding  be- 
tween the  two  Secretaries  of  State  upon 
the  subject.  If  the  claim  now  brought 
forward  were  forced  on  the  Indian  Oo- 
yemment it  would  inyolye  an  increased 
charge  of  about  £50,000  a-year  on  the 
reyenues  of  India.  The  objection  of  the 
India  Office  to  &e  proposal  was  two-fold. 
They  thought  the  promotion  was  un- 
necessary;  out  as  the  question  was  a 
military  one,  they  waiyed  that  objec- 
tion. But  they  also  had  a  financial 
objection,  for  tke  Boyal  Warrant,  as 
originally  proposed,  was  drawn  in  such 
a  manner  that  it  put  the  offioen  pro- 
moted in  the  same  position  as  other 
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majors  of  the  Army.  They  feared  that 
claims  such  as  the  present  might  he 
preferred,  and  accordingly  the  Eoyal 
Warrant  was  purposely  filtered  to  pre- 
Tent  them  heing  made.  The  Indian 
Ck>vemment  having  received  a  number 
of  Petitions  from  these  officers,  who 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  get  the 
same  pay  as  other  majors,  wrote  to  the 
Duke  of  Argyll  suggesting  the  abolition 
of  what  was  called  the  contract  system, 
and  an  increase  of  the  rate  of  pay  of 
all  the  officers  who  had  been  recently 
promoted.  The  contract  system,  by 
which  all  captains  of  batteries  were 
enabled  to  make  considerable  profits, 
was  a  bad  system,  and  the  Boyal  Ar- 
tillery had  always  objected  to  it.  The 
great  majority  of  the  first  captains  of 
Artillery  in  India  were  in  receipt  of 
these  contract  allowances,  and  Sir 
George  Barker  in  1860  had  advised  an 
equivalent  in  the  shape  of  long  pay. 
He  put  it  at  300  rupees  per  month, 
but  the  Indian  Government  now  esti- 
mated it  at  between  150  and  200.  The 
Duke  of  Argyll,  however,  required  ac- 
curate information  before  he  decided  on 
the  amount  to  be  given.  This  informa- 
tion arrived  from  India  after  the  noble 
Duke  had  left  office ;  and  Lord  Salisbury, 
who  succeeded  him,  g^ve  his  assent  to 
the  increased  expenditure  as  soon  as  the 
contract  system  was  abolished,  which 
took  place  on  the  1st  of  April,  1875. 
This  was  done  to  remove  a  grievance 
and  to  get  rid  of  an  objectionable  system ; 
but  now,  after  makmg  this  concession 
to  the  officers,  and  giving  them  increased 
pay,  the  Indian  Government  were  asked 
to  give  this  increased  pay  in  addition  to 
the  contract  allowances  from  the  date  of 
the  Royal  Warrant — in  other  words,  the 
Royal  Warrant  issued  in  England  must 
ipBofaeto  carry  with  it  Indian  allowances 
and  Indian  pay.  If  that  were  once 
admitted,  it  would  destroy  the  funda- 
mental principle  of  Indian  finance ;  and 
he  was  sure  the  Secretary  for  War  would 
not  desire  such  an  alteration,  which 
would  also  involve  the  English  military 
authorities  in  great  difficumes.  His  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  had  wished  the  case 
to  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee; 
but  in  doing  so  they  would  only  follow 
up  a  foregone  conclusion.  The  whole 
question,  in  fact,  was  whether  they  were 
dealing  with  arrears  of  pay,  or  with  a 
demand  for  increased  pay.  Lord  Salis- 
bury having  looked  carefWy  into  the 
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facts,  had  come  to  the  condnsion  fliat 
this  was  a  claim  which  could  not  be 
admitted.  His  Council,  which  inohaded 
several  military  men,  who  were  usuaHj 
tender  towards  grievances,  were  unui- 
mous  in  their  opinion  of  it.  The  Indian 
Council,  it  should  be  remembered,  had 
by  Act  of  Parliament  an  abaolate  Teto 
upon  all  expenditure,  and  he  conld  not 
imagine  that  Parliament  would  taike 
away  from  it  that  control  and  transfer  it 
to  the  War  Office.  Certainly  it  was  to 
be  refi;retted  that  any -of  the  officen 
should  have  made  complaints  for  some 
time  without  being  answered;  but  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  giving  the  matter 
his  attention,  and  Papers  would  soon  be 
on  the  Table  of  the  House.  The  tra&A- 
aotion  had  occurred  before  the  present 
Government  entered  office,  and  their 
claims  were  a  legacy  whidi,  howerer 
unpleasant  it  might  be,  would  have  to 
be  settled.  It  was  plain,  nevertheleaB^ 
that  the  charge  ougnt  not  to  be  on  the 
revenues  of  India,  and  the  Duke  of 
Argyll,  had  he  anticipated  them,  would 
never  have  agreed  to  the  Warrant.  His 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had  stated  that 
the  case  was  before  Parliament ;  for  his 
own  part,  he  did  not  think  so,  though, 
no  doubt.  Parliament  was  the  ultimate 
appeal.  He  was  not  sorry  that  appeal 
had  been  made,  for  it  had  given  him  an 
opportunity  of  mentioning  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  Warrant  had 
been  issued ;  the  conditions  imposed  by 
the  Duke  of  Argyll,  and  the  care  he  had 
taken  to  state  mstinctly  that  he  did  not 
intend  to  allow  the  charge  to  be  placed 
on  the  Indian  revenues.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  must  ask  the  House 
to  negative  the  Motion ;  for  if  the  quee- 
tion  haA  concerned  the  finances  of  Eng- 
land, there  would  have  been  but  one 
answer — namely,  that  of  the  English 
taxpayer:  he  believed,  however,  that 
the  House  would  in  like  manner  protect 
the  taxpayers  of  India. 

Captain  NOLAN  said,  that  aooord- 
ing  to  Lord  Cardwell,  it  was  intended 
that  the  rank  of  major  in  the  Artilleiy 
should  carry  the  pay  of  major  of  the 
Line.  Nothing  could  be  dearer  than 
that ;  but  the  fact  was  that  there  was  a 
want  of  correspondence  between  the  two 
offices,  and  the  India  Office  had  repu- 
diated the  increased  pay.  The  noble 
Lord  had  referred  to  a  letter  in  which 
the  India  Office  had  refused  to  sanction 
the  increased  pay ;  but  these  words  oc- 
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earred  in  another  part  of  the  same 
letter— 

'*It  nmct,  «t  the  Mmie  time,  be  considered 
that  what  it  jut  to  the  British  Anny  cmnnot  be 
•el  aside,  because  the  peculiar  arrangements  of 
India  render  the  change  more  expensive." 

The  noble  Lord  had  endeayoored  to 
proTO  that  the  two  Offices  had  acted  in 
concert  to  oppose  the  pay  firom  the  year 
1872  to  1874 ;  and  he  could  demonstrate 
that  the  War  Office  could  not  possibly 
interfere.  The  fact  was  that  up  to  1876 
there  was  no  possibility  of  tiie  War 
Office  objecting.  He  believed  Uiat  the 
War  Office  and  the  India  Office  were 
acting  together  now  ;^  but  were  therto 
take  the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord  as 
final,  or  were  they  to  expect  to  hear 
something  from  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War ;  because,  if  the  noble  Lord 
spoke  not  only  for  the  India  Office,  but 
also  for  the  War  Office,  why  did  not 
Lord  Oardwell  speak  not  only  for  the 
War  Office,  but  for  the  India  Office,  in 
1872  ?  The  fact  was  that  for  two  years 
they  had  been  giving  these  officers  a 
superior  rank  without  any  increase  of 
pay,  and  the  consequence  was,  that  they 
had  to  maintain  a  superior  position  and 
to  meet  heavier  expenses  without  a 
similar  increase  of  income. 

GnmuL  Sm  OEOBOE  BALFOUB 
supported  the  Motion.  He  was  in  favour 
of  the  utmost  economy  being  at  all 
times  exeroiBed  with  regard  to  the  finan- 
ces of  India ;  and  at  no  previous  period, 
not  even  when  the  finances  or  Lidia 
were  in  great  disorder  after  the  Mutiny, 
was  real  eoonomizinff  in  the  manage- 
ment of  Indian  expenditure  more  needed 
than  at  the  present  time,  when  new  or 
additional  taxes  were  about  to  be  laid 
on  the  people  of  India  in  order  to  meet 
imprudent  and  unwise  outlays ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  thought  justice  ought 
to  be  done,  and  that  there  were  many 
openings  both  in  the  civil  and  military 
services  for  e£Pecting  these  economies 
without  resorting  to  the  objectionable 
practioe  of  withholding  from  individuals 
their  fair  and  reasonable  daims,  and  on 
this  broad  g^und  he  considered  eveir 
officer  entitled  to  the  remuneration  which 
the  custom  of  the  service  had  entitled 
him«  At  all  events,  it  was  right  that 
the  interests  of  these  officers  should  be 
protected  at  any  cost  Injustice  had  al- 
ready been  done  to  the  Artillery  officers 
in  that  case — he  oared  not  by  what 
means  or  in  what  way — and  a  remedy 


ought  to  be  found.  When  the  Go- 
vernment saw  fit,  whether  rightly  or 
wrongly,  to  raise  first  captains  to  field 
rank  they  were  bound  to  give  them  the 
pay  of  that  rank.  It  had  been  stated  by 
the  noble  Lord  that  Artillery  officers  had 
been  already  sufficiently  remunerated 
in  India  by  contract  allowances.  Well, 
he  admitted  that  some  Artillery  officers 
had  made  money  by  contract  allowances ; 
but  many  who  were  careless  did  not 
cover  the  expenses  they  had  incurred. 
But  it  was  wrong  to  say  that  the  officers 
alone  benefited  by  these  contracts,  for 
the  Oovemment  of  India  was  far  more 
benefited ;  the  work  done  for  the  money 
paid  under  these  contracts  between  the 
commanders  of  batteries  and  the  State 
was  far  more  cheaply,  and,  on  the  whole, 
as  efficiently  done  than  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  retained  the  duty.  Besides, 
the  abolition  of  the  contracts  could  have 
easily  been  ordered  in  1872  as  they  had 
been  since ;  it  was,  therefore,  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  State  that  these  contracts 
were  kept  up  until  1875,  and^  being  so 
kept  up  for  the  benefit  of  one  party, 
there  was  no  reason  for  keeping  back 
the  pay  of  majors  until  the  Government 
found  it  conveuient  to  undertake  the 
work.  Then,  another  reason  might  be 
urged,  that  though  58  battery  officers 
were  in  receipts  of  profits  from  contracts 
with  the  Government  to  maintain  batte- 
ries and  houses  in  an  efficient  state  out 
of  the  allowances,  yet  there  were  28 
battery  conmianders  who  had  no  such 
contrsiot  allowances,  but  who,  holding 
the  rank  of  major,  were  only  paid  as 
captains,  being  a  course  entirely  at  va- 
riance with  sll  the  precedents  in  In- 
dia. On  this  ground  he  supported  the 
Motion. 

Sm  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
that  this  was  a  question  which  had  been 

going  on  for  several  years,  and,  as  had 
een  admitted  by  his  noble  Friend,  no 
answer  had  been  given  either  by  the 
Office  of  the  Secret^  of  State  for  War, 
to  which  the  officers  looked,  or  by  the 
India  Office,  who  were  to  give  the  extra 
pay.  That  no  answer  should  have  been 
given  was  a  great  g^evance  in  itself, 
and  ought  not  to  be  tolerated  by  the 
House.  It  was  a  plain,  straightforward 
question,  and  it  was  a  mischievous  and 
a  miserable  thing  that  a  question  of  pay 
and  allowances  uiould  be  bandied  about 
between  two  great  Offices  of  State,  the 
War  Office  and  the   India  Office,  and 
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that  neither  of  those  two  great  Depsrt- 
ments  should  have  taken  it  up  and  settled 
the  qnestion.  He  had  himself  formed 
part  of  a  deputation  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  War  in  re- 
lation to  this  subject;  and,  judging 
from  his  words,  as  well  from  the  expres- 
sion of  his  countenance,  he  certainly 
understood  that  he  thousht  the  officers 
had  a  yery  good  case,  and  that  he  would 
be  prepared  fully  to  endorse  what  Lord 
Carawell  had  stated  in  that  House, 
when  without  any  reservation  he  de- 
clared that  it  was  neoessaij  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  service  that  first  captains 
of  Artillery  and  Engineers  should  have 
the  substantive  rau  of  majors  in  the 
Army  with  the  pay  and  emoluments  of 
that  rank.  He  therefore  hoped  the  House 
would  pause  before  they  gave  a  vote 
adverse  to  the  Motion  of  ms  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Jervis).  A 
compromise  had  been  arrived  at  in  1876 
whidi  now  satisfied  the  officers,  and  it 
was  only  right  that  the  daims  of  those 
who  served  as  majors  from  1872  to  1875 
should  be  allowed.  He  looked  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  in  conjunction  with 
the  India  Office,  to  do  justice  to  these 
men. 

Mb.  GATHOBNE  HAEDY  said, 
that  during  the  discussion  he  had  been 
so  firequently  appealed  to,  that  he 
thought  it  his  duty  to  say  something 
with  reference  to  the  question.  It  was 
quite  true  that  when  ne  first  heard  of 
this  case,  and  especially  when  he  re- 
ceived the  deputation  which  had  been 
alluded  to  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  he  thought  a  ereat  &al ;  of 
it — that  it  required  furwer  investiga- 
tion, and  so  far  as  the  War  Office  was 
concerned  there  had  been  no  lack  of 
energy  in  calling  upon  the  India  Office 
to  say  whether  they  would  do  what  was 
required  or  not.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  in  Council  had  the  power  con- 
ferred upon  him  to  say  what  they  would 
pay  out  of  the  India  finances  in  respect 
of  the  Army ;  and  it  was  to  them  he  had 
had  to  appeal,  and  to  them  they  must 
look  for  a  decision.  At  the  same  time, 
he  ought  to  say  that  when  he  read  the 
answer  of  Lord  Salisbury,  which  he  was 
sorry,  through  some  misapprehension, 
was  not  on  tne  Table  of  the  House,  he 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that,  though 
there  had  been  some  confusion  in  &e 
beginning  of  the  case,  there  was  an 
explicit   understanding   that   if    these 
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moJOTS  were  made,  their  promotion 
not  to  entitle  them  to  these  additional 
aUowanoes  in  India,  entailing  sweh  a 
large  expense.    One  frkjt  whi<£  Aawtd 
that  that  must  have  been  the  caee  was 
this — There   was  the   arrangement  of 
contract  allowances  to  captains  in  India, 
on  which  it  had  been  said  some  of  them 
made  a  profit  of  25  per  cent.    Captains 
of   Horse  Artillery  in  India  reoeired 
£606  independent  of  contract  allowa&oesv 
whereas   majors    at    home   had     only 
£356  5«.  ed.     Captains  in  India  had 
nearly  double  what  majors  had  at  home, 
so  that  being  made  a  major  probaUy 
I  brought  a  man  up  to  what  he  had  mm  a 
euptain  in  India.    But  there  were  othos 
who  had  not  these  contract  allowances ; 
and  the  Duke  of  Argyll  showed  how  en- 
tirely he  considered  the  matter  was  in 
his  own  hatids ;  as,  in  order  to  eqaaHie 
the  receipts  of  these   two  dasns,  lia 
raised  those  who  had  not  these  hmim- 
fidary  contracts  from  30  rupeea  to  100 
rupees  per  month.    And  theee  officen, 
who  thus  had  their  pay  increased,  were 
amongst  the  majors  who  were  now  aak- 
ing  for  arrears.    They  were  not,  in  fsct, 
arrears  of  pay  at  all — they  were  aUow- 
ances  given  in  India  at  the  diecreticni  of 
the  Indian   (Government.     They  were 
under  the  control  of  the  Seeretazyof 
State  for  India  in  Council.     After  a 
full  consideration  of  all  the  eireumstancea 
of  the  case,  Lord  Salisbury  had,  he  be- 
lieved, judiciously  come  to  the  oondnsion 
that  they  were  not  bound  to  give  theae 
arrears.     No    doubt  the   intention  of 
Lord  Cardwell   had  been  to  put   ^e 
majors  in  India  on  the  same  footing  aa 
majors  of  the  Line ;  but  when  he  con- 
sulted with  the  Secretary  of  State  fior 
India  a  difficulty  arose  which  he  did  not 
foresee  with  rcdference  to  the  charee  <m 
India,  and  an  alteration  was  made  in 
the  Warrant  accordingly,  making  it  im- 
perative on   the  Qovemment  of  India 
not  to  pay  those  claims.    The  Duke  of 
Argyll,  in  order  to  compensate  those 
who  had  not  contract  allowanoee,  added 
to  their  income  70  rupees  per  month ; 
but  though  the  majors  were  content  to 
receive  an  increase  of  income  of  70  rupees 
per  month  from  the  Secretary  of  Stats 
for  India,  they  refused  to  accent  any 
decrease  of  pay  from  the  same  auuoritv, 
although  mat    discretion   was  deazl^ 

S'ven  to  him  by  the   Act     Sir  John 
dve  had  gone  fWlly  into  this  a 
and  was  clearly  of  opinion  that 
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BUKJon  were  not  entiiledto  have  the  fiiU 
pay  and  allowances  of  majors  in  India ; 
and  that  was  acted  upon  £rom  the  be- 
ginning. It  was  a  great  pity  there  had 
not  heen,  more  negotiation  at  first,  and 
that  eyexything  had  not  been  put  in 
writing  on  a  dear  and  accurate  footing ; 
but  the  Indian  Gbyemment  had  acted 
throughout  in  good  faith  and  honour  in 
the  matter  with  the  War  Office,  and  he 
could  not  but  support  his  noble  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  in  the  conclusion 
he  had  come  to. 

Sib  HENET  HAVELOCK  said,  it 
was  immaterial  whether  the  late  or  the 
present  Gk>yemment  were  to  be  blamed 
for  the  lapse  that  had  occurred  with 
reference  to  this  subject.  This  was  a 
question  of  justice  and  truth,  and  it 
ought  not  to  be  decided  on  narrow  tech- 
niealities.  He  would  ask  whether,  when 
these  officers  were  promoted  to  the  rank 
of  major,  they  were  informed  that  they 
would  not  receiye  additional  pay  in  the 
usual  manner — namely,  by  a  General 
Order  of  the  Gbyemor  General  in  Coun- 
cil? [Mr.  Gathobitb  Hahdy:  There 
was  a  General  Order  issued  in  August.] 
It  was  not  issued  in  the  usual  terms ; 
and  as  there  had  been  a  misunderstand- 
ing on  the  subject,  he  thought  as  a  point 
of  honour  they  ought  to  do  what  these 
officers  asked,  and  not,  at  any  rate,  allow 
their  case  to  be  bandied  about  between 
the  two  Offices  without  any  notice  being 
taken  of  the  g^eyance  imder  which  they 
undoubtedly  snfBared.  The  refusal  to 
pay  what  the  officers  belieyed  they  were 
entitled  to,  had  created  a  great  deal  of 
dissatisfaction,  and  if  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  opposite  (Oolonel  Jeryis) 
insisted  on  a  diyision  he  should  feel 
bound  to  yote  with  him. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  following  were  the  words  used 
by  Lord  Cardwdl  in  introducing  the 
Army  Estimates  in  1872 : — 

"  We  now  propose  to  establish  the  rank  of 
major  in  the  Artillery  with  a  pay  and  position 
similar  to  that  of  major  in  the  Line." — 
[3  Haiwurdy  cdx.  892.] 

But  no  one  in  the  House  at  the  time,  and 
no  officer  interested  in  the  matter,  could 
suppose  for  a  moment  that  Lord  Card- 
well  had  control  oyer  the  reyenues  of 
India.  The  pay  and  allowances  of  the 
Army  in  India  rested  absolutely  with 
the  Indian  Gk>yemment,  and  when  Lord 
Cardwell  made  the  statement,  he  was 


perfectlyacquainted  with  the  feust.  When 
the  time  came  for  the  Warrant  to  be 
issued,  Sir  Thomas  Pears  pointed  out 
the  existence  of  the  contract  allowances, 
and  showed  that  to  gpiye  the  Artillery 
majors  the  full  pay  of  Line  majors,  in 
addition  to  those  lucratiye  allowances, 
was  to  impose  too  great  a  burden  upon 
the  Indian  taxpayers.  It  was  to  ayoid 
this  that  a  breaik  was  made  in  the  rate  of 
pay,  audit  was  fixed  at  14«.  ^d,  and  1 8«.  M. , 
withacommand  allowance  of  1«.  ^d.  That 
allowed  the  Indian  Goyemment  to  make 
such  an  arrangement  as  they  chose,  and 
preyented  them  from  being  saddled  with 
an  expense  altogether  out  of  proportion 
to  that  which  they  were  entitled  to 
bear.  As  to  those  arrangements  anyone 
who  knew  Lord  Cardwell  knew  him  to 
be  a  man  who  would  not  make  any  state- 
ment unless  he  was  able  to  carry  it  out, 
and  yet  such  a  statement  he  would  haye 
made  had  he  promised  these  officers  ad- 
ditional pay  in  India.  Sir  Thomas  Pears, 
whom  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Colonel  Jeryis)  had  attacked,  was  a 
man  of  the  highest  honour  and  inte- 
grity, and  there  was  nothing  contradic- 
tory between  his  statement  and  that 
which  his  noble  Friend  had  made  in  this 
House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes93;  Noes 
145 :  Majority  62.— {Diy.  list.  No.  190.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed. 

Sm  GEOEQE  CAMPBELL,  in  op- 

Eosing  the  Motion,  said,  he  had  often 
eard  that  no  interest  was  taken  in 
Indian  affairs,  unless  personal  matters 
were  inyolyed.  He  confessed  that  when 
he  compared  the  attendance  that  eyen- 
ing,  when  a  question  had  been  before 
the  House  affecting  certain  persons  out- 
side the  House,  who,  howeyer,  had 
strong  influence  inside  the  House,  with 
the  attendance  the  other  night  when 
the  Indian  Budget  was  under  discus- 
sion, and  when  the  whole  question  of 
Indian  finance  was  being  debated,  he 
was  obliged  to  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  those  who  made  this  statement  were 
right.  The  yote  just  giyen,  if  effect 
were  giyen  to  it,  would  reyerse  the 
whole  policy  on  which  was  founded 
the  financial  Gk>yemment  of  India.  He 
would  yet  trust  that,  in  the  end,  the 
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official  statements  would  prevail  over 
the  impassioned  appeal  which  had  been 
made  that  evening.  He  should,  there- 
fore, again  divide  the  House  against  the 
Motion. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  104 ;  Noes 
66  :  Majority  48.— (Div.  List,  No.  191.) 

Betolved,  That  the  Papers  respecting  the 
arrears  of  pay  dtie  hy  the  Govenunent  of  India 
to  Officers  of  the  Royal  Artillery  and  Royal 
Engineers  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  will  imme- 
diately  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  Supply. — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
cheqtter?) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 


ARMY— FIRST  CI-ASS  RESERVES. 

BESOLTTnOK. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS,  in  rising  to  move 
the  following  Besolution : — 

<*That,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  men 
of  the  First  Class  iomy  Reserve,  when  called 
out  last  autumn,  appeared  in  a  lar^  pro|K)rtion 
than  any  other  branch  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces, 
this  House  is  of  opinion  that  it  would  he  ex- 
pedient to  allow  at  least  five  thousand  men  now 
in  barracks,  who  are  over  thirty  years  of  age 
and  have  had  ten  years  service,  to  retire  into 
that  reserve," 

said,  he  was  sorry  that  so  long  a  period 
as  three  and  a-half  months  hf^  elapsed 
before  an  opportunity  was  afforded  to 
the  House  of  discussing  the  Army  Esti- 
mates. He  regretted  this  the  more, 
because,  in  the  first  place,  the  matter 
could  be  discussed  without  anything  of 
Party  feeling;  and  in  the  second,  be- 
cause he  thought  the  House  was  bound 
to  inquire  now  how  far  the  plan  of  Lord 
Cardwell  had  answered,  and  more 
especially,  seeing  the  state  of  affairs  in 
the  East,  and  the  existence  of  a  war 
which  might  extend  over  Europe  and 
even  to  our  own  shores,  to  consider  what 
was  the  state  of  our  military  Forces. 
He  gave  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
every  credit  for  the  loyalty  with  which 
he  had  endeavoured  to  carry  out  the 
plans  of  Lord  Cardwell  in  re-organizing 
the  Army ;  but,  as  the  years  of  transi- 
tion from  the  old  to  the  new  system  had 
passed  by,  it  was  now  both  wise  and 
expedient  that  the  public  should  have 
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a  fall  and  frank  diagnosis  of  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Army.  His  object  was  to 
state  certain  facts  in  order  to  show  thai 
the  existing  condition  of  things  was  un- 
sound, and  then  to  ask  some  questions 
of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  as  to  the  means  to 
be  taken  in  order  to  provide  a  remedy, 
and  to  which  he  hoped  the  Oommittee 
would  get  satisfactory  answers,  before 
any  more  money  was  voted.  Humour 
said  that  the  Oovemment  contemplated 
asking  for  a  vote  of  £5,000,000,  and 
in  about  six  weeks  Parliament  would 
have  ceased  to  be  sitting.  Under  these 
circumstances  the  interests  of  the  nation 
demanded  a  full  and  careful  investiga- 
tion of,  and  an  intelligent  criticism  upon, 
the  condition  of  our  military  Forces. 
At  the  time  of  the  reforms  introduced  by 
Lord  Cardwell  it  was  generally  agreed 
that  the  condition  of  our  militarv  ^rces 
was  such  that  it  was  essential  to  the 
safety  of  the  country  that  they  should  be 
put  upon  a  sound  footing ;  and  that  the 
cost  of  our  Army  was  out  of  all  propor- 
tion to  the  number  of  men  that  we  could 
bring  together  in  case  of  emergency. 
The  remedy  that  was  proposed  was  that 
in  future,  in  time  oi  peace,  the  Army 
should  create  and  maintain  a  Beserve  ai 
young  men  who,  in  time  of  war,  should 
rejoin  the  Army,  and  it  was  predicted 
that  the  country  would  receive  its  reward 
in  having  a  thoroughly  efficient  Army 
and  a  diminishing  military  expenditure. 
So  far,  however,  &om  the  expenditure 
having  decreased,  it  had  increased, 
and  was  still  increasing.  Comparing 
the  year  1874  with  1877,  he  said  the 
Estimates  in  the  former  year  wexe 
£14,485,700,  while  the  Estimates  for  the 
present  year  amounted  to  £15,443,700 ; 
but  there  were  Supplementary  Estimates, 
which  had  been  already  voted,  amount- 
ing to  £140,000,  making  altogether 
£15,583,700,  or  an  increase  upon  the 
year  1874  of  £1,098,400.  Last  year  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War  proposed  to  give  an  increase  of 
pay  to  the  extent  of  2d.  per  day  to  a 
certain  class  of  men  in  the  Army,  and 
he  did  so  with  a  view,  as  he  stated,  to 
reduce  the  enormous  amount  of  desertion 
which  then  prevailed.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  this  had  just  worked  the  other  way, 
and  he  (Mr.  Holms)  ventured  at  the 
time  to  express  a  different  view  as  to 
the  result  of  the  proposal  from  that 
taken  by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman ;  fat 
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he  held  that  the  effect  of  giying  an 
inoreaBe  of  pay  to  one  class  of  the  men 
would  be  to  increase  desertion  among 
those  who  would  not  come  within  the 
scope  of  the  proposal.  Its  financial  re- 
sult was  this — ^that  in  five  years  the 
additional  charge  would  add  *£200,000 
to  the  Estimate ;  in  10  years  it  would 
add  £300,000;  in  15  years,  £400,000; 
while  in  20  years  and  every  year  after- 
wards it  would  add  £500,000  to  the 
Estimates.  Then,  again,  India  this  year 
was  called  upon  to  pay  £260,000  more 
for  her  recruits  than  she  paid  last  year, 
not  because  she  was  getting  more,  or  a 
better  article  for  the  money ;  on  the  con- 
trary, she  was  getting  less,  and  a  worse 
article.  She  was,  under  the  existing 
system,  always  called  upon  to  pay  for 
our  experiments  and  our  failures.  Well, 
he  thought  he  had  shown  clearly,  as  he 
had  said,  that  our  military  expenditure, 
both  at  home  and  in  India,  had  greatly 
increased  since  1874,  and  that  it  was 
still  increasing.  And  now  he  woiQd 
consider  how  was  1877  as  compared 
with  1871  as  rej^arded  actual  numbers. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  War  stated,  in  introducing  the  Army 
Estimates,  that  our  Establishments  were 
full,  and  he  was  perfectly  right  in  sayine 
so.  But  while  that  was  so,  the  actufu 
number  they  had  now  was  4,048  men 
fewer  than  they  had  throughout  the  year 
1871.  It  was  stated  in  the  annual 
abstract  that  the  average  Force  through- 
out that  year  of  non-commissioned 
officers  and  men  was  183,471,  which, 
with  3,448  of  the  First  Class  Army  He- 
serve  brought  the  total  up  to  186,919. 
In  the  beginning  of  the  present  year, 
there  were  181,875  non-commissioned 
officers  and  men  and  6,062  of  the  First 
Class  Army  Beserve,  making  a  total  of 
187,837.  That  would  at  first  sight 
appear  to  be  an  increase;  but  a  close 
examination  of  the  Estimates  for  each 
year  would  show  that  this  year  5,066 
men  were  transferred  from  the  perma- 
nent Staff  of  the  Militia  to  the  Kegular 
Army.  Thus  in  comparing  the  numbers 
they  ouffht  either  to  add  these  to  1874, 
or  to  suDtract  them  from  this  year.  If 
this  was  done,  the  result  would  be,  as 
he  had  stated,  to  show  that  we  had,  at 
the  present  time,  4,048  fewer  men  than 
in  1871.  Again,  in  1870  and  1871  we 
had  the  enormous  force  of  64,000  men 
rated  as  old  pensioners.  This  year  they 
were  asked  to  vote  68,234  of  ihe  same 
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class,  at  an  expense  of  £153,000  for 
them  more'  than  they  had  voted  under 
that  head  in  1871.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  introducing  the  Army 
Enlistment  Bill  in  1876,  said  that  his 
object  in  doing  so  was  to  induce  a  better 
class  of  men  to  enter  the  Army — a  class 
which  would  greatly  reduce  desertion. 
Well,  it  had  not  had  that  effect ;  and, 
in  fact,  the  condition  of  our  soldiers  at 
that  moment  was  not  creditable  to  the 
nation.  He  would  compare  the  amount 
of  military  crime  with  that  of  civil  crime, 
as  between  the  years  1873  and  1875. 
They  had  recendy  had  before  them  a 
measure  of  considerable  interest — 
namely,  the  Prisons  Bill;  and  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion  to  which  it  gave 
rise  facts  were  stated  which  showed  a 
satisfactory  condition  on  the  part  of  the 
people  of  this  country — a  moral  advance- 
ment among  its  industrial  population 
which  was  highly  satisfactory.  They 
were  told,  on  the  authority  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that  our  prisons  were  far  too 
numerous,  and  that  it  was  possible  to 
close  at  least  50  of  them  in  England  and 
Wales;  and  that  this  was  due  not  so 
much  to  higher  wages  or  the  spread  of 
education,  but  in  no  small  degree  to  the 
prevalence  of  a  kindlier  system  —  a 
stretching  out  of  the  hand  towards  men 
to  give  them  self-control  and  that  self- 
respect,  which,  as  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor) 
had  well  said,  was  the  foundation  of  all 
respect.  They  had,  however,  on  the 
other  hand,  a  system  of  treatment  in  the 
Army  which  they  had  a  right  to  expect 
would  have  prevailed  in  the  16th  or 
17th  centuries  rather  than  at  the  present 
day.  What  were  the  facts  ?  The  pro- 
portion of  crime,  or  what  was  included 
under  that  head,  in  the  Army  was  infi- 
nitely greater  than  that  of  the  civil 
community.  The  number  of  criminal 
convictions  in  the  United  Kingdom  in 
the  year  1870  was  18,400;  while  in 
1875,  with  a  great  increase  of  popula- 
tion, the  number  had*  fallen  to  15,580. 
The  number  of  sentences  by  court- 
martial  in  1870  was  6,900,  or,  as  the 
Army  was  small  then,  the  corrected 
number  would  be  7,600,  while  in  1875 
the  number  had  increased  to  9,000,  and 
that  among  93,000  men.  If  they  only 
had  the  same  proportion  as  between  the 
numbers  of  the  Army  and  that  of  the 
civil  population,  they  WQuld  have  only 
93  soldiers  in  prison  instead  of  2,060, 
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He  visited  Millbank  the  other  day,  and 
there,  within  three-qnarters  of  a  mile 
of  that  House,  he  found  550  military 
prisoners,  about  500  of  whom,  under  a 
more  common-sense  system,  would  not 
be  there  at  all.  If  there  were  62  Bul- 
garian prisoners  confined  in  a  prison, 
questions  would  be  asked  in  that  House, 
and  there  would  be  a  fuU  attendance  of 
hon.  Members;  but  the  existence  of 
things  at  Millbank  was  regarded  as  a 
matter  for  no  comment.  The  punish- 
ments in  the  Army  had  by  no  means 
decreased.  In  1870  there  were  1,616, 
in  1871  there  were  1,032,  and  in  1876 
there  were  1,682  punishments  inflicted. 
No  fewer  than  1 64, 000  minor  punishments 
were  inflicted  upon  soldiers  in  1875. 
Those  were  the  years  when  they  were 
told  that  the  oon(£tion  of  the  soldier  was 
improving;  but,  in  his  opinion,  it  was 
getting  steadily  worse.  Tne  truth  was 
that  the  condition  of  the  Army  was  such 
that  no  respectable  young  man  would 
enter  it,  even  if  the  pay  were  raised  to 
10«.  a-day,  and  the  conditions  of  the  Ser- 
vice must  be  altered  before  they  would  be 
able  to  attract  them  to  join.  At  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Session  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Winchester  (Oolonel 
Naghten)  asked  the  Home  Secretary, 
whether  he  was  aware  of  the  great  num- 
ber of  criminal  offences  conmutted  wher- 
ever larg^  bodiesof  troops  were  stationed, 
and  whether,  if  those  offences  were  not 
diminished,  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Home  Office  to  send  down  an  increased 
force  of  police  at  the  cost  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  It  used  to  be  said  by  Sir  Bobert 
Peel  and  Lord  Palmerston,  when  the 
number  of  military  Forces  was  objected 
to,  that  they  acted  as  police  to  preserve 
peace  and  order;  but,  in  this  case,  the 
Oovemment  had  been  invited  to  send 
down  police  to  keep  the  troops  in  order. 
They  had  received  Betums  as  to  the 
state  of  the  Army  in  1874  and  1875,  and 
he  thought  that,  as  a  Member  of  the 
House,  he  ought  to  be  furnished  with 
the  fullest  information  as  to  its  state  in 
1876.  The  all-important  question  con- 
nected with  the  Anny,  as  showing  what 
the  hold  was  they  had  on  the  men,  was 
the  crime  of  desertion,  and  the  test  of 
desertion  was  the  numberof  men  branded 
as  deserters  by  being  advertized  for  by 
the  War  Office.  In  1871  the  number 
thus  advertized  for  was  6,971,  and  in 
1876,  7,610,  as  belonging  to  the  Eegular 
Army,    The  number  in  the  Militia  was, 
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in  1871,  6,641,   and  in  1876,    11»46». 
Last  year  was  the  crowning  yeetr  of  de- 
sertion; for,  while  in  1871,  13,600  wm% 
regarded — and  justly — as  an  enoxmui 
number   of    deserters,    the    aggregate 
number  who  deserted  from  the  Army 
and  the  Militia  was  about  19,000.     In  a 
single  month  of  last  year — ^namelj,  Oc- 
tober— the   desertions    were    from   the 
Army,  854,  and  from  the  Militia^  1,606, 
making  a  total  of  2,454.      The   War 
Office  was  in  despair,  and  these  deesr- 
tions  were  causing  such  defioieneies  in 
the  ranks  that  something  desperate  bad 
to  be  done ;  the  physical  stanoard  had  to 
be  lowered,  and  they  were  taking  yoaiig 
men  or  old,  long  men  or  short.     Ho 
warned  the  House  not  to  be  earned 
away  with  any  idea  whatever  that  the 
Army  was  improving — it  was  doiztf  ae- 
thing  of  the  kind;  it  was  steadily  gji^rwg 
and  subsiding  from  every  point  of  view* 
During  the  quarter  ending  in  Marcdi  tiie 
deserters  advertised  for  were— >Iast  jear, 
1,750,  and  this  year,  2,020.  As  to  crime 
in  the  Army,  if  it  were  reg^arded  as  a 
blot  in  1871,  it  was  greater  and  darker  in 
1 877.   The  expense  of  dealing  with  these 
criminal  offences  was  not  inconsiderable. 
The  sickness  and  mortality  which  were 
also  regarded  as  too  great  in  1870  or 
1871  had  increased,  but  the  increase  was 
so  small  that  he  would  say  it  was  infiai- 
tesimal.    He  would  next  ask  the  House 
to  look  at  a  more  serious  question.     The 
cardinal  principle  which  was  laid  down 
in  1871  of  having  an  annual  Beeerve  of 
trained  men  had  not  been  at  all  sucoessfoL 
All  the  discussions  of  that  time  oentied 
upon  the  Beserve,  and  the  Preamble  of 
the  Army  Enlistment  Bill  recognised  the 
same  principle,  while  all  the  speakers  in 
the  debate  insisted  upon  it,  that  it  was 
essential  to  have  sufficient  time  in  oirder 
to  create  a  Beserve.    Obtain  Vivian, 
on  the  faith  of  actuarial  calonlatioos, 
was  glad  to  be  able  to  tell  the  BritU 
taxpayer  what  he  might  expect,  and  hs 
told  us,  to  a  man  and  to  a  aay,  how  we 
were  to  get  these  Beeerve  Foroes.    la 
seven  years  ending  on  the  12th  of  Ao* 
gust  this  year  we  were  to  have  61,366 
men;  next  year,  81,811;  and  in  18S3, 
the  Idth  and  final  year  of  the  eshems^ 
178,964,  who  were  to  be  under  the  age 
of  8 1 .    These  were  actuarial  oaloulatiaas 
of  what  was  necessary  for  the  safety  sf 
the  countiy ;  and  our  position  was  woies 
now  than  when  they  were  made.    The 
House  would  observe  the  exactness  of 
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ihime  nmnbert  and  would  remember  that 
thote  men  were  to  be  under  the  age  of 
31  years.  He  would  like  to  know  how 
many  of  those  61,000  men  would  turn 
out  on  the  12th  of  Augpist  of  this  year  ? 
He  had  aidearoured  every  year  to  show 
that  these  anticipations  could  not  be 
realized  at  the  rate  at  which  we  were 
obtaining  recruits ;  and  he  was  told — 
'*  Only  wait  until  1877,  when  our  plans 
will  be  matured,  and  tiien  we  will  dis- 
cuss it."  Well,  then,  let  them  discuss 
the  question  that  eyening.  Last  year, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  said  the 
Eeserre  was  not  lar^,  but  he  expected 
that  this  year  it  womd  be  numbered  by 
as  many  thousands  as  there  were  hun- 
dreds last  year ;  and  on  that  account  he 
said  last  year  it  would  be  contrary  to 
common  sense  to  adopt  the  reyolutionary 
system  advocated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney,  as  it  would  throw  every- 
thing into  confusion  just  at  the  moment 
the  new  system  was  coming  into  opera- 
tion. Was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
satisfied  with  the  new  system  now  that 
it  was  in  operation?  He  might  have 
had  the  wrong  firares  handed  to  him  at 
the  War  Office ;  but  it  was  astonishing 
he  should  have  adhered  to  them. 

Me.  GATHORNE  HARDY :  I  never 
said  anything  of  the  kind ;  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  look  to  what  I  have  said, 
he  will  find  I  never  anticipated  more 
than  about  7,000  or  8,000  men  this  year. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  said,  he  would,  not 
attribute  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
anjrthing  he  could  not  find  in  Mansard. 
On  the  lot  of  January  this  year,  there 
were  6,062  men  in  the  First  Olass  Re- 
serve, and  in  1871,  there  were  7,022,  so 
that  in  six  years,  in  place  of  an  increase 
in  the  Reserve  for  which  we  had  paid 
millions,  there  was  a  decrease  of  960 
men.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  could  not  depend  upon  more  than 
3,000  men  being  added  this  year,  and 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  in  his  evidence  before  the  Militia 
Committee  (Question  7,843),  said  it  was 
not  probable  the  Reserve  Force  would 
reaon  21,000  in  the  course  of  the  next 
four  years.  Would  the  House  be  justi- 
fied, if  it  recognized  this  condition  of 
things  without  a  protest?  If  a  Birming- 
ham manufacturer  had  undertaken  to 
deliver  61,266  rifles  by  the  12th  of  Au- 
gMfc,  1877,  and  when  the  time  came  he 
had  only  9,000  ready,  but  pointed  to  the 
capaeitj  of  his  establiahment  and  his 


stock  of  raw  material,  he  would  not  be 
trusted  in  Aiture;    and  the  complaint 
against  the  War  Office   was,   that    it 
pointed  to  the  raw  material,  instead  of 
producing    the     manufactured    article 
which  had  been  promised  and  paid  for. 
If  the  promise  had  been  kept  and  we 
had  60,000  men  living  at  their  homes, 
the  result  might  have  been  fewer  men 
living  in  barracks  by  30,000  or  40,000, 
and  a  reduction  of  the  Estimates  by 
£1,000,000  or  £2,000,000.     This  was 
the  central  question,  to  which  we  were 
bound  to  look.     Of  the  8,889  men  called 
out  last  year,  only  1  j-  per  cent  failed  to 
appear,  and  high  eulogiums  were  passed 
upon  their  appearance  by  the  Secretary 
for  War,  while  none  of  them  got  into 
difficulties.    That  showed  they  were  the 
sort  of  men  they  wanted,  that  they  con- 
stituted the  best  and  cheapest  Force, 
and  that  the  safety  of  the  nation  did  not 
depend  upon  the  number  of  men  in  bar- 
racks, but  upon  the  number  of  trained 
men  in  the  country.     This  was  the  direc- 
tion in  which  we  must  look  if  we  were 
to  get  rid  of  crime  and  desertion.   K  the 
safety  of  the  nation  was  dependent  upon 
the  prospective  Reserve  in  1871,  it  was 
still  more  dependent  upon  it  in  1877.  The 
Secretary  for  War  had  made  no  sign  for 
three  years,  and  he  could  scarcely  expect 
the  House  now  to  refrain  from  expressing 
an  opinion.    The  result  of  all  the  en- 
deavours to  form  a  Reserve  was,  that  it 
did  not  exist.    He  must  now  come  to 
the  quantiW  and  quality  of  the  raw 
material.    And  with  regard  to  that,  our 
condition  was  worse  than  it  was  in  1871 ; 
it  was  worse  also  in  comparison  with  the 
other  Armies  of  Europe,  which  had  been 
improviog,  while  ours  had  been  retro- 
grading.   If  the  Government  could  not 
get  recruits,  they  ought  to  take  the  House 
into  their  counsel.    Superficial  observers 
went  to  Aldershot  and  saw  a  handful  of 
battalions,  containing,  as  they  were  told, 
a  number  of  recruits,   and  they  were 
satisfied  with  the  condition  of  the  British 
Army;    but  they  overlooked    the    fact 
that  what  they  saw  was  but  a  handful, 
and  forgot  that  the  difficulty  was  what 
they  did  not  see — those  who  were  dis- 
charged as  incorrigible,  those  who  were 
playing  hide  and  seek,   and   the    raw 
recruits  who  were  being  manufactured 
into  soldiers.   In  dealing  with  the  quan- 
tity and  the  quality  of  me  raw  material 
from  which  our  soldiers  were  manufac- 
tured, he  would  refer  to  the  statement 
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made  on  the  part  of  the  Ooyemment  on 
the  9th  of  March,  1871,  that  the  number 
of  recruits  which  would  be  necessary 
annually  to  enable  us  to  maintain  our 
Army  and  the  Eeserve  upon  a  proper 
footing  was  Z2,A\9,  But,  lookiue  at  the 
number  of  recruits  enlisted  during  the 
five  years  commencing  in  1871,  he  fbund 
that  instead  of  our  having  obtained 
163,400  recruits  in  that  period,  as  we 
ought  to  have  done  had  the  Ooyemment 
programme  been  carried  out,  we  had  only 
enlisted  97,600,  being  65,800  short  of 
the  proper  number  Parliament  and  the 
nation  had  been  led  to  expect.  Yet,  in 
view  of  these  facts,  we  were  told  year 
after  year  that  recruitiug  was  in  an  excel- 
lent state,  and  that  we  were  shotting  all 
the  men  we  wanted.  He  denied  the 
accuracy  of  that  statement  altogether. 
Instead  of  obtainiog  32,500  recruits  in 
1876,  we  only  enlisted  29,370,  leaving 
us,  in  round  numbers,  3,000  short.  In 
our  modem  system,  with  respect  to 
quality,  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
a  certain  age  in  regard  to  recruits  ^ould 
be  closely  observed.  The  recruit  was 
the  raw  material  out  of  which  the  soldier 
was  made ;  and  all  Europe  was  as^ed 
that  the  life  of  a  soldier — the  fighting 
period  of  his  career  —  only  lasted  12 
years — namely,  from  20  to  32  years  of 
age.  The  limit  of  age  for  enlistment 
had  been  fixed  by  the  War  Office  Memo- 
randum of  1873,  at  from  18  to  25,  that 
for  passing  into  the  Beserve  being  fixed 
at  31.  For  two  years  that  limit  had 
been  strictly  adhered  to,  and  no  recruits 
were  enlisted  in  the  Infantry  regiments 
above  the  age  of  21,  the  average  age  of 
recruits  up  to  April,  1875,  being  from 
19  to  20.  He  would  now  proceed  to  lay 
before  the  House  figures  which  would 
show  them  to  what  a  pass  recruiting  had 
come.  The  War  Office  were  now  taking 
men  as  recruits  who  were  30  years  of 
age — that  was  to  say,  within  one  year  of 
the  age  which  was  the  limit  for  their 
being  passed  into  the  Keserve.  Durio^ 
the  &«t  five  months  of  1876  we  obtained 
only  8,754  recruits;  and  in  the  five 
months  following,  when  the  limit  of  age 
was  set  aside,  we  obtained  10,000.  Then 
the  War  Office  lowered  the  standard 
from  5ft.  5in.,  at  which  it  had  remained 
since  1871,  to  5ft.  4iin.,  and  the  result 
of  both  changes  was  to  give  us  29,370 
recruits  for  the  year.  The  consequence 
was,  that  recruits  were  taken  at  an  age 
which  rendered  them  practically  useless 
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for  continued  service;  and  he  did 
hesitate  to  say  that  there  were  $.000. 
6,000,  or  8,000  of  the  numbers  Idr  t&4 
year  who  ought  never  to  have  been  takca 
at  all,  and  would  never  have  been  takes 
in  any  previous  year.    In  January  of 
the  present  year,  the  number  of  recraitt 
obtained  was  4,046;  in  Febmary,  tiw 
Order  respecting  the  limit  of  age  vm« 
again  enu)rced,  and  the  number  feD  ai 
once  to  2,600,  and  in  March,  to   1,713. 
showing  that  the  number  had  8teadi]T 
fallen  month  by  month.    In  the  jmemst- 
time  the  recruiting  sergeants  for  th» 
Militia  were  all  over  the  conntxy,  and 
enlisted  38,000  men  for  that  Force  ic 
the  year  from  among  the  agiionhnrd 
labourers  between  19  and  23  jean  of 
age,  just  the  very  men  that  were  wanted 
for  Uie  Army.     Ours  was  a  mihtazT 
nation,  and  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
about  obtaining  proper  recrmtB^  if  titt 
matter  was  properly  gone  about. 
to  another  pomt,   he  would 
was    the    condition  of  our 
ganization  at  the  present  time?     H« 
reg^tted  to  say  that,  in  hia  opiidon, 
its  condition  was  very  unsound.     Not 
one  of  the  Army  Corps  in  the  oountty 
was  complete.    In  not  one  case  had  th» 
General  who  was  to  be  at  the  head  of  the 
Corps,  and  who  was  to  be  reeponahW 
for  everything,  been  appointed.   A  mili- 
tary man,  whose  opinion  he  had  asked 
as  to  the  condition  of  the  Commissarisi 
and  Transport  Service,  which  it  woald 
be  remembered  had  so  completely  broken 
down  in  the  Crimean  War,  had  assured 
him  that  very  few  men,  even  among 
those  coonected  with  that  departmeot* 
knew  much  about  it,  so  great  was  tiia 
muddle  and  confusion  which  prevailed. 
The  facts  he  had  stated,  drawn  from 
official  sources,  showed,  he  submitted, 
that   the  condition  of  the  Army  was 
worse  at  present  than  it  had  been  in 
1871,  and,  in  particular,  that  the  Be- 
serve  had  utterly  and  signally  failed. 
He  had  shown  that  during  the  last  three 
years  the  expenditure  had  increased  by 
over  £1,000,000;  that  the  number  of 
men  in  the  Regular  Army  and  Fint 
Class  Eeserve  was  4,048  fewer  than  ia 
1871 ;  that  the  number  of  old  pensionsn 
— not  fiehting  men — had  inoreased  by 
4,016;  mat  the  number  of  men  con* 
stantly  in  prison  had  increased  in  ibor 
years  by  400 ;  that  the  niunber  of  Atibt 
and  MiUtia  deserters  advertised  for  had 
increased  since  1871  by  5,471 ;  andthst, 
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bejrond  doubt,  thousands  of  recmits  had 
daring  the  past  year  been  taken  who 
would  certainly  up  to  1876  haye  have 
been  rejected.  It  was,  therefore,  im- 
possible for  the  War  Office  to  declare 
that  that  which  was  black  in  1871,  and 
blacker  in  1877,  could  be,  as  it  was 
sometimes  called,  rose-colour.  He  hoped 
that  the  House  would  not  vote  one  penny 
of  the  £11,000,000  that  remained  to  be 
Toted  for  the  Army  until  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  had  clearly  stated  his 
opinion  on  the  state  of  our  Forces.  He 
asked  the  OoTernment  whether  they 
were  satisfied  with  our  present  position 
with  regard  to  the  Army ;  secondly,  did 
they  intend  to  maintain  and  encourage 
the  system  inaugurated  by  their  Prede- 
cessors of  forming  a  Reserre  of  trained 
men  under  31  years  of  age,  or  not; 
thirdly,  if  so,  how  and  when  they  pro- 
posed to  bring  up  the  number  of  such 
Keserres;  and,  fourthly,  if  not,  what  was 
to  be  their  military  policy  ?  His  Motion 
would  go  in  the  right  direction.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  said,  on  the  5th 
March,  that — 

"  The  Committee  will  be  pleased  to  hear  that 
rvcmita  are  coming  into  the  Army  in  auch  num- 
bers as»  I  beliere,  will  enable  us  to  fill  up 
our  Bsaerres  more  expeditiously." — [3  Sansard, 
fyrrrii    1408.] 

If  the  Motion  were  carried  the  number 
would  be  but  14,000,  which  was  within 
the  limit  of  the  Vote  proposed.  He 
hailed  with  satisfaction  the  Amendment 
that  had  been  placed  on  the  Paper  to 
his  Motion,  to  pass  into  the  Beserve  as 
many  men  who  had  served  more  than 
three,  and  less  than  six  years,  as  could 
be  couTeniently  spared  from  their  regi- 
ments, in  order  to  carry  out  the  orig^al 
intention  of  the  Army  £!nlistment  Act  of 
1870,  if  orer  30  years  of  age.  No  doubt, 
the  British  Army  had  done  great  deeds, 
and  won  imperishable  victories;  but  they 
were  bound  to  remember  that  it  was 
their  duty  to  take  care  that  they  main- 
tained their  Army  in  fiiture  as  their 
forefathers  maintained  it  in  the  past. 
The  destinies  of  the  country  were  in 
their  hands,  and  it  was  not  only  their 
datr  to  maintain  the  Army  for  the  safety 
of  the  country,  but  to  maintain  it  with  a 
due  regard  to  the  social  advancement 
that  had  been  made  by  all  classes,  as  a 
means  of  improving  rather  than  of  de- 
teriorating their  ^pulation.  He  would 
condnde  by  movmg  the  Besolution  of 


which  he  had  given  Notice,  which  he 
regarded  as  extremely  moderate  and 
practicable,  inasmuch  as  he  only  asked 
the  House  to  assent  to  what  would  be 
the  beginning  of  a  sound  system. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  '*  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"having  regard  to  the  fact  that  men  of  the 
First  Class  Army  Reserve,  when  called  out  last 
autumn,  appeared  in  a  larger  proportion  than 
any  other  branch  of  Her  Majesty's  forces,  this 
House  is  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  expedient 
to  allow  at  least  five  thousand  men  now  in 
barracks,  who  are  over  thirty  years  of  age  and 
have  had  ten  years*  service,  to  retire  into  that 
reserve," — {Mr,  John  JlolnUf) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

CoLOKEL  ALEXANDER  said,  he  was 
suiprised  that  after  the  excellent  speech 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Hackney  (Mr.  Holms)  had  just  made, 
he  had  concluded  with  so  feeble  a  Mo- 
tion. He  could  scarcely  believe  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  be  serious  in  makine  that 
Motion,  than  which  nothing  more  impo- 
tent could  be  conceived.  The  Motion, 
was,  in  fact,  only  a  peg  on  which  to  hang 
the  speech ;  but  there  was  another  Mo- 
tion which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  twice  prevented  from  bringing  be- 
fore the  House,  which  would  have  been 
a  better  peg  for  the  purpose ;  because 
that  Motion  challengea  the  soundness  of 
the  whole  military  policy  of  the  late,  as 
well  as  the  present.  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  That  Motion  raised  a  distinct 
issue  as  to  the  expediency  of  remodel- 
ling our  Army  on  a  new  basis.  That 
Motion  would  have  been  perfectly  intel- 
ligible; but  the  object  of  the  present 
Motion  he  (Colonel  Alexander)  confessed 
he  was  totally  at  a  loss  to  understand. 
He  would  refer  to  a  few  practical  diffi- 
culties which  were,  in  his  opinion,  inse- 
parable from  the  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
posal. The  hon.  Gentleman  now  pro- 
posed that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
vVar  should  transfer  into  the  First  Class 
Army  Reserve  a  number  of  men  not 
exceeding  6,000,  who  had  completed  a 
service  of  not  more  than  10  years  with 
the  colours.  If  these  men  were  to  be 
forced  into  the  Reserve,  it  would  be  a 
monstrous  injustice.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  they  were  not  to  be  forced  into  the 
Reserve,  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  find 
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it  very  difficult  to  persuade  them  to 
sacrifice  themselves  in  order  to  gratify 
his  fancy.  Previous  to  1847,  enlistment 
was  nominally  for  life,  but  practically 
for  21  years ;  and  there  were  now  in  the 
Army  men  who  had  enlisted  for  life. 
He  knew  a  man  in  his  own  battalion 
who  had  enlisted  in  1844,  and  had  now 
completed  38  years*  service,  and  this 
man  had  a  son  serving  in  the  same  bat- 
talion who  had  nearly  completed  11 
years'  service!  In  1847  the  Limited 
Enlistment  Act  was  passed,  under  the 
provisions  of  which  men  were  enlisted  to 
serve  for  10  years,  with  the  option,  if 
approved  of  by  the  commanding  officers, 
of  re-enlisting  for  another  term  of  11 
years,  in  order  to  complete  21  years'  ser- 
vice with  the  colours.  That  Act  re- 
mained in  force  until  the  passing  of  the 
Short  Service  Act  in  1870.  The  effect 
therefore  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
posal would  be  to  transfer  into  the  First 
Class  Army  Beserve  all  men  enlisted 
between  the  years  1857  and  1867.  As 
he  had  said,  it  would  be  monstrously 
unjust  to  force  into  the  Beserve  those 
men  who  after  10  years'  service  had 
elected  to  serve  1 1  years  longer  under 
the  colours.  The  hon.  Gentleman  might, 
perhaps,  say  that  the  men  would  volun- 
teer for  the  Reserve  ;  but  he  would  cer- 
tainly be  disappointed  in  that  expecta- 
tion. His  (Colonel  Alexander's)  own 
experience  had  satisfied  him  that  they 
would  not  do  so.  After  the  First  Class 
Army  Keserve  was  initiated,  it  remained 
for  several  years  at  a  merely  nominal 
figure.  It  was  supposed  to  consist  of 
men  who  had  completed  10  years'  ser- 
vice with  the  colours,  and  officers  were 
bound  to  ask  their  men  at  the  expiration 
of  that  period  whether  they  would  enlist 
in  the  Keserve  Force.  The  reply  was 
almost  invariably  **  No !  "  A  fortiori^ 
men  who  had  enlisted  for  a  further  term 
of  1 1  years  would  not  be  persuaded  to 
join  the  Beserve.  Moreover,  if  men  of 
this  class  could  be  obtained  they  would 
never  amalgamate  with  the  remainder 
of  the  Beserve,  for  they  would  be  double 
their  age.  In  his  book  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposed  three  years*  service  with 
the  colours  and  four  with  the  Beserve, 
and  that  at  the  end  of  that  time  every 
man  should  pass  into  civil  life.  But  now 
the  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  pass 
into  the  Beserves  men  who  had  seen 
nearly  double  that  amount  of  service. 
Again,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken 
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about  raw  recruits,  and  hm  wm  alwvfi 
lamenting  the  youth  of  the  Annj ;  bii 
his  present  proposal  would  tend  to  mi^ 
the  Army  still  youngs,  and  deprire  k«f 
the  only  element  which  steadied  and 
vened  the  great  mass  of  youths  of 
the  Army  was  oomposed.  The 
value  of  these  men  was  shown  by  ikt 
fact  that  even  now  25  per  cent  of  the 
recruits  for  the  Line  were  allowed  to  b* 
taken  for  long  or  12  years'  eeryiee.  In 
his  (Colonel  Alexander's)  opiniooi  ^ 
only  way  to  obtain  a  Beserve  waabj  ^- 
listing  men,  as  we  were  now  doing,  taa 
six  years'  service  with  the  colome  wsmA 
six  for  the  Beserve.  Men  enlisted  £ar 
service  with  the  colours  only  would  never 
take  kindly  to  the  Beserve.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  impatient  at  the  alov 
progress  which  the  Beserve  was  mek- 
mg ;  but  it  should  be  remembered  tLal 
Prussia,  to  which  he  referred  by  way  U 
contrast,  had  been  re  -  organixang  iti 
Anny  for  50  years.  He  thought,  ws^ 
fore,  we  shoiild  not  be  downhearted,  be- 
cause we  had  not  succeeded  in  filling  up 
our  Beserves  in  six  years.  It  was  j«t 
too  soon  to  talk  of  the  defioienoy  in  th« 
Beserves.  As  he  felt  quite  sure  that  thv 
element  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  pm- 
posed  to  infuse  into  the  Beserve  woold 
by  no  means  strengthen  it,  and  aa  Ik* 
proposal  would  create  the  mazimnm  <tf 
inconvenience  to  the  Army,  with  no  ap- 

greciable  advantage  to  the  Beeerve,  h« 
oped  the  House  would  decline  to  eokf- 

tain  it.  

General  SHXTTE  considered  that  a 
great  deal  of  time  was  bein^  wasted 
over  a  question  which  was  not  a  vny 
practical  one.  The  hon.  Member  ioi 
Hackney  (Mr.  Holms)  seemed  to  think 
that  the  Army  was  good  for  nothing, 
because  of  the  number  of  bovs  it  ooa* 
tained.  Tet  he  now  proposed  to  takt 
away  the  few  old  soldiers  and  put  tbea 
into  this,  as  he  appeared  to  think  it« 
phantom  Beserve.  We  insisted  oa  a 
purely  voluntary  enlistment  on  ahoft 
service,  and  we  were  trying  to  ibrm 
a  Beserve.  Under  those  droomstanoes, 
the  only  way  of  ^ttinp^  men  of  saffi* 
dent  affe  was  by  mduom^  men  in  oca- 
siderable  numbers  to  jom  the  Amy 
from  the  Militia,  and  that  could  only  be 
done  by  doing  what  he  thought  tlte 
ooimtiy  would  never  consent  to— namalj, 
balloting  for  the  Militia  and  keepiag  it 
up  to  its  full  Btren^^  He  aonsd 
shortly  to  see  a  revision  of  the  Ballot 
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whioh  lie  could  not  but  admit  in  its  pre- 
sent form  was  yery  objectionable.    He 
wonld  remind  the  House  that  in  France 
and  Oermany  no  one  was  allowed  to 
enter  the  Army  until  he  was  20  years  of 
age ;  but  boys  of  15  and  1 6,  nominally  1 8 
and  19  were  taken  in  this  country.   The 
fact  was,  that  before  20  every  English- 
man who  was  worth  his  salt  had  learned 
a  trade,   and  would  not  enlist  in  the 
Army.  To-morrow  there  would  be  a  large 
parade  at  Aldershot  of  all  the  troops 
employed  in  the  Manoeuvres.    A  leading 
journal  said  it  was  a  splendid  Army,  and 
no  doubt  the  writer  of  that  article  was 
well  acquainted  with  military  affairs. 
He  (General  Shute)  had,  however,  re- 
ceived a  letter  £rom  a  field  officer,  who 
stated  that    a    commanding    officer  at 
Aldershot  told  him  he  had  m  his  regi- 
ment 700  men  under  one  year's  service ; 
colour-sergeants  of  two  and  three  years' 
service ;  300  or  400  recruits  at  drill,  with 
no  men  fit  to  instruct  them.   The  records 
and  office  work  were  frightful,  and  the 
regiment  was  now  only  a  drilling  estab- 
lishment.    Deserters    went    away    in 
squads.    Such  was  the  result  of  short 
service,  for  whidi  the  present  Secretary 
for  War  was  not  responsible.    Every- 
one knew  that  we  had  sacrified  a  great 
deal  for  the  Beserve.  It  was  to  be  hoped 
that  the  Beserve  was  not  altogether  a 
myth,  and  they  had  had  a  proof  last 
year  that  it  was  not  so  much  of  a  myth 
as  he  and  other  hon.  Members  had  ima- 
gined.   He  wished  that,  at  all  events, 
some  inducement  could  be  found  to  in- 
duce men  and  not  boys  to  enlist,  and 
that  ffood  recruits  were  more  numerous ; 
but  M.  these  details  had  much  better  be 
left  to  the  Secretary  for  War  instead  of 
being  discussed  in  the  House. 

Sm  HENKY  HAVELOOK  said,  that 
what  struck  him  most  in  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  J. 
Holms)  was  the  conclusion,  in  which 
he  had  said  a  word  or  two  on  the  Mo- 
tion itself.  He  had  said  a  good  deal  on 
the  subject  of  prisons  and  prison  labour, 
but  nothing  as  to  the  means  by  which 
practical  effect  could  be  given  to  his  pro- 
position. It  seemed  to  him  (Sir  Henry 
Mavelock)  that  the  hon.  Member's  ob- 
ject would  be  better  accomplished  by 
leaving  out  of  his  Motion  all  the  words 
after  "expedient,"  and  by  inserting 
these  woros — 


yean,  as  can  be  conveniently  spared  from  their 
regiments,  in  order  to  carry  out  the  original  in- 
tention of  the  Army  Enlistment  Act  of  1870." 


« 


'  To  pass  into  the  Reserve  as  many  men  who 
have  senred  more  than  three  and  less  than  six 


That  was  an  Amendment  of  whioh  he 
(Sir  Henry  Havelock)  had  himself  given 
Notice,   but    which  the  Eules  of   the 
House    prevented    him    from    moving. 
The  hon.   Member  appeared  to    have 
changed  his  views,  and  was  evidently  on 
the  horns  of  a  dilemma,  for  he  now 
agreed  that  the  young  soldiers  should 
be  passed  into  the  Beserve.     He  had 
further  said  in  his  book  that  **  real  short 
service  had  never  been  tried.    That  he 
(Sir  Henry  Havelock)  granted  at  once ; 
but  he  could  not  think  it  right  to  pass 
old  soldiers  into  the  Beserve,  or  to  send 
home  men  who  had  received  13  or  14 
years'   continuous   training  while    the 
younger  men  were  kept  in  barracks. 
[Mr.  Holms  explained  that  he  had  not 
proposed  to  do  so.]    The  question,  how- 
ever, came  to  this — Which  of  the  two 
could  best  be  spared?    The  young  or 
the  old  soldier,  or  did  the  hon.  Member 
intend  them  both  to  pass  into  the  Bo- 
serve,  in  whioh  case  there  would  be  no 
Army?    He  would  venture  to  criticize 
one  or  two  of  the  hon.  Member's  figures, 
and  would  remark  that  he  had  certainly 
not  stated  the  whole  case.    The  British 
Army,  for  instance,  could  not  be  said  to 
be  in  a  worse  state  now  than  in  1871, 
merely  on  the  strength  of  the  fact  that 
at  that  time  there  were  183,000  men  in 
the  ranks,  and  only  3,448  in  the  Be- 
serve, whereas  both  these  branches  were 
now  diminished  by  about    2,000  men 
each.     Nor  was  it  true  that  we  were  now 
in  a  worse  financial  position,  because  the 
amount  charged  for  pensions   had   in- 
creased by  about  £150,000.     Surely  the 
hon.  Member  did  not  suppose  that  any 
one  had  expected,  by  initiating  in  1870 
the  formation  of  a  Beserve,  that  the  pen- 
sion list  would  be  wiped  out  by  1876? 
The  pensions  would  necessarily  require 
an  increasing  sum  of  money  for  several 
years  to  come.    Again,  it  had  been  said 
that  in  1874,  1,101   bad  characters  had 
been  discharged,  and  that  this  number 
had  been  much  larger  in  1876 — a  state- 
ment which  only  meant  that  the  Army 
machinery  had  been  greatly  improved. 
A  "  bad  character  "  was  simply  a  man 
who  pursued  a  trade  which  the  false 
sentiment  of  the  House  itself  had  done 
much  to  foster — namely,  that  of  enlist- 
ing from  time  to  time,  and  who  had  been 
at  last  detected.    He  was  glad  to  have 
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an  opportunity  of  exposing  the  delusion 
whicnstill  clung  to  tlie  word  "  branded." 
The  hon.  Member  had  spoken  of  19,000 
such  men  who  had  been  branded,  and 
had  spoken  as  if  it  had  been  done  as  in 
former  times,  when  it  was  done  with  a 
hot  iron ;  but  such  was  not  the  case,  for 
after  all,  it  only  came  to  this — that  they 
were  marked  **B  0"  by  the  perfectly 
harmless  and  painless  operation  of  tat- 
tooing.    As  a  result,  it  most  certainly 
had  the  effect  of  preventing  men  enlist- 
ing over  again.    As  for  the  number  of 
these  men,  it  had  indeed  slightly  in- 
creased;   but  the    19,000   deserters  of 
whom  the  hon.  Member  spoke   repre- 
sented the  accumulation  of  many  years. 
There  was  one  point  on  which  he  was 
ablo  to  agjee  with  the  hon.  Member,  a 
point  which  deserved  the  serious  atten- 
tion of  the  Secretary  for  War — ^namely, 
that  it  was  matter  for  regret  that  the 
Reserve  which  both  sides  of  the  House 
had  long  been  endeavouring  to  form, 
had  not  assumed  greater  proportions. 
It  seemed  to  be  stationary,  just  as  if 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  had  been  rolling 
a  stone  up  a  hill,  and  it  was  constantly 
coming  back  on  them.    A  remedy  was 
required,   and  the  Amendment  which 
stood  on  the  Paper  in  his  name  pointed 
to  a  remedy;   and  he   hoped    a  fair 
trial  would  be  given  to  it.     The  fact 
was,    the    proportion    of    exceedingly 
young  men  in  the  Army  was  so  great, 
that  the  object  of  the  Act  of  1870  could 
not  be  accomplished.     Lord   Cardwell 
said  that  in  1883,  or  12  years  after  the 
Beserve  system  was  begun,  he  hoped, 
if  his  intention  was  carried  into  effect, 
we  should  have  in  the  Beserve  between 
60,000  and  70,000  men.    In  that  matter 
he  feared   the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
opposite    was    not   exercising  the  full 
powers  given  him  by  law,  and  that  he 
was  not  resisting  as  he  ought  the  mili- 
tary pressure  put  upon  him.    The  Army 
we  had  now  was  one  of  the  youngest 
Armies  in  Europe,  the  great  difficulty 
of  commanding  officers  being  to  main- 
tain discipline  and   give  anything  like 
formation  to  those  young  soldiers.    In 
the  Aldershot  Division  at  present  the 
proportion  was    35    per  cent  of   men 
under  15  months'  service ;  he  believed 
he  would  be  right  in  putting  it  at  12 
months.     About  a  fortnight  ago  His 
Boyal  Highness  reviewed  some  7,000 
men,  of  whom  no  fewer  than  5,000  were 
under  one  year's  service.    What  would 

Sir  Mmrff  Eavthck 


be  the  effect  if,  out  of  these 
you  were  to  take  the  men  of  13 
service?    There  would  be  nothing  kft 
to  work  upon.    K  the  right  hon.  Gcs- 
tleman  would  insist  that  the  men  who, 
after  three  or  four  years'  servioe,   de- 
sired it,  should  pass  into  the  RoeeiPt, 
we  should    soon   have    a  coneiderabk 
Force.    But  if  we  aimed  at  taming  oU 
soldiers  into  Beserves,  we  should  never 
have  a  Beserve  Force.    One  of  the  hmmI 
difficult  problems  we  had  to  soIto  wbs 
how  to  combine  short  service  wi&  ike 
demands  of  India,  and  the  sooner  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman   bronght    tikaft 
question  to   an  issue,  the  sooner  the 
country  would    get  something   for  it* 
money.    K  the  right  hon.  (raitlemsn 
would  suggest  to  the  Indian  Ooren* 
ment  that  the  average  service  in  XndiA 
should  be  six  years,  and  not  for  an  inde- 
finite time,  he  would  do  better  for  liie 
Indian  Government  itself  as  well  as  ftv 
the  Beserves.    The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Hackney  had  stated  that  we 
were  no  better  off  now  than  we  were  ia 
1874.     But,  in  1874,  we  had  not  any- 
thing like  the  Beserve  we  had  at  pre- 
sent,  which,  taking   the   Militia    and 
Army  Beserves  together,  amounted  te 
some  38,000  men.    The  real  eoonomr 
would  be  found  in  passing  men  mSttf 
three  or  four  years'  service  into  the  Be- 
serve, and  then  we  should  have  in  them  a 
Force  disposable  for  service  in  India  as 
well  as  at  home.    If  the  events  whii^ 
occurred  in  India  20  years  ago  were  to 
happen  now,  the  38,000  men  we  had  in 
the  Beserve  would  be  quite  available  for 
India  at  six  weeks'  notice.    There  was 
another  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
refer,  and  that  was  the  great  objectioB 
which  ^oung  soldiers,   as  well  as  old, 
entertained  that  their  pay  was  not  suffi- 
cient to  keep  them  firom  a  state  of  star- 
vation.   Many  of  the  men  who  passed  to 
the  Beserve  did  not  like  to  so  back  to 
their  old  regiment,  and  would  rather  go 
to    another,    because   they   oonsidered 
their  chances  better,  and  he  would  there- 
fore suegest    that  it  should  be  made 
punishable  for  a  man  to  re-enlist  with- 
out declaring  that  he  had  served  before ; 
and  if  he  made  the  declaration,  that  he 
should  be  allowed  to  serve  in  any  regi- 
ment he  liked.    He  shared  in  the  opi- 
nion which  had  been  expressed  bv  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hackney 
that  the  Beserve  ought  to  become  a 
reality.    The  Oommander-in-Ohief  had 
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stated,  in  hit  examination  before  the 
Committee,  that  he  hoped  before  the 
end  of  four  years  there  would  be  a 
Beaerre  of  21,000.  He  (Sir  Henry 
HaTelock)  hoped  that  wonld  be  the 
ease ;  bnt  was  of  opinion  that  unless 
more  aotiye  measures  were  taken,  the 
Beserre  would  not  reach  that  number. 

Ma.  GATHOBNE  HAEDY  said,  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Sir  Henry  Harelock)  had 
oonneoted  the  Indian  with  the  English 
Sarrice;  but  he  would  not  enter  into 
that  subject,  because  it  was  not  con- 
nected with  the  points  which  had  been 
discussed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  J.  Holms).  He  would, 
howerer,  assure  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  that  he  was  <^uite  eSire  to 
the  importance  of  the  subiect,  and  that 
it  was  an  object  at  which  tae  War  Office 
waa  aiminff  in  common  with  the  India 
Office,  and  he  trusted  they  were  ad- 
▼anoing  towards  the  point  which  the 
hofn.  and  gallant  Oentleman  wished  to 
see  reached.  With  reference  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackn^, 
lie  could  not  help  thinking  that  it  would 
hare  been  muon  more  appropriate  if 
that  hon.  Member,  instead  of  concluding 
as  he  had  done  with  an  impotent  Motion, 
had  mored  for  the  impeachment  of  the 
late  and  preeent  Secretary  for  War,  and 
the  oomplete  rerersal  of  our  whole  mili- 
tary system.  The  hon.  Member  had 
presented  a  rery  sad  and  dreadfbl  view 
of  the  British  Army — it  was  composed 
of  the  halt  and  blind,  its  physical  quality 
had  been  altosether  deteriorated,  and  it 
had  more  sickness  and  mortality  pre- 
Tailing  now  than  at  any  former  period. 
The  hon.  Member,  in  illustration,  had 
used  fig^ures  taken  from  sources  which 
had  hem  refuted  over  and  orer  again ; 
although  he  had  documents  quite  at 
hand  which  were  completely  reliable,  he 
went  to  the  police  and  to  Th^  Hu$  4md 
Cry  for  information  as  to  the  amount  of 
desertions ;  but  that  afforded  no  test  as  to 
the  true  state  of  the  case.  There  was  a 
document  on  the  Table  which  gare  the 
official  details  of  desertions,  but  he  did 
not  ehooee  to  refer  to  its  details.     In 

1874,  there  were  5,582  desertions,  but 
of  that  number  2,052  returned  to  the 
Army,  and  the  total  loss  was  3,630.    In 

1875,  there  were  4,373  desertions,  or 
more  than  1,000  lees ;  but  1,944  of  those 
men  rejoined  the  Army,  and  the  net 
loss  was  2,429;  and  in  the  year  1876, 


when  there  was  an  increased  Force  and 
a  greater  number  of  recruits  than  there 
oyer  was  before  in  the  history  of  the 
Army,  the  desertions  were  4,878,  as 
against  5,582  in  1876;  but  of  those 
men  2,063  rejoined  the  Army,  so  that 
the  actual  net  loss  was  2,815.  Now, 
when  the  hon.  Member  had  that  docu- 
ment in  his  hand,  was  it  just  or  fair  to 
go  to  The  Hu$  and  Cry,  when  the  official 
figures  showed  that  there  had  been  a 
steady  decrease  from  the  year  which  he 
took  as  his  normal  year?  [Mr.  J. 
Holms  :  I  took  the  year  1871,  not  1874, 
as  the  normal  year.]  Certainly  the  hon. 
Member  took  1874  as  the  normal  year, 
for  he  said  it  would  relieye  him  from  all 
Party  considerations,  as  that  was  the 
year  when  the  present  Goyemment  came 
into  office.  He  (Mr.  Hardy)  had  not 
the  Betums  before  him  for  1871,  but  he 
had  for  1872 ;  and  in  that  year  the  net 
loss  to  the  Army  from  desertions  was 
4,006,  therefore  it  appeared  that  the 
further  the  hon.  Memoer  went  into  his 
figures  the  further  he  went  from  that 
position  which  in  all  fairness  he  ought 
to  haye  placed  before  the  House,  mth 
respect  to  1871,  again  he  had  imposed 
on  the  House.  Li  1871  a  Vote  was 
taken  by  his  Predecessor  for  20,000 
additional  men.  There  were  not  now  so 
many  men  in  the  Army  by  something 
like  6,000  men,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  bound  to  inform  the  House  of  the 
particular  circumstances  which  had  oc- 
curred in  1870,  yet  he  said  not  one  word 
about  the  number  of  recruits  in  1871. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  went  into  the 
question  of  pensions;  but  he  had  not 
adyerted  to  the  notorious  fsct  that  a 

Ct  number  of  21  years'  men  who  had 
I  enlisted  for  the  Orimean  War  were 
just  taking  their  pensions  last  year. 
The  hon.  Member  made  no  allusion  to 
the  special  circumstances  that  had  oc- 
curred, and  offered  no  explanation  of 
the  increase  of  pensions  on  that  account. 
It  was  not  fair  that  the  House  should 
be  so  misled.  As  to  crime,  the  hon. 
Member  had  thought  it  proper  to  blacken 
the  Army  as  steej^  in  crime  out  of  all 
proportion  to  the  dyil  population;  but 
the  hon.  Member  had  not  stated  that 
there  were  offences  in  the  Army  which 
were  peculiar  to  it,  such  as  insubordina- 
tion and  offences  to  superior  officers — 
offences  which  were  not  known  in  dyil 
society.  Now,  though  he  waa  sorry  to 
say  tnat  there  was  more  crime  in  the 
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Army  than  could  be  wished  for,  yet 
these    men    made    capital   soldiers    in 
actiye  service,  and  were  as  ready  to  do 
their  duty  to  their  country  as  others; 
and  he  did  not  think  it  was  wise  to  make 
it  appear  that  all  the  worst  characters 
entered  the  Army;  rather  it  should  be 
shown  to  men  that  there  was  as  good  an 
opportunity  of   doing  as  well    in  the 
i\j*my  as    in  other    positions    of    life. 
The  hon.  Member   would  prefer  men 
who  should  be  paid  lOs,  a-dia^;  but  he 
must  say  he  did  not  believe  m  getting 
such  men  by  a  system  of  voluntary  en- 
listment.    The  worst    enemies  of  the 
Service  were  those  who,  like  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney,  spoke  as  if  men 
lost   their   character    by  entering   the 
Army,  and  that  there  was  no  opportu- 
nity of  getting  on  in  the  Service.    He 
(Mr.  Hardy)  believed  there  never  was  a 
time  when  men  received  better  treat- 
ment in  the  Army,  or  when  officers  paid 
more  attention  to  the  comfort,  character, 
and  condition  of  the  men,  or  were  more 
anxious  that  they  should  succeed.   There 
was   the    greatest    demand    for    good 
soldiers   as   non-commissioned  officers. 
And  with  reference  to  crime  he  would 
remind  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
that  Lord  Shaftesbury  two  years  ago 
when    the    Autumn    Manoeuvres   took 
place  in  his  neighbourhod,  went  to  see 
them,  and  described  their  conduct  as 
excellent.     No  offences  were  committed 
by  them,  and  it  could  hardly  be  known 
that  there  was  such  a  body  of  men  in 
the  district.     Last  year,   again,  when 
two  Army  Corps   were   mustered,   no 
crimes  were  committed  by  those  men. 
The  neighbourhood  was  undisturbed; 
they  were   occupied   in  their  military 
duties,  and  when  released  from  them 
their  conduct  was  exemplary ;  there  was 
no  marauding ;  the  neighbourhood  was 
absolutely  surprised  at  the  quietness, 
decorum,  and  order  that  prevailed.     He 
had  never  stated,  as  the  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  imply,  that  the  2d.  a-day  of 
deferred  pay  would  cure  desertion ;  what 
he  stated  was  that  when  a  man  had  a 
considerable  sum    saved,  he  was   less 
likely  to  desert,  and  he  said  so  still.    At 
any  rate  it  couLd  not  affect  the  present 
state  of  things  as  it  could  hardly  yet  be 
said  to  be  in  operation.    It  was  not  on 
that  account  therefore  that  desertions 
were  now  so  low.     Desertion  in  1876 
was  extremely  low ;  nevertheless  30,000 
men  were  recruited,  and  principally  from 
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a  class  which  did  not  deserve  tke 
reprobation  the  hon.  Member  for 
ney  had  applied  to  them.     With 
ence  to  lowering  the  standard,  lie 
Heved  very  few  nad  been  enlisted  owr 
30,  or  below  the  standard.    The  hioxL.  ead 
gidlant  Member  for  Brighton  (Oenezai 
Shute)  spoke  of  " young  soldiers;  ''  bat 
he  TMr.   Hardy)  aid  not  believe  tkej 
would  ever  get    anything  but    joom^ 
soldiers  in  England.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  asked  if  he  (Mr.  Hardy) 
was  satisfied  with  the  present  ejatoB. 
He  was  satisfied  with  nothing  eo  Iob^ 
as  improvement  could  be  made.      Bat 
he  believed,  if  they  were  to  have  Be- 
serves,  if  they  were  to  raise  their  Army  to 
a  point  at  which  they  might  be 
there  was  only  one  way  to  it — he 
by  short  service.    On  the  oUier  hand, 
he  never  would  advocate  the  usinff  ap 
of  all  their  best  men,  and  then  fJlinc 
back  on  untried  men.     The  hon.  anil 
gallant    Baronet  opposite  (Sir   Henry 
Havelock)  spoke  of  what  they  shoiild  do 
to  prevent  desertion.    It  was  pleaeaot 
to  be  praised  by  one  so  well  able  to 
judge  of  military  matters,  but  that  was 
exactly  what  he  (Mr.  Hardy)  was  doing. 
Early  in  the  present  year,  finding  the 
recruits  coming  in  so  numerously,  he 
had  directed  letters  to  be  written  to  all 
the  regiments  in  which  there  were  more 
than  me  proper  number,  directing'  the 
officers  to  offer  to  place  those  who  had 
served  three  years  m  the  Beerare,  with 
the  understanding  that  such  men  should 
be  well  conducted  and  have  the  means 
of  gaining  their  own  living.    That  was 
a  most  important  thing,  as  nothing  conli 
be  worse  than  to  turn  out  men  after 
three  years'  service  who  had  nothing  to 
fall  baick  upon  for  a  living.  The  Beserve 
pay  was  not  a  living,  and  unless  a  man 
had  other  means  of  gaining  a  livelihood 
you  would  do  him  harm  rather  than 
good,  only  tempt  him  to  enlist  ^1^1^ 
and,  in  fact,  to  do  much  worse.     Undsr 
that  Circular  1,100  men,  746  of  whon 
had  fulfilled  their  first  service,  had  been 
passed  into  the  Beserve,  which  on  the 
1st  of  April  numbered  7,310.    He  had 
always  said  that  the  formation  of  a  Be- 
serve would  be  a  slow  process,  bat  this 
year  he  believed  they  would  get  from 
5,000  to  6,000  men.    That  brought  hia 
to  another  point  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney  had  adverted.  The  boa. 
Member  had  again  used  the  figures  of 
Captain  Vivian  in  that  House,  whifih 
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certainly  did  not  apply  to  the  present  sys- 
tem. LordOardwell,  who  instituted  the 
present  system,  never  dreamt  of  putting 
before  the  House  such  figures  as  those 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  alluded.  Nor 
had  he  (Mr.  Hardy)  himself  ever  pre- 
tended that  they  could  get  up  to  tens  of 
thousands  by  this  time.  He  nad  always 
said  it  would  be  a  slow  process.  Laist 
year  the  Beserves  were  coming  in  very 
slowly,  but  he  said  he  thought  they 
would  come  in  in  thousands  this  year, 
and  he  was  justified  in  that  remark,  be- 
cause the  probability  was  that,  as  he  had 
stated,  they  would  have  between  5,000 
and  6,000.  But  he  spoke  with  diffidence, 
because  he  knew  that  there  were  many 
circumstances  which  might  interfere. 
There  were  the  re  -  engagements  in 
India,  sickness,  and  many,  other  possi- 
bilities. If  soldiers  were  like  chessmen, 
and  could  be  moved  at  will  into  the  Be- 
serves, the  case  would  be  different ;  but 
there  were  circumstances  in  men's  lives 
which  would  at  times  disappoint  all  cal- 
culations. He  had  always  sought  to 
avoid  misleading  the  House  by  exa^e- 
rated  expectations  in  regard  to  the  [Re- 
serve, and  Lord  Oardwell  had  stated 
that  the  utmost  they  could  obtain  under 
that  system  would  be  84,000  men.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney,  having 
disparaged  the  Reserve  by  comparing  it 
witn  what  he  supposed  it  would  be,  but 
what  it  was  never  intended  to  be, 
went  on  to  the  Militia  recruiting,  and 
complained  that  they  had  got  38,000 
men  for  the  Militia  last  year.  No  com- 
manding officer  of  Militia  would  echo 
that  complaint.  The  men  in  these  days 
knew  perfectly  well  what  they  were  en- 
listing for,  whether  it  was  for  long  or 
for  short  service,  whether  it  was  for  any 
particular  arm  of  the  Service,  and  cer- 
tainly whether  it  was  for  the  Militia  or 
for  the  Line.  The  fact  was  that  those  who 
enlisted  for  the  Militia  were  a  different 
class  from  those  who  enlisted  for  the 
Line,  and  although  the  Militia  was  an 
admirable  school  for  the  Line,  it  did  not 
at  all  disturb  enlistment  for  the  Army. 
Those  who  went  into  the  Militia  knew 
it  was  a  different  service  altofi^ther,  but 
it  gave  many  of  them  a  taste  ^r  soldier- 
ing ;  they  found  it  more  agreeable  than 
they  expected,  and  they  passed  into  the 
Line.  He  could  not,  however,  say  that 
the  Militia  was  to  be  relied  upon  as  an 
auxiliary  to  the  Seserve.  Next,  the  hon. 
Member  attacked  the  Commissariat.  Up 


to  that  point  he  had  been  very  diligent 
with  his  figures ;  but  when  he  came  to 
the  Commissariat  he  described  it  as  a 
combination  of  meddle  and  muddle,  on 
no  higher  authority  than  a  letter  which 
he  quoted  from  some  one  who  knew  no- 
thing about  it,  and  who  wrote  for  in- 
formation to  someone  who  knew  less, 
and  he  added  that  people  in  that  depart- 
ment were  so  dissatisfied  that  they  really 
could  not  tell  him  anything  about  it, 
and  that,  therefore,  it  was  in  a  bad  state, 
and  could  never  come  to  any  good.  Now, 
he  (Mr.  Hardy)  was  far  from  saying 
himself  that  the  Commissariat  did  not 
require  improvement.  He  had  made 
changes  in  regard  to  the  Control  depart- 
ment ;  he  did  not  despair,  if  he  was  let 
alone,  of  yet  making  a  better  business 
of  the  Commissariat ;  and  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  would  quote 
a  correspondent  next  year  who  knew 
something  about  it,  and  who  found 
it  not  nearly  so  bad  as  he  had  supposed 
it  to  be,  and  that,  on  the  whole,  the 
country  sot  all  that  it  could  reasonably 
expect.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber on  the  lumappy  condition  of  things 
resulting  from  getting  volunteers  from 
regiments  low  down  in  the  roster  to  fill 
up  those  which  were  at  the  top.  Last 
year  the  House,  with  great  wisdom, 
filled  up  the  first  18  regiments  to  820 
men.  But  they  must  see  that  in  the 
first  year  those  regiments  must  be  full 
of  recruits.    It  would  not  be  wise  or 

i'ust  to  send  on  service  regiments  which 
Lad  many  recruits  in  them ;  and, 
therefore,  it  would  be  necessary  to  get 
men  from  reg^ents  which  were  lower 
on  the  roster.  The  men  could  be  easily 
obtained  by  means  of  a  bounty ;  and  he 
trusted  that  those  regiments  would  be 
better  filled  up  as  time  went  on,  and 
that  there  would  be  men  in  them  who 
had  served  longer.  But  in  the  case  of 
regiments  that  had  many  young  men  it 
would  be  advisable  to  leave  those  young 
men  with  the  depots  at  home,  and  fill  up 
their  places  with  older  men.  With  re- 
spect to  Army  Beserve  men  and  Militia 
Keserve  men,  he  should  be  disposed  to 
keep  them  for  a  second  re-inforcement 
rather  than  put  them  immediately  into 
the  first  line.  But  that  was  a  point 
which  would  have  to  be  considered  here- 
aftw.  It  had  been  found  necessary  to 
divide  recruiting  for  the  Army  into  long 
and  short  service,  and  it  was  said  that 
there  would  be  no  taste  in  the  country 
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for  sliort  service;  but  the  fact  had 
turned  out  exactly  the  reyerse,  because 
the  proportion  who  enlisted  for  short 
service  was  much  greater  than  that 
which  enlisted  for  long  service.  He  was 
sorry,  to  some  extent,  for  that ;  because, 
with  a  view  to  those  who  remained,  it 
was  important  to  have  a  certain  number 
of  long-service  men  for  the  position  of 
non-commissioned  officers,  and  this  dis- 
position towards  short  service  had  inter- 
fered with  the  supply.  Still,  would  it, 
he  asked,  be  wise,  under  the  difficulties 
in  which  they  found  themselves,  to  rush 
suddenly  to  another  extreme,  because, 
as  had  been  pointed  out,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hacraey  had  changed  his  front 
this  year  ?  They  used  to  hear  of  men 
with  one  year's  service ;  but  if  they  had 
such  a  system  as  that,  in  what  state 
would  their  regiments  be,  and  how  fit 
would  they  be  for  service  ?  But,  again, 
would  it  be  desirable  wholly  to  rely  on 
three  years'  service  ?  If  the  three  years' 
service  men  had  the  means  of  support- 
ing themselves  in  civil  life,  that  might 
be  desirable ;  but  to  out  down  the  six 
years  to  three  years  would  be  a  most 
objectionable  system.  The  new  view  of 
the  hon.  Member  in  regard  to  the  Be- 
serve  was  an  extraordinary  one.  If  they 
took  those  10  years'  men,  as  the  hon. 
Member  suggested,  in  three  years  they 
would  be  free  from  the  Beserve,  because 
12  years  was  the  outside  period  for 
which  the  hon.  Member  thought  a  man 
ought  to  be  called  upon  to  serve.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  when  and  how 
they  would  form  a  Beserve  ?  There  was 
but  one  way,  and  that  was  the  method 
they  were  adopting.  He  admitted  it  was 
a  slower  method  than  he  could  desire ; 
but  it  was  the  only  one— namely,  by 
passing  the  men  through  the  ranks 
of  the  Army.  They  must  take  those 
who  wished  to  stay  till  the  end  of  six 
years.  As  it  stood,  they  would  get  some 
12  years'  men,  and  as  three  years'  train- 
ing in  the  Army  was  a  very  sufficient 
training,  their  nine  years'  men  would 
prove  effective.  He  cUd  not  despise  the 
Militia  Beserve,  which  he  believed  was 
one  to  which  the  country  might  look 
with  very  considerable  confidence.  He 
did  not  say  it  would  be  wise  to  place  it 
at  once  into  the  front  ranks ;  but  after  a 
few  weeks'  training  it  could  be  made  fit 
to  be  put  side  by  side  with  the  soldiers 
of  the  Line.  K  that  was  so,  they  had 
practically  at  that  moment  a  Beserve  of 

Mr,  Oathome  Hardy 


35,000  men  available,  and  that  was  mora 
than  people  looked  forward  to  five  or  mx 
years  a^o.    The  actual  Beserve  of  meQ 
who  haa  passed  through  the  Army  was 
this  year  beginning  really  to  increase. 
K  they  got  their  5,000  or  6,000  men 
this  year — and  it  was  really  the  first  year 
in  which  the  system  had  had  a  fair  trud — 
they  might  calculate  that  they  had  fairly 
began ;  that  it  would  go  on,  and  yidd 
them  5,000  or  6,000  annually.     Though 
slow,  it  was  safe ;  every  man  would  be 
well  trained,  and  fit  to  take  his  posi^a 
beside  the  soldiers  of  the  line  in  any 
ranks  or  places  to  which  they  wished  to 
send  them.    Had  not  this  country  gone 
through  a  very  long  military  probation  ? 
It  had  not  a  vast  force  of  Begular  troops 
in  its  Service  always  ready  to  take  the 
field ;  but  it  had  trained  a  great  nmn- 
ber  of  men  who,  although  they  had  not 
gone  through  the  ranks,  would  be  avail- 
able for  the  service  of  the  country  at  any 
moment.    Moreover,  it  was  to  be  borne 
in  mind  that  in  their  Second  Beserve 
they  had  some  24,000  who,  though  they 
might  not  be  fit  for  active  service  in  the 
field,  yet  would  be  quite  available  for 
garrison  du^,  and  would  prove  a  great 
stay  to  our  Volunteers,  who  would  also, 
he  believed,  do  good  service.     He  could 
not  hesitate  to  express  the  opinion  that, 
in  addition  to  the  170,000  or  180,000 
men  we  would  have  at  our  disposal,  there 
would  be  500,000  or  600,000  who,  having 
passed  through  the  Volunteer  Service, 
would  be  able  to  render  effective  aid,  if 
the  country  were  put  on  its  defence.    He 
also  expected  that  we  should  find  young 
men  to  send  abroad,  for  the  military 
spirit  which  had  been  invoked  by  the 
Volunteers  had  produced  such  an  effect 
that,  so  far  from  there  being  a  difficulty 
in  getting  men  to  send  abroad,  his  belid 
was  that  a  greater  number  in  {proportion 
to  the  population  would  be  ready  to  rush 
to  the  front  than  on  any  former  occa- 
sion.   He  might  be  wrong,  but  that  was 
his  opinion,  taking   into  account   the 
military  spirit  which  had  been  called 
forth  in  the  country  within  the  last  20 
years.    He  must  apologize  to  the  House 
for  having  trespassed  upon  its  time  so 
long,  and  for  the  minuteness  with  which 
he  had  gone  into  the  question.    But  be 
wished  to  part  with  all  good  will  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney,  of  whom 
he  had  said  some  hard  things,  but  who 
also  had  used  some  strong  expressions 
with  regard  to   him,  which   ceitainlj 
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were  not  undeserved  if  he  had  been 
gniltj  of  all  that  had  been  laid  to  his 
charge.  But,  be  they  little  or  much 
deserved,  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman he  would  forgiye  him  for  all 
that  had  fallen  firom  him  in  the  course 
of  his  speech. 

Mb.     CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  was  anxious  that  the  House 
should    get   into   Committee,  and   he 
would  not,  therefore,  occupy  much  time. 
While  generally  concurring  in  the  main 
object    which    the    hon.    Member   for 
Hackney  (Mr.  Holms)  had  in  view,  he 
must  express  his  dissent  from  many  of 
the   assertions   which    he   had    made. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  said  that  the  pro- 
misee which  had  been  held  out  at  the 
time  the  Short  Service  Act  was  passed 
had  not  been  fulfilled,  and  had  called 
up  the  ghost  of  Captain  Vivian's  figures, 
which  had  been  laid  again  and  again, 
in  support  of  the  statement.    Now,  he 
(Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  wasanxious, 
not  only  lor  the  sake  of  Captain  Vivian, 
but  of  the  Oovemment  with  which  he 
was  connected,  to  explain  in  what  cir- 
cumstancesthose  figureshadbeen  quoted. 
His  hon.  Friend  stated  that  the  House 
of  Commons  was  asked  in  1870  to  pass 
the  Short  Service  Act,  and  that  Captain 
Vivian  had  promised  that  in  eight  years 
after  the  institution  of  the  system  the  Be- 
•erve  would  reach  81,811.  These  figures, 
however,  had  not  been  quoted  as  one  of 
the  conditions  of  the  passing  of  the  Bill, 
and,  indeed,  were  not  quoted  until  1871, 
▼hen  the  scheme  of  Army  reform  which 
had  been  propounded  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord 
Elcho),  and  which  had  been  examined 
by  the  actuaries  of  the  War  Office,  was 
under  consideration,   and  found  to  be 
utterly  impracticable.    It  was  then,  in 
contrast  with  the  noble  Lord's  proposal, 
that  Captain  Vivian  stated  what,  under 
certain   circumstances,    would   be   the 
result  of  the  Short  Service  Act.    But 
those  particular  drcumstanoes  had  never 
come  into  existence,  and  the  proportion 
of  short   service  men,  whion  Captain 
Vivian's  statement   pre-supposed,   and 
which  he  expressly  quoted  as  the  basis 
of  his  calculations,  had  never  yet  been 
enlisted.    And  lest  it  should  be  thought, 
after  all  that   had  been  said  by  his 
hon.   Friend,    that    there    was    now, 
after  all,  no  Beserve  in  the  country,  it 
might  be  well  to  state  the  fact  that  in 
lS70y  2,400  men — in  round  numbers — 


were  enlisted  for  short  service ;  in  1871, 
9,000 ;  in  1872,  10,000 ;  in  1873,  nearly 
10,000;  in  1874,  nearly  13,000;  and  in 
1875,  13,000  ;  making,  in  all,  up  to  the 
close  of  1876 — the  latest  year  for  which 
we  had  an  official  Eetum — 57,693.  So 
that  he  presumed  they  must  have  at  that 
moment  at  least  70,000  or  80,000  men 
serving  in  the  Army,  all  of  whom — sub- 
ject to  the  usual  casualties — would  pass 
into  the  Reserve.  Those  were  important 
facts  which  the  hon.  Member  seemed 
to  have  overlooked.  No  one  could  deny 
that  the  formation  of  a  complete  system 
of  Beserves  required  time ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  trusted  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  military  ad- 
visers would  strive  to  accomplish  the 
task  as  soon  as  possible. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  he  stood  up  in  defence  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  J.  Holms), 
who  deserved  great  credit  for  the  atten- 
tion with  whicn  he  studied  the  condi- 
tion of  the  British  Army,  and  urged  the 
importance  of  rendering  it  in  all  respects 
an  efficient  Force.  With  regard  to  the 
Reserve,  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
referred  to  the  German  system,  and  in- 
dicated how  well  it  worked.  No  doubt, 
the  German  system  was  based  on  com* 
pulsory,  as  well  as  universal  liability  for 
some  military  service,  by  all  the  fit  youths 
of  the  countiy;  but  as  compulsion  was  im- 
possible in  the  present  state  of  feeling 
in  this  country,  tnere  was  no  reason  why 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney in  favour  of  an  extension  of  our 
short  service  system  should  not  be  fa- 
vourably considered,  and,  if  deemed 
suitable  for  our  Army,  extended  to  a 
far  greater  extent  than  hitherto  applied. 
He  agreed  that  if  the  principle  that 
short  service  and  an  effective  Reserve 
CTOwing  out  of  it  was  the  best  thing 
for  the  Army  and  for  this  country,  then, 
to  his  mind,  the  number  of  old  soldiers 
comprised  in  it  was  perfectly  alarming, 
assuming  the  German  system  and  the 
present  short  service  of  this  country  to 
be  sound  in  principle.  This  was  the 
essence  of  the  opinion  avowed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney,  and  it  was 
a  question  of  the  gravest  importance, 
deserving  of  the  fullest  investigation. 
It  had  never  been  properly  inquired 
into  by  either  of  the  Commissioners  on  re- 
cruiting, though  it  well  merited  the 
serious  attention  of  a  Select  Committee 
of  this  House.    He  therefore  cordially 
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and  heartily  lupported  the  bon.  Member 
in  bis  earnest  endeayonr  to  induoe  tbe 
House  of  Commons  to  take  up  this  ques- 
tion of  tbe  bigbest  national  importanoe. 

Question  put. 

Tbe  House  dividsd: — Ayes  207 ;  Noes 
46:  Majority  161.— (Div.  List,  No.  192.) 

Main  Question,  ^'Tbat  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leaye  tbe  Cbair/'  proposed. 

ARMY— NTJMERIOAL  TITLES  OF  LINE 
REGIMENTS.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Colonel  NAGHTEN  rose  to  speak 
to  a  Resolution  of  wbicb  be  bad  given 
Notice,  but  wbiob  be  was  prevented  by 
tbe  Biiles  of  tbe  House  ^m  moving, 
namely — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  in- 
expedient to  adopt  the  recommendationB  of  the 
Militia  Committee  as  far  as  regards  the  disoon- 
tinnanoe  of  nomerieal  titles  for  regiments." 

Tbe  bon.  and  gallant  Member  appealed 
to  tbe  bon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr. 
J.  Hobns),  as  be  bad  abready  spoken 
for  an  bour  and  tbree-quarters,  not  to 
move  bis  Amendment,  as  it  migbt  lead 
to  a  long  discussion,  and  tbe  Govern- 
ment was  anxious  to  get  some  Votes  in 
Supply.  He  impressed  upon  tbe  House 
tbat  anytbing  to  lessen  e9prit  de  corps 
was  to  be  deprecated,  and  called  atten- 
tion to  wbat  be  considered  would  be 
most  unpopular — for  any  Government 
to  take  away  tbe  numbers  of  sucb  re^- 
ments  as  tbe  42nd,  79tby  and  otber  dis- 
tinguisbed  regiments,  and  warned  tbe 
aumorities  not  to  trifle  witb  cberisbed 
regimental  distinctions.  He  said  tbat 
if  Lord  Cardwell's  scbeme  was  carried 
out  in  its  entirety,  sucb  a  regiment  as 
tbe  Bifle  Brigade  wbicb  recruited  cbiefly 
in  tbe  Seven  Dials  and  Tower  Hamlets 
districts,  would  bave  to  be  called  tbe 
**  Seven  Dials  Eegiments,"  and  tbe  offi- 
cers would  bave  to  be  selected  from  tbose 
localities.  He  would  conclude  by  quoting 
wbat  be  said  bis  bon.  Friends  opposite 
would  agree  witb  bim  were  good  Con- 
servative remarks — namely,  an  answer 
^ven  before  tbe  Oommittee  bv  His 
Koyal  Higbness  tbe  Oommander-in- 
Cbief  (No.  8,621,  p.  816.)— 

"  I  think  that  in  these  things  it  is  l>etter  toleave 
well  alone.  We  have  done  very  well  as  we  are; 
anything  in  the  way  of  a  ohimge  is  objeotionr- 
able.  What  is  the  advantage  of  it  P  If  there 
there  is  no  advantage,  leave  things  alone,  I 
should  say." 

General  Sir  Oewrge  Baljewr 


Mk.  STANLEY  observed  that  whes 
ibe  Beport  of  tbe  Military  Foroee  Lo- 
oalisation   Oommittee    was  under    dis- 
cussion there  was  no  manifestation  of 
tbe  feeling  against  tbe  change  to 
bis  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
ber  for  Winchester  (Colonel  Na^fatea} 
had  adverted,  but   he  was  bound  to 
admit  tbat  it  eave  rise  to  considerabltt 
discussion  in  me  public  Press,  and  that 
many  regiments  protested  against  being 
linked    witb  other  regiments.      When 
bis  right  bon.  Friend  came  into   offios 
as  Secretary  of  State  for  War  he  had 
found  the  Military  Forces  Loealixstkn 
Scheme    fairly    started.      Out    of   the 
£3,500,000  wbicb,   after  a   prolonged 
discussion.  Parliament  had  granted,  on 
tbe  strength  of  Lord  Oardwell's  scheme, 
it  was  found  tbat  a  sum  of  £176,000  had 
been  already  expended,  and  that  lia- 
bilities bad  been  contracted  amounting 
to  £1,500,000.    A  number  of  Brigade 
Depots  bad  also  been  established,  and 
various  contracts  bad  been  entered  into. 
Tbe  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  even  if 
be  bad  been  so  minded,  could  not  have 
stopped  tbe  scheme,  but  thoush  he  cofiild 
not  stop  it,  he  was   bound  to  satisfy 
himself  as  to  tbe   details   which  wers 
propounded  in   it.    In  July,    1875,  a 
Oommittee  was  therefore  appointed  to 
inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  work- 
ing of  the  Brigade  Depots,  and  that 
Oommittee  was  subsequently  merged  in 
tbe  Militia  Oommittee.    As  had  abeady 
been   remarked,  tbe  double    battaBoa 
system  was  one  of  tbe  points  upon  whidi 
Lord  Oardwell  laid  stress  in  bringing 
tbe  localization  scbeme  before  Parlia- 
ment.   There  were  few  countries  whidi 
clung  to  tbe  single  battalion  mtem  so 
long  as  ourselves.    The  plural  battalioB 
system    bad   previously  been  adopted 
witb  evident  advantage  by  other  ooun- 
tries,  and  it  was  when  the  changed  oon- 
ditions  of  service  rendered  it  neoeesazy 
to  bave  battalions  of  low  strength  at 
home    and    of   biffb    strong^    Mroad 
that  Lord  Oardwell  resolvra  upon  the 
change.    It  was  not  usual  to  appeal  to 
tbe  perionnel  of  a  Oommittee;  bat  bs 
could  do  so  with  confidence  in  the  pre- 
sent case,  and  he  denied  most  poaitivdy 
that  they  were  men  who  were  insensible 
to  tbe  importance  of  preserving  the  eeprii 
de  eorpe  of  regiments  or  the  advantages 
of  territorial    associations.    They  SX^ 
however,  that  the  double  battalion 
tem  had  become  a  necessity.    The 
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tion  they  had  to  ask  themselyes  was 
whether  we  had  so  many  men  that  we 
could  dispense  with  the  means  of  mak- 
ing the  most  of  them  ?  Almost  every- 
thing had  to  be  saorifioed  to  organization, 
and  grave  and  serious  as  were  the 
chanees  recommended,  the  Committee 
felt  that  they  would  not  be  performing 
their  duty  if  they  did  not  make  the  re- 
commendations specified  in  their  Report. 
They  thought  the  connection  should  be 
closer  between  the  line  and  the  Militia 
regiments,  and  that  a  territorial  desig- 
nation should  be  selected.  It  was  pro- 
posed to  do  away  with  the  sub-district 
numbers,  and  to  designate  the  sub- 
district  brigade  by  the  name  of  its 
head  quarters. 

Eabl  PEEOT  rose  to  call  attention 
to  the  pay  and  allowances  of  majors 
of  the  Koyal  ArtiUeiy,  who  had  been 
promised  by  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Lord  Cardwell)  that  they 
should  be  placed  on  an  equality  with 
majors  of  tne  line,  and  were  still  paid 
only  14«.  6d.  a-day  instead  of  16^.  A 
major  in  the  line  received  forage 
allowance  always,  but  a  major  in  the 
Eoyal  Artillery  received  it  only  when 
actually  performing  mounted  duty.  In 
one  case,  of  which  he  had  the  details, 
an  officer  of  the  Boyal  ArtiUery  had,  in 
the  course  of  5  years  and  10  months' 
nine  changes  from  duty  in  which  he 
received  that  allowance  to  duty  in  which 
he  did  not  receive  it.  He  trusted  that 
the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able 
to  hold  out  some  hope  that  a  promise 
which  had  been  given  by  a  Secretary  of 
State  and  sanctioned  by  Parliament 
should  be  adhered  to  in  its  entirety. 

Mb.  PEIOE  also  rose  to  call  attention 
to  the  case  of  Militia  Quartermasters 
with  reference  to  their  retiring  allow- 
ances. His  object  was  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  take  into  considera- 
tion whether  it  was  not  desirable  to  get 
rid  of  the  old  and  worn-out  Quarter- 
masters  who  were  still  serving,  and  who 
could  not  be  expected  to  retire  on  the 
present  allowances,  and  introduce  new 
ones  as  rapidlv  as  possible,  but  not  on 
the  present  scale  of  pensions,  because  it 
would  be  unfeur  to  those  who  would  have 
to  retire.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  to  consider  whether  he  could 
not  offer  the  older  Quartermasters  some 
inducement  to  retire.  They  would  be 
content  with  a  very  small  addition  to 
the  existing  allowance  of  i».  a-day. 


OoLONBL  KINGSOOTE  urged  the 
same  view,  adding  that  it  would  be  a 
great  advantage  to  the  Service  if  those 
officers  could  retire. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HAEDY  said,  the 
question  of  the  Quartermasters  had  been 
under  consideration,  and  an  arrangement 
had  been  practically  made  by  which  an 
improvement  would  be  effected  with  re- 
gard to  them.  The  details  were  not  yet 
settled ;  but  he  hoped  to  be  able  soon  to 
communicate  them  to  the  House.  As 
the  pay  of  Majors  of  the  Eoyal  Artillery 
had  been  taken  by  the  House  into  its 
own  hands,  it  would  not  be  necessary  for 
him  to  make  any  remarks  on  the  subject. 

Captain  O'BEIENE  called  attention 
to  the  injustice  of  compelling  officers 
to  buy  and  forage,  at  their  own  expense, 
horses  they  were  compelled  to  keep  for 
the  public  services. 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL  believed 
that  in  the  English  Service  the  pay  of 
Cavalry  officers  was  greater  than  that 
given  in  other  countries,  and  that  no 
good  reason  had  been  shown  for  an  in- 
crease of  allowance  for  forage  or  for 
buying  horses.  Since  the  year  1810  the 
forage  had  been  almost  entirely  supplied 
by  the  Commissariat,  and  it  had  ^ways 
been  customary  for  officers  to  buy  their 
own  horses.  He  did  not  believe  they 
had  any  cause  to  complain  of  injustice 
under  tiie  present  arrangement. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  tiie  Chair,"  put,  and 
a^eedto. 

SUPPLY— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

£48,600,  Divine  Service. 

Captain  NOLAN  urged  the  hardship 
of  the  position  of  Senior  Chaplains,  who 
were  obliged  to  retire  at  60  years  of  age 
without  full  pensions. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
though  many  persons  who  had  to  retire 
at  60  felt  that  they  were  still  fit  for  work, 
the  thing  should  not  be  looked  upon  in 
that  way  only ;  it  should  be  looked  upon 
also  with  reference  to  those  below. 
Unless  that  was  done,  there  could  be  no 
flow  of  promotion. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**That  a  ram,  not  exceeding  £27,600,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defny  the  Charge 
for  the  Administration  of  Military  Law,  which 
will  come  in  coarse  of  payment  from  the 
Ist  day  of  April  1877  to  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1878,  inclasive." 

Sib  OOLMAN  O'LOQHLEN  said,  it 
was  now  five  minutes  to  1  o'clock,  and 
there  being  32  Orders  of  the  Day  on  the 
Paper  to  be  disposed  of,  he  o^eoted  to 
any  more  Votes  being  taken.  He  would 
therefore  move  that  tiie  Chairman  report 
Progress. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Eesolution  to  be  reported  To-morroWf 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Committee  also  report  Progress;  to 
sit  again  upon  Wednesday, 

BT7FERAimX7ATIOK      (KEBOAinnLB     MABINB 

FUND  OFFICEBS)^ 

CoiuitUred  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Suoh^df  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  payment,  out  of  numeys  to  he  provided  hy 
Parliament,  of  the  Superannuation  AUowanoe 
of  Officers  whose  Salaries  were  formerly  pay- 
able out  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow,  at  Two 
of  the  dock. 


LOCAL  TAXATION  (rETUENS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sclatbr-Booth,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  with  respect  to  the  Annual 
Returns  of  Local  Taxation  in  England;  and 
for  other  purposes  relating  to  such  Taxation, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Solatsb-Booth 
and  Mr.  Salt. 

Bill;MVf#Mr^,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  221.] 

House  adjourned  at  half 
after  One  o'clock. 
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Tweday,  2%th  June,  1877. 


MINTJTES.]— PuBUC  Bxll»— ^>f<  BMiing^ 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary*  {120). 

Second  Beading — G^ertl  Police  and  Improve- 
ment (Scotland)  Act  (IS62)  Amendment* 
(109). 

Committee — Gai  and  Water  Orders  Confirma- 
tion (Abingdon,  &c)  *  (66). 


Third  Seading-'Eiemepaiarj  ISdatfitinn 
sional   Orders    Confirmation    (F  ~ 
&c.)  *  (96),  enidpaesed. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE-SUBRET  A8SIZE& 

QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  ONSLOW  asked  Htr 
Majesty's  Oovemment,  Wbetho*  it  ii 
intended  always  to  limit  the  duration  d 
the  Surrey  Assizes  to  six  days ;  and,  whj 
the  county  of  Surrey  should  be  the  onh 
one  exempted  from  the  statatoiy  rale 
which  allows  suitors  to  name  the  ooont; 
or  place  in  which  they  propose  that  their 
actions  shall  be  tried  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
oould  assure  the  noble  Earl  that  Surrsj 
was  not  excepted  from  the  statutivj 
rules  referred  to.  Every  suitor  had  & 
perfect  right  to  name  any  county  where 
his  action  might  be  tried ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  was  another  right  <a 
the  part  of  the  Judge.  If  he  fonnd  a 
action  set  down  for  trial  in  a  coostj 
which  had  no  connection  with  the  case, 
he  had  power  to  send  it  back  to  the 
county  to  which  it  really  belong^ed.  Thit 
was  obviously  a  yery  desirable  power— 
parties  might,  for  instance,  be  so  in* 
advised  as  to  set  down  an  action  whkk 
belonged  to  Northumberland  for  hearing 
in  Cornwall — it  would,  indeed,  be  ii 
evil  if  the  Judge  had  not  power  to  seod 
it  to  the  county  where  it  could  propedj 
be  tried.  What  had  been  done  with 
regard  to  Surrey  was  this — Before  the 
Judicature  Act  passed  and  the  present 
arrangements  for  continuous  Bittingain 
London  and  Middlesex  were  made,  the 
practice  was  that  all  sittings  in  London 
or  in  Middlesex  for  the  trial  of  joiy 
cases  came  to  an  end  towards  the  end  of 
June,  when  the  learned  Judges  went 
upon  Circuit.  From  the  time  the  Judges 
went  on  Circuit  about  the  end  of  June 
until  the  following  November  there 
were  no  means  of  trying  cases  in  London 
or  Middlesex.  The  result  of  that  wu 
that  where  there  was  any  case  pressinff 
for  trial  the  plaintiff  set  it  down  for  triu 
at  Ouildford  or  Croydon,  or  any  other 
place  near  London,  rather  than  have  it 
thrown  over  till  November.  Bat  one  of 
the  great  objections  to  that  practice  wu 
that  in  Croydon  or  Ghiildford  100,  200,  or 
300  cases,  perhaps,  were  set  down  for 
trial  that  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  county  of  Surrey,  and  whioh 
would  have  been  tried  in    London  if 
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there  had  been  the  means  of  tirinfi;  them 
in  London.  That  practice  inyolyed  great 
expenee  in  the  sending  down  of  wit- 
neeees.      Ab  a  remedy,  it  was  suRg^sted 
that,  Sorrey.  being  so  yery  near  Landon, 
the  Surrey  Assises  might  be  dispen^ 
with  altogether,  and  the  Surrey  cases 
and  the  Surrey  prisoners  be  brought  to 
London  for  the  purpose  of  trial.    The 
oounty  of  Surrey  objected  yery  much  to 
that ;  and  in  consequence  of  that  objec- 
tion it  was  arranged  that  two  of  the 
learned  Judges  who  were  left  for  the 
continuous  sittings  in  London  and  Mid- 
dlesex should  go  down  to  Surrey  and 
continue  the  Surrey  Assizes  for  the  pur- 
pose of  trying  the  Surrey  cases.    That 
arrangement  worked  yeiy  well  for  some 
time.    What  had  happened  lately  was 
this.      There  was  a  yery  considerable 
number  of  cases  to  be  tried  in  London 
snd  Middlesex,  and  it  occurred  to  some 
solicitors  in  London  that  they  might  get 
a  trial  of  them  by  abstaining  from  put- 
ting them  down  for  trial  in  the  regular 
list  and  putting  them  down  for  trial  in 
Surrey.    The  consequence  was  that  yery 
suddecnly  a  oonsiderable  number  of  cases 
were  put  down  for  trial  at  Ghiildford  or 
Orqjrdon,  which  had  no  oonnection  what- 
eyer  with  the  county  of  Surrey.    Of 
course,  to  the  ^Lord  Ohief  Justice  and 
Mr.  Justice  Oroye,  the  learned  Judges 
who  were  to  hold  the  Surrey  Assizes, 
it  was  a  matter  of  indifference  whether 
they  sat  in  London  or  at  Croydon ;  but 
it  was  a  serious  matter  that,  oy  moyine 
it  to  Croydon,  London  business  should 
be  taken  out  of  its  proper  turn.    The 
learned  Judges  had,  therefore,  announced 
that  thef  would  allow  an  adequate  num- 
ber of  dsys  for  the  disposal  of  the  busi- 
ness connected  with  the  County,   and 
that  they  would  hold  themselyes  free  as 
to  the  remainder  of  the  cases. 

liALAT  PENIN8XTLA. 

Further  correspondence  relating  to 
the  affairs  of  certam  natiye  chiefs  in  the 
Malay  Peninsula  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  the  Straits  Settlements  (in 
continuation  of  C— 1512.  of  1876): 
And 

OIBBALTAB. 

Draft  of  an  Ordinance,  together  with 
eoirespundenoe  relating  to  the  proposed 
vegulmon  of  the  import  and  export 
trade  of  the  Port  of  Gibraltar : 

VOL.  OOXXXy.    [thiu>  sums.] 


Pr$90nUd  (by  command)  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Houfe  adjourned  at  half  past  Five 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

half-past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tu$$day,  2Uh  June,  1877. 

MINUTES.]— Nsw    Member   Swobn— Frank 

Hugh  O'Donnell,  eequire,  for  Dungarvan. 
SiTPPLT — eonsidered  in   Committee — Army  Estx- 

1UTB8 — Betdution  [June  26]  reported. 
Public  Bills — Retolution  [June  26]  reported — 

Ordered — Superannuation  (Mercantile  Marine 

Fund  OflScers)  ♦. 
Fir  it   Beading— OytAxiT  and   Mussel    Fisheriet 

Order  Confirmation*  [222],  and  referred  to 

the  Examiners. 
Committee — Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ire* 

land)  {re^eomm,)  [1271 — b.p. 
Third  jReadinff'^'S9W  f\)re8t*  [213],  Biidpa$9ed, 


The  Honse  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
QUESTIONS. 


OBSCENE  PUBLICATIONS— LORD 
CAMPBELL'S  ACT.-QUESTION. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
with  reference  to  the  case  of  The  Queen 
V,  Hicklin,  whereby  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  decided  the  pamphlet  called  '*The 
Confessional  Unmasked ''  to  be  an  ob- 
scene publication  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Act  20  and  21  Vic.  (Lord  Campbell's 
Act)  and  prohibited  its  sale  ana  pub- 
lication, Whether  the  Oovemment  will 
introduce  a  Bill  declaring  such  Act  "  to 
apply  ezdusiyely  to  works  written  for 
the  single  purpose  of  corrupting  the 
morals  of  youth,  &c."  (as  stated  by 
Lord  Campbell  to  be  the  intention  of 
his  Act)  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  :  In 
reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  beg  to  state  that  on  examination 
of  the  case  referred  to,  **  The  Queen  v, 
Hicklin,"  I  find  that  the  Recorder  of 
Wolyerhampton  found  that  half  Ths 
C&n/tuiomU  Unnuuhd  was  obscene,  and 
that  the  indiscriminate  publication  of 
it  was  calculated  to  prejudice  good 
morals ;   but   that   the  defendant  did 
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not  keep  or  sell  the  copies  of  the 
work  for  gain,  but  to  expose  the 
Confessional.  The  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  on  these  findings  held  that,  not- 
withstanding the  object  the  defendant 
had  in  view,  the  publication  in  question 
was  a  misdemeanour,  and  that  an  in- 
dictment would  lie.  As  the  law  stands, 
therefore,  it  would  seem  that  the  pub- 
lication of  an  obscene  book  is  an  offence, 
though  the  person  publishing  it  was  not 
actuated  by  any  desire  to  deprave,  and 
the  book  was  not  written  with  that 
object.  The  law,  in  fact,  desires  to 
prevent  the  minds  of  the  people  being 
polluted,  and  is  not  carefUl  to  consider 
the  motives  of  the  polluter  or  the  means 
to  which  he  resorts.  On  the  whole,  the 
Government  sees  no  necessity  for  any 
alteration  in  the  law  on  this  subject. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— THE 
CONFESSIONAL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council,  with  reference  to 
recent  disclosures  of  certain  doctrines 
and  practices  under  the  name  of  "  Con- 
fessional," carried  out  by  Ministers  of 
the  Established  Church  associated  for 
that  purpose  under  the  name  of  Holy 
Cross,  or  otherwise,  Whether  he  is  aware 
of  any  such  Minister  being  now  recog- 
nized by  his  Department  as  having  charge 
or  control  over  public  schools;  and,  if 
BO,  whether  any  and  what  steps  will  be 
taken  to  protect  the  public  against  the 
propagation  of  such  doctrines  and  prac- 
tices under  the  name  of  education  ? 

VisoouNT  8AND0N :  I  would  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Education 
Department  has  no  authority  to  deal 
witJi  the  religious  teaching  and  obser- 
vances of  public  elementary  schools, 
beyond  insisting  upon  a  stidct  adherence 
to  all  the  provisions  of  the  Conscience 
Clause,  which  provides,  in  addition  to 
other  securities  for  the  rights  of  con- 
science, that  a  parent  may  withdraw  his 
child  from  any  religious  teaching  or 
observance.  Beyond  this,  none  of  the 
Acts  which  we  administer  give  us  any 
authority  to  inquire  into  the  doctrines 
or  practices  of  the  managers  of  the 
schools  which  receive  our  annual  grants, 
be  they  Board,  Church  of  England,  or 
Boman  Catholic.  Nor  do  they  enable 
us  to  interfere  with  the  constitution  of 
the  governing  bodies  of  the  schools. 
Under   these   circumstances,  I   oannot 

The  Attorney  General 


think  that  I  have  either  the  rig^t  or  tbs 
power  to  make  the  inquiries  whidi  would 
alone  enable  ine  to  answer  the  hon.  OeB- 
tleman's  Question.  I  trust,  however,  that 
the  House  will  not  think  that  I  in  any 
way  undervalue  the  gravity  and  import- 
ance of  the  subject  to  which  tiie  hcoi. 
Gentleman  has  called  attenticm. 

EUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— LOED  D^IBY*S 

DESPATCH  OF  MAY  6. 

QTTXSnOV. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  asked  Mr.  Oian- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  is 
prepared  to  name  the  *'  European  Na- 
tions" referred  to  in  the  Despatch  of  ihe 
6th  of  May,  which  concur  in  or  may  be 
expected  to  support  the  policy  indicated 
therein,  namely,  that  Bussia  shall  reatnet 
her  operations  to  certain  portions  of  the 
Ottoman  Empire  ?  

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUER :  The  passage  in  Lord  Derby's 
despatch  of  May  6  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  appears  to  refer  is  this — 

"The  mercantile  and  financial  intereeta  ci 
European  nations  are  also  so  largely  inydved  in 
Egypt  that  an  attack  on  that  country,  or  iti 
occupation,  even  temporarily,  for  the  porpoMi 
of  war,  could  scarcely  be  regarded  with  qdoqd- 
cem  by  the  neutral  Powers — certainly  not  by 
England. 


Now,  I  do  not  think  I  should  be  ji 
in  taking  up  the  time  of  the  House  by 
enumerating  all  the  European  nations 
which  hare  mercantile  or  financial  in- 
terests in  Egypt.  It  would  have  been 
shorter,  perhaps,  to  mention  those  which 
have  not — only,  unfortunately,  I  hare 
not  been  able  to  find  any. 

NAVY— DESIGNS  OP  SHIPS  OP  WAR. 

QUESTION. 

Captain  PIK  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  with  re- 
ference to  the  Ck>mmittee  of  Inquiry  into 
the  designs  of  ships  of  war  of  Her 
Majesty's  Navy,  he  will  now  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  the  promised  Com- 
mittee without  further  postponement  ? 

Mr.  a.  F.  EGEETON,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
after  a  full  consideration  of  the  reasons 
alleged  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  designs  of 
ships  of  war  of  Her  Majesty's  Nary, 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  he  could 
not  oonsent  to  the  appointment  of  such 
Committee. 
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PARUAHENT  —  ORDER  —  COMMITTEE 

OF  SUPPLY. 

Lou>  BOBEBT  MONTAOn  wished 
to  oall  attention  to  a  point  of  Order.  It 
teemed  to  him  there  was  a  mistake  in 
the  Votes  sent  round  that  morning.  At 
No.  46  the  Besolution  was  recorded, 
"  That  this  House  will  immediately  re- 
solye  itself  into  the  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply." This  Besolution,  however,  did 
not  preclude  a  lons^  debate  before  going 
into  Oommittee.  It  was  moved,  ''  That 
Ur.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair," 
but  an  Amendment  to  this  was  agreed 
to ;  and  thereafter  it  was  again  moved 
and  resolved — as  ^ven  at  Ifo.  47  in  the 
Votes — ''That  this  House  will  imme- 
diately resolve  itself  into  the  Oommittee 
of  Supply."  If  it  was  against  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House— as  he  contended  it 
was — that  the  same  Motion  should  be 
put  twice,  it  was  desirable  that  the  Votes 
should  be  altered  in  case  this  occurrence 
might  be  drawn  into  a  precedent.  The 
effect  of  allowing  the  Motion  in  question 
to  be  put  over  and  over  again  would  be 
to  take  from  the  House  the  Constitutional 
power  of  stopping  Supply. 

Mb.  SPEAKEk  :  It  is  right  I  should 
state  to  the  House  that  when  a  Motion 
is  made  that  this  House  do  immediately 
resolve  itsdf  into  Oommittee  of  Supply 
the  object  of  that  Motion  is  to  *'  set  up  ^' 
Oommittee  of  Sunply,  and  for  no  other 
pnxpoae.  That  Motion  is  followed  in 
ordinary  oourse,  after  Committee  of  Sup- 
nfy  is  "  set  up,"  by  a  Motion  that  I  now 
leave  the  Chair.  That  course  was  taken 
last  night,  and  the  proceeding  is  entirely 
in  accordance  with  the  Btues  of  the 
House.  I  therefore  see  no  ground  for 
the  alteration  of  the  Votes,  as  proposed 
by  the  noble  Lord.  It  appears  to  me 
the  noble  Lord  scarcely  attaches  suffi- 
cient weight  to  the  consideration  that 
there  are  two  Motions  before  the  House. 
One  is  that  Committee  of  Supply  should 
be  "  set  up,"  which  is  done  oy  the  first 
Motion  "  that  this  House  do  immediatelv 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply, 
and  when  that  Motion  has  been  carried 
it  b  ftUowed  by  a  second  Motion  "  that 
I  now  leave  the  Chair."  And  there  is 
no  reason  whv,  on  the  same  night,  the 
Motion  that  this  House  do  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  of  Supphr  should  not  be 
made  as  often  as  the  Mouse  thinks  fit, 
thereby  aflbrding  additional  fiKiUties  for 
thedisoosMon  of  grievaness. 


ORDERS    OF    TEE   DAY. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 

(IRELAND)  {re^committed)  BILL— [Bill  184.] 

(Jfr.  Solicitor  9emralfor  IreUmi,  Sir  Miekasl 

Euk9'Beaeh.) 

ooMMiTTEB.     [^ProgresB  22nd  June,'] 
Bill  eomidered  in  Committee. 

PaetI. 

Coniiitution  and  Judgee  of  Court  of  Judi- 

eature. 

Clause  6  (Constitution  of  High  Court 
of  Justioe  in  Ireland). 

Mb.  Sebjiaot  SHERLOCK  moved 
the  omission  of  a  portion  of  the  clause 
providing — 

**  That  when  first  after  the  commencement  of 
this  Act  one  of  the  existing  Judges  of  the 
Landed  Estates  Court  shall  die,  resign,  or 
otherwise  vacate  his  office,  the  vacancy  thus 
occasioned  shall  not  be  filled  up  until  a  Com- 
mission shall  have  been  issued  by  Her  Majesty 
under  her  Royal  Sign  Manual  to  ascertain  and 
report  whether  the  business  in  connexion  with 
the  Division  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
(herein-after  termed  the  Chancery  Division) 
makes  it  requisite  that  such  appointment  should 
be  made,  nor  until  the  expiration  of  a  period  of 
forty  days  after  the  date  of  such  report,  if  Par- 
liament be  then  sitting,  and  if  Parliament  be 
not  then  sitting,  until  Uie  expiration  of  a  period 
of  forty  days  after  the  commencement  of  the 
then  next  Session  of  Parliament." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said, 
that  according  to  the  sueceediDg  clause 
of  the  Bill,  the  jurisdiction  exercised 
by  the  Judges  of  the  Landed  Es- 
tates Oourt  was  to  continue  to  be 
exercised  by  them  or  their  successors, 
or,  in  case  of  illness,  absence,  or  va- 
cancy, by  any  other  Judge  of  the 
Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court; 
that  if  the  state  of  business  permitted 
they  should  be  bound  to  assi&t  from 
time  to  time  in  the  general  business 
of  the  Chancery  Division ;  that  they 
were  to  be  Judges  of  the  Chancery  Divi- 
sion. He  objected  to  the  proposed  ap- 
pointment of  a  Commission,  and  pointed 
out  the  inconvenience  that  might  arise 
from  the  adoption  of  such  a  provision, 
especially  in  a  case  where  one  of  the 
Judges  of  the  Landed  Estates  Court 
might  be  incapacitated  from  discharging 
his  duties  at  tne  time  his  brother  Judge 
had  been  sent  to  discharge  duties  at 
the  Assises  or  to  perform  other  functions 
that  were  superadded  to  his  department. 
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He  failed  to  see  the  practical  utility  of 
such  a  Gommission,  and  thought  that 
the  only  question  really  to  be  considered 
"was  whether  the  Committee  would  be 
justified  in  imposing  so  many  new  duties 
on  the  Judges  of  the  Landed  Estates 
Court.  If  the  Government  thought  the 
number  of  Judges  ought  to  be  reduced, 
and  could  show  good  ground  for  so 
thinking,  he  should  not  oppose  a  provi- 
sion giving  power  to  reduce  the  number 
in  case  of  necessity.  

The  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  un- 
questionably a  large  and  increased 
jurisdiction  was  by  this  Bill  given  to 
the  Judges  of  the  Landed  Estates  Court. 
A  second  Judge  had  been  appointed  for 
that  Court ;  but  the  Government  desired 
to  retain  the  power  of  issuing  a  Com- 
mission, when  a  vacancy  occurred,  to 
consider  whether  it  was  necessary  to 
maintain  a  second  Judgeship.  He 
trusted  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  not  press  his  Amendment  to  a 
division.  

Mr.  GOLDNET  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Me.  law  said,  he  hoped  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  pressed,  as  it  was 
impossible  to  say,  until  they  saw  how 
the  new  machinery  worked,  whether  it 
would  or  would  not  be  desirable  to  retain 
two  Judges  of  the  Court  in  question. 

Me.  Seejbant  SHERLOCK  said,  as 
the  Qt)vemment  were  unwilling  to  accept 
it,  he  would  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  BIGGAR  (for  Mr.  Paenell) 
moved,  in  page  5,  line  8,  to  leave  out 
from  "  until"  to  "  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament.'' He  said,  the  object  was  to 
make  it  imperative  not  to  appoint  an- 
other Judge,  and  he  added  that  much 
wonderment  had  been  created  as  to  the 
grounds  on  which  appointments  already 
made  had  been  ordered.      

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  this 
Amendment  was  the  exact  converse  of 
the  one  which  had  been  previously 
moved.  He  opposed  it  on  the  ground 
that  the  Government  ought  to  retain  the 
power  of  re-considering  the  whole  ques- 
tion when  a  vacancv  occurred.  The 
matter  had  come  before  the  House  in 
July,  1875,  and  there  had  then  been 
little  difference  of  opinion,  the  hon. 
Member  for  King's  County  (Sir  Patrick 

Mr,  Serjeant  Sherhek 


O'Brien)  and  others  remarking  on  the  in- 
convenience arising  from  the  want  of  a 
second  Judge. 

Me.  PARNELL  said,  he  waa  sorry 
that  he  was  not  present  in  time  to  move 
the  Amendment.  Judge  Flanagan  had 
written  to  the  Government  saying  that 
he  was  quite  capable  of  discharging  all 
the  duties  of  the  Landed  Estates  Court, 
and  therefore  there  was  no  necessity  for 
making  the  appointment;  yet,  for  rea- 
sons that  never  appeared,  the  Govern- 
ment appointed  a  second  Judge  to  the 
Landed  Estates  Court,  in  the  teeth  of 
the  remonstrance  of  Judge  Flanagan. 
Judge  Flanagan  also  said  that  in  1875 
he  had  only  sat  87  days  out  c^  865,  and 
notwithstanding  the  short  time  he  sat 
he  had  time  to  work  off  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  arrears  left  to  him  by  his 
predecessor. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  poe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  much  of 
the  work  of  the  Landed  Estates  Court 
was  done  at  home,  and  consisted  in  the 
reading  up  of  titles  to  estates  and  00 
forth,  a  mistake  in  which  would  be  ir- 
reparable. It  was  also  proposed  to 
abolish  the  office  of  Receiving  Master, 
and  all  his  work  would  have  to  be  per- 
formed by  the  Judges  of  the  Landed 
Estates  Court. 

Me.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  he 
thought  that  members  of  the  Irish  Bar 
could  not  be  taunted  with  selfishness  in 
the  matter,  though  it  was  one  of  much 
interest  to  them.  He  held  that  many  of 
the  duties  at  present  performed  by  the 
Judge  were  merely  clerical  and  minis- 
terial. As  long  as  these  merely  routine 
tasks  were  thrown  upon  him  there  would 
be  need  for  the  additional  Judge  whoee 
appointment  was  now  questioned.  He 
could  not  support  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause he  thought  it  would  not  be  wise 
to  take  action  in  the  matter  before  they 
found  out  whether  the  alterations  made 
in  the  Bill  would  or  would  not  increase 
the  work  which  would  have  to  be  per- 
formed by  the  Judges  of  the  Landed 
Estates  Court. 

Me.  morris  said,  he  did  not  think 
*there  was  a  harder  working  member  at 
the  Bar  than  the  Receiving  Master  of 
the  business  of  the  Landed  Estates 
Court.  He  thought  it  would  be  found 
necessary  to  have  two  Judges  to  perform 
the  work  in  an  efficient  manner. 

Me.  MELDON  said,  that  was  not  the 
first  time  that  the   hon.  Member  for 
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Meath  (Mr.  Parnell)  Had  brought  for^ 
ward  the  oueetioii  of  the  appointment 
of  a  seoond  Judge  to  the  Inah  Landed 
Estates  Court,  but  he  had  never  heard 
any  arguments  offered  in  support  of  the 
work  really  requiring  two  Judges  to 
discharge  it.  He  knew  that  the  newly 
appointed  Judge,  Mr.  Ormsby,  was  a 
most  painstaking  Judge — that  he  had 

g'lyen  satisfaction  to  the  suitors  at  the 
ar,  the  Profession,  and  the  public  since 
his  appointment ;  but  the  question  was 
whether  or  not  a  second  Judge  should 
haTe  been  appointed. 

Ma.  LAW  also  defended  the  appoint- 
ment of  Judge  Ormsby  as  a  man  very  well 
suited  to  the  position  which  he  now  filled. 

Mb.  PABrfELL  said,  the  reason  fot 
the  Amendment  was  that  there  were  not 
sufficient  causes  in  the  Landed  Estates 
Court  to  fully  occupy  two  Judges.  That 
was  proved  by  the  Uoyemment  now  pro- 
posing to  throw  upon  their  shoulders 
additional  duties.  What  he  complained 
of  was  that  the  judicial  staff  of  Ireland 
was  too  larffe.  He  was  told  by  a  person 
highly  quaufied  to  give  an  opinion  that 
six  Judges  would  be  sufficient;  but 
under  the  Bill  there  were  to  be  11,  and 
all  he  wanted  to  do  was  to  reduce  the 
number  to  10. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (As  to  Judges  of  Landed 
Estates  Court.) 

Mb.  PABNELL  moved,  in  page  6, 
line  6,  to  leave  out  all  the  woras  from 
aft«r  "Judges,"  to  the  word  "  Judges," 
in  line  8,  inclusive,  and  insert — 

*'  An  roles  made  in  porsaance  of  this  section 
ihsU  be  Uid  before  each  House  of  Parliament 
vitkin  such  time,  and  shall  be  sabpect  to  be  an- 
ntilled  in  such  manner,  as  is  in  the  sixty- 
MTHith  section  of  this  Act  prorided." 

Amendment  agreod  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  TAs  to  Judges  of  Court  of 
Bankruptcy.) 

Mb.  parnell  moved,  in  page  6, 
after  line  19,  to  insert — 

**Pronded  alwajs*  That  when  first  after  the 
pQBtBMooement  of  this  Act  one  of  the  existing 
ji>d|ges  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  shall  die, 
vwifn,  or  otherwise  Tscate  his  office,  the  racancy 
tkns  occasioned  shall  not  be  filled  up  until  a 
wwwniMioo  shall  have  been  issued  hy  Her  'iia^ 
)fi^  under  Her  RoyalSiffn  Manual  to  ascertain 
>ad  rtport  whether  the  business  in  connection 
^^  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  makes  it  requisite 
^^  toch  appointment  should  be  made,   nor 


until  the  expiration  of  a  period  of  forty  days 
after  the  date  of  such  report,  if  Parliament  be 
then  sitting,  and  if  Parliament  be  not  then 
sitting,  until  the  expiration  of  a  period  of  forty 
da3rs  after  the  commencement  of  tiie  then  next 
Session  of  Parliament." 

This  Amendment  merely  proposed  that 
the  provisions  adopted  with  regard  to 
the  Itanded  Estates  Court  should  apply 
to  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  also. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Mb.  MELDON  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  withdraw  the  Amendment.  The 
case  of  the  Bankruptcy  Court  was  quite 
difTerent  from  the  Landed  Estates  Court. 
The  Judges  of  the  Bankruptcy  Court 
had  as  much  as  they  could  do,  and  their 
work  was  continually  increasing.  If 
local  Bankruptcy  Courts  were  instituted, 
then  would  be  the  time  to  consider 
whether  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of 
Bankruptcy  should  be  so  relieved  of 
their  duties  that  only  one  Judge  would 
be  necessary.  Li  1874  the  two  Judges 
had  5,602  sittings,  and  in  1875  these 
sittings  had  increased  to  6,936 ;  and, 
besides  these,  the  Chief  Begistrar  had 
3,000  or  4,000  sittings  annually.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  paid  a  compliment  to 
the  efficiency  of  the  staff,  to  whose  skill 
it  was  owing  that  the  costs  of  winding- 
up  estates  were  so  very  small  in  Ireland. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kil- 
dare  had  clearly  shown  that  the  quantity 
of  business  in  the  Bankruptcy  Court  was 
so  great  that  it  could  not  be  done  by  one 
Judge.  The  whole  scope  of  the  present 
Bill  was  to  leave  the  Bankruptcy  Court, 
which  was  found  to  work  very  well, 
exactly  as  it  was  for  the  present.  When 
local  courts  with  bankruptcy  jurisdiction 
were  established,  then  would  be  the  time 
to  consider  whether  one  Jud^e  in  Dublin 
would  not  be  sufficient  to  administer  the 
business  of  the  Court. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. The  argument  was  not  that  the 
Bankruptcy  Judges  had  too  little  busi* 
ness  at  present,  but  that  it  was  very  pro- 
bable that  a  clause  in  another  Bill  would 
S've  bankruptcv  jurisdiction  to  local 
)urts  in  Ireland,  and  then  the  work  to  be 
done  in  Dublin  would  be  g^atly  reduced. 

Dr.  ward  maintain^  that  the  Irish 
Bench  was  greatly  over-manned.  If  they 
passed  a  County  Courts  Bill  they  would 
take  away  a  great  deal  of  the  business 
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from  the  Iiigher  Courts.  In  Ireland 
there  were  24  Judges  of  the  first  in- 
stance against  20  such  Judges  in  En|^- 
land,  and  12  Common  Law  Judges  in 
Ireland  against  18  in  England.  The 
whole  question  came  to  this — were  they 
to  maintain  all  these  Judges  merely  to 
please  the  Bar  until  GoTemment  modified 
their  Bill  by  appointing  a  Commission  of 
Inquiry  into  the  business  performed  by 
the  Judges  ?  He  must  oppose  the  Bill. 
The  judgments  in  Ireland  numbered 
4,481,  against  23,548  in  England,  so 
that  the  amount  of  business  done  in 
England  was  enormously  beyond  that 
done  in  Ireland.  He  commented  on  the 
eagerness  of  the  Members  of  the  Irish 
Bar  for  obtaining  Government  appoint- 
ments. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said, 
these  statistics,  if  his  ears  did  not  de- 
ceive him,  had  been  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  on  the 
day  when  the  Bill  was  last  before  the 
House.  He  thought  that  two  Jud^ 
were  at  present  necessary,  but  that  be- 
fore any  vacancy  was  filled  up  a  Com- 
mission should  be  appointed  to  say 
whether  a  second  Judge  was  neces- 
sary. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  asked 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Dr.  Ward)  would  like  the  principle  he 
laid  down  applied  to  the  Medical  Pro- 
fession ?  When  he  heard  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman apply  it  to  that  Profession  then 
Jie  should  believe  in  his  doctrine.  He 
maintained  that  if  the  views  which  had 
been  expressed  by  the  hon.  Members 
near  him  were  carried  out  the  Bench 
and  the  Bar  would  be  provincialized 
and  degraded.  Were  it  not  that  there 
existed  the  possibility  of  obtaining  even- 
tually those  higher  appointments,  men  of 
the  ability  and  legal  knowledge  now 
practising  at  the  Bar  in  Irelana  would 
relinquish  their  practice  in  Ireland  and 
betake  themselves  to  the  Enfflish  Bar, 
thus  lowering  the  character  of  the  pro- 
fession in  Ireland,  and  inflicting  deep 
and  lasting  injury  on  suitors  in  Ire- 
land. .  He  held  that  the  Bar  in  Dublin 
was  a  credit  to  Ireland,  and  he  hoped 
the  Committee  would  recogpiize  the 
character  of  the  Bar  and  Bench  and 
maintain  it.  He  did  not  believe  the 
views  of  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
approve  of  a  reduction  of  the  Judges. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  re- 
minded  the  Committee  that  the  discus- 
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sion  was  taking  toa  wide  a  eoope.  Tki 
question  before  them  was  whether  Ike 
Irish  Bankruptcy  Court  should  be  left 
untouched  for  the  present 
by  the  Bill. 

Mb.  SULUYAN  said,  the  hon. 
net  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  appeared  to 
lay  it  down  that  whether  tl^ 
the  Judges  or  not  they  had  bettflr 
them,  because  it  brought   the 
there.    That  was  a  corrupting  inflneafei 
and  the  hon.  Baronet  belonged  to  aa 
antediluvian  schocd  of  Irish  p<ditica  if 
he  thought  now-a-days  they  could  cmj 
on  corruption.    [Sir  Patugk  O^BaiEr 
rose  to  Order.    He  had  not  spoken  of 
corruption.]    No;  the  hon. Baraiet  had 
shnmk  from  that,  but  that  was  what  it 
was.    He  called   it   public  comptaoa 
when  public  officials  were  maintaiBed 
out  of  public  money,  and  their  aerriocs 
were  not  bond  fide  required  for  the  dk- 
oharge   of  public  duties.    Why  wwe 
they,  in  the  name  of  patriotism,  to  pay 
officials  in  Ireland,  whether  they  weze 
wanted  or  not  ?    Ireland  did  not  waad* 
either  in  the  name  of  patriotism  or  aav 
other  name,  that  public  monej  ahoold 
be  spent  in  any  such  manner,  and  the 
Department  of  all  others  that  ahoold  be 
kept  free  from  reproach  was  that  of  the 
seat  of  justice.    The  worst  mode  of  ex- 
pending public  money  was  by  applying 
politico  patronage  to  the  justice  seat»  oa 
the  ground  that  it  was   good    money 
spent  in  the  countiy.    The  bankruptcy 
business  in  Ireland,  they  were  now  told, 
was  increasing;  but  when  other  ques- 
tions were  imder  discussion  reliving  to 
Ireland,  they  were  told  that  Ireland  of 
all  countries  under  the  sun,   was  the 
home  of  happiness  and  prosper!^,  and 
that   bankruptcy  was   scaroely  anowa 
there.    Taken  as  a  whole,  there  was  ao 
Judicature  throughout  the  world  so  fies 
from  imputation  that  would  detract  £roa 
the  dignity  that  belonged  to  the  seat  ot 
justice.    He  was  afraid,  however,  that 
it  was  made  in  Ireland  too  much  tht 
reward  of  political  attachment,  rather 
than  of  intellectual  att^ments. 

Mk.  OOLDNET  said,  the  qneidoB 
was  not  whether  there  were  snffidoit 
Judges  of  high  attainments  in  Ireland, 
but  whether  we  bankruptcy  departmest 
in  that  oountrr  should  remain  aa  at  pce- 
sent  for  some  little  time  longer. 

Mb.  law  denied  on  the  part  of  the 
Irish  Bar  that  they  had  any  deane  to 
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beliere  that  an  eztraragant  distribution 
of  Impefial  money  was  beneficial  for 
Irelana.  He  certainly  should  be  sur- 
prised to  learn  that  any  secret  negotia- 
tions had  taken  place  between  the 
members  of  the  Insh  Bench  and  the 
Ooremment  in  relation  to  this  BilL  The 
oomplaint  in  Ir^nd  was  that  there  had 
not  been  sufficient  communication  be- 
tween the  Ooyemment  and  the  Judicial 
Bench  of  Ireland  before  these  great 
changes  were  proposed.  The  proper 
time,  howerer,  for  the  consideration  of 
such  a  proposition  as  that  before  the 
Committee  would  be  when  the  Bill,  to  be 
brought  in  hereafter,  dealing  with  bank- 
raptcy,  was  under  discussion.  There 
was  sufficient  bankruptcy  business  at 
present  in  Ireland  to  occupy  the  time 
of  two  Judges.  He  should  oppose  the 
Amendment.  

8iB  GEOEOE  BOWYER,  while  con- 
corring  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  in  the 
opinon  that  the  number  of  Judges  ought 
not  to  exceed  that  which  was  necessary 
for  the  due  administration  of  justice, 
thought  it  extremely  desirable,  seeing 
how  much  of  onr  law  was  Judge-made, 
that  they  should  not  be  called  upon  to 
woik  under  high  pressure,  and,  m  con- 
iequenee,  perhaps  decide  cases  imper- 
fectly. The  number  of  Judges  in  this 
oonntiy  had  been  a  few  years  ago,  in 
accordance  with  the  economical  sugges- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone),  reduced  by 
one  or  two,  and  the  result  was  that 
additional  Judges  were  now  called  for. 
Ireland,  he  might  add,  was  improying, 
and  as  that  improYement  went  on  its 
judicial  business  would  increase  in  im- 
portanoe.  It  would  be  but  a  ni^^gardly 
policy  therefore,  he  thought,  to  diminish 
the  number  of  Judges  in  that  country. 
He  should  oppose  the  Amendment. 

Sib  PATBIOK  O'BRIEN  said,  he 
totally  and  completely  disclaimed  that 
he  had  based  his  argument  on  the  prin- 
ctpla  of  oormption.  He  was  as  free 
mm  that  commodity  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sul- 
liyaa).  He  had  not  based  his  remarks 
upon  any  question  of  patriotism  — 
patnotism  he  regarded  as  something  too 
sacred  to  be  estimated  by  considerations 
of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence.  He 
regreiled  to  say  it  was  but  too  often 
employed  in  that  House  and  elBcwhere 
upon   tiiml   matters    completely  un- 
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worthy  of  its  application  to  them.  He 
had  long  since  ceased  to  be  connected 
with  the  Bar,  and  had  no  personal  in- 
terest in  it,  but  as  an  Irishman  he  re- 
verenced it  as  having  trained  men  whose 
genius,  eloquence,  and  integrity  shed 
lustre  on  his  country.     

Mb.  CHARLES  LEWIS  expressed 
his  regret  that  the  question  of  bank- 
ruptcy jurisdiction  was  not  dealt  with  in 
eitner  of  the  Irish  legal  Bills  before  the 
House,  and  said  that  the  mere  promise 
of  a  measure  on  the  subject  some  two  or 
three  years  hence  was  regarded  with 
great  dissatisfaction  in  the  part  of  Ire- 
land which  he  represented. 

Mb.  O'CpNNOR  POWER  expressed 
dissatisfaction  at  the  conduct  of  the  €K>- 
vemment  in  regard  to  this  measure,  for 
this  reason — that  this  was  the  third  time 
that  the  Irish  Government  had  attempted 
to  pass  this  Bill.  The  Judiciary  estab- 
lishment in  Ireland  was  so  overstocked 
at  present  that  one  out  of  every  three 
bond  fids  practising  lawyers  in  Dublin 
might  fairly  count  upon  filling  a  Govern- 
ment situation.  He  did  not  mean  one 
out  of  eveiy  three  called  to  the  Bar,  but 
one  out  of  every  three  who  had  the 
ghost  of  a  chance  of  being  appointed. 
They  had  seen  the  effects  in  that  plethora 
of  appointments  in  the  history  of  many 
distinguished  Irish  lawyers  wno  had  got 
into  the  House  by  the  eloquence  that 
had  distinguished  them  at  the  Bar,  and 
who  had  been  placed  on  the  Bench  to 
adjudicate  cases  arising  out  of  the  prac- 
tical application  of  principles  which  they 
had  themselves  advocated.  What  they 
proposed  was  to  diminish,  as  far  as  the 
scope  of  this  Bill  would  permit,  the  Judi- 
ciary in  a  given  case,  not  immediately, 
but  when  a  vacancy  occurred.  They 
should  appeal  to  the  testimony  of  a 
Royal  Commission. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  that  when  a 
country  was  prosperous  and  credit  was 
very  extended,  they  would  find  that  the 
bankruptcy  business  increased,  and  when 
trade  was  dull,  it  decreased.  If  one  of 
the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy 
was  ill  or  away  on  Circuit,  they  proposed 
that  the  question  of  filling  up  the  ap- 
pointment should  be  left  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  said, 
the  Joint  Commission  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  subject  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  Judicial  Bench  in  Ireland  was 
not  overmanned.  He  believed  the  Judges 
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in  England  were  overworked,  the  con- 
sequence being  that  men  died  off  the 
Bench  in  this  country  much  sooner  than 
they  did  in  Ireland.  Again,  the  English 
Judges  were  assisted  by  Queen's  Counsel 
at  the  Assizes ;  whereas  in  Ireland  all 
the  judicial  duties  were  discharged  by  the 
Judges  themselyes.  He  protested  against 
the  imputation  which  had  been  cast  upon 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
King's  County  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien), 
who  had  sat  in  that  House  for  25  years, 
and  was,  he  believed,  the  oldest  Irish 
Member  in  the  House,  and  was  certainly 
free  from  any  suggestion  of  dishonour 
in  reference  either  to  his  personal,  or 
political  character.  It  was  greatly  to  be 
regretted  that  hon.  Members  should  take 
advantage  of  their  position  in  that  House 
to  asperse  others  in  order  to  get  applause 
for  themselves. 

Me.  BIGGAE  said,  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers ought  not  to  be  blamed  for  express- 
ing their  opinions.  It  was  impossible 
for  them  to  agree  always.  He  was  in 
favour  of  referring  vacant  appointments 
to  the  consideration  of  a  Koyid  Com- 
mission.   

Mr.  PAENELL  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  Amendment  he  had  placed  on 
the  Paper  seemed  the  only  possible  way 
of  directing  attention  to  the  negligence 
of  the  GK)f  emment  in  dealing  with  this 
Bill.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  alluded  vaguely  to  some  future  time 
when  he  might  deal  with  the  law  of 
Bankruptcy  in  Ireland,  with  the  view, 
perhaps,  of  extending  to  local  tribunals 
the  jurisdiction  they  held  in  Ireland.  At 
present  the  poorer  class  of  traders  were 
much  oppressed  by  having  to  go  to 
Dublin  to  get  their  affairs  wound  up. 
He  thought  this  was  a  question  which 
ought  to  have  been  dealt  with  in  this 
Bill — that  the  Government,  in  order  to 
simplify  matters,  had  sought  to  rush 
through  the  House  a  Bill  which  was 
nothing  more  than  a  series  of  compro- 
mises between  the  Bar  and  the  Juages 
on  one  hand  and  the  Government  on  the 
other,  in  order  to  carry  out  this  very  im- 
perfect Bill,  which  affirmed  a  vast  num- 
ber of  abuses,  and  had  left  untouched 
many  matters  of  the  first  consideration 
to  the  poorer  classes.  

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  every- 
thing  had  been  done  by  the  Government 
to  improve  the  administration  of  justioe 
in  Ireland.     It  was  with  the  higher 
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Courts  that  the  present  Bill  daalt*  aai 
the  lower  Courts  would  oome  witlun  tiit 
operation  of  the  County  Courts  Bfll,  t 
subject  which  would  no  doubt  remve 
the  most  careful  consideration  of  a  Sefecft 
Committee.  The  last  Bankmptey  BiE 
had  125  clauses  and  over  200  goaani! 
orders.  How  could  such  mattexs  be  deal: 
with  in  one  or  two  clauses  ? 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  that  by  tb 
English  Judicature  Act  the  Bankruptcy 
Court  was  included.  

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  na 
IEELAND  (Mr.  Gibsok)  aaid*  that  it 
was  excluded  by  the  Act  of  1875,  aa  ^ 
provision  was  found  not  to  work. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dimded: 
Noes  230:  Majority  168.- 
No.  198.) 

Clause  asireed  to. 

Clause  9  (Existing  Judge  of  Admi- 
ralty), agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Constitution  of  Oonrt  of 
Appeal). 

Mr.  DXJNBAE  moved,  in  ^m^  %. 
line  8,  after  ''Chief  Justioe,"  to  inaert 
"  Master  of  the  EoUs."  His  object  was 
to  make  the  Master  of  the  EoUs  a  meoD- 
ber  of  the  Appellate  Court,  and  thua  pat 
him  in  the  same  position  aa  the  Marten 
of  the  Eolls  of  England.  He  objectad 
to  anything  which  would  lower  the  olfic* 
of  Master  of  the  Eolls. 

Mr.  law  supported  the  Amendmanl 
He  said  he  did  not  think  the  position  of 
the  Master  of  the  Eolls  in  Xrdasd 
should  be  lowered,  especially  having 
regard  to  the  desirability  of  m^fnt^'w;^^^ 
an  efficient  Co^  of  Appeal.  The  only 
objection  he  had  ever  neard  to  the  pn>> 

gosal  of  his  hon.  Friend,  was  that  tba 
[aster  of  the  Eolls  might  have  a  diffi- 
culty in  attending  the  Court  of  Appeal 
without  causing  inconvenience  to  the 
suitors  in  his  own  Court;  and  this,  of 
course,  it  was  desirable  to  avoid.    But 
it  was  clear  that  unless  they  oould  have 
in  Ireland  a  sufficient  number  of  panaa* 
nent  Judges  to  constitute  the  Oomt  of 
Appeal,  they  must  rely  on  the  aervioaa  of 
ex'offieioJvA^^.  It  would  admittedhr  bt 
necessary,  on  certain  occasions,  to  ixmm 
the  Chief  Justices  and  Chief  Baron  fiom 
their  Courts  in  order  to  form  a  attoag 
Court  of  Appeal ;  and  that  being  the  can, 
it  was  plain  that  the  lamr  the  area  ikes 
which  they  selected  the^dges  of  tiiat  In* 
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banal,  the  smaller  would  be  the  impedi- 
mont  placed  in  the  way  of  the  business  of 
the  Oourts  from  which  thej  were  drawn. 
Then  it  was  extremely  desirable  to  have 
as  great  Tariety  as  possible  in  the  oon- 
stitntion  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  and 
that  object  would  be  best  promoted  bj 
retaining  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  as  an 
«f-o^Sc»0  Member  of  the  Court.  To  do  so 
would,  moreover,  be  not  only  in  harmony 
with  the  English  system  of  Judicature, 
but  also  consistent  with  the  precedence 
orer  other  Judges  which  it  was  proposed 
still  to  leave  to  the  Master  of  the  KoUs. 
He  hoped  the  (Jovemment  would  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Ma,  M'OABTHY  DOWNING  said, 
he  trosted  that  the  Committee  would 
agree  to  this  Amendment.  He  thought 
it  would  be  matter  of  regret  that  a  Ju^e 
of  the  eminence  of  the  Master  of  the 
Bolls  should  be  left  out  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal.  His  presence  there  would  be 
regarded  with  great  satisfaction  in  Ire- 
land, and  it  would  only  be  in  conformity 
with  the  course  followed  in  England. 
There  was  a  rumour  in  Dublin  that  this 
step  had  been  taken  out  of  regard  to  the 
feelings  of  the  Vice  Chancellor ;  but  he 
was  sure  that  the  Vice  Chancellor  was 
too  high-minded  a  man  to  feel  any  jea- 
lousy at  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  bein^ 
a  Member  of  the  Court  of  Appeal 
although  he  was  not  himself. 

8ni  EABDLEY  WILMOT  was  also 
favourable  to  the  Amendment.  If  the 
Master  of  the  Bolls  was  not  allowed  to 
be  a  Member  of  the  Court  of  Appeal 
there  would  be  an  undue  preponderance 
in  it  of  Common  Law  Judges,  while 
the  Equity  element  would  be  weak. 

Ma.  OOGAN  also  trusted  that  the 
Oovemment  would  re-consider  this  point. 
It  would  strengthen  the  Court  and  be 
most  agreeable  to  the  Bar  of  Ireland 
that  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  should 
be  a  Member  of  the  Court  of  Appeal. 

Thb  AITOBNET  OENEBAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  no 
one  entertained  a  more  profound  respect 
than  he  did  for  the  present  Master  of 
the  Bolls  in  Ireland ;  but  the  question 
bsfore  the  Committee  must  be  discussed 
on  a  more  comprehensive  basis  than  that 
ia^olved  in  personal  considerations.  The 
tslary  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  and 
his  high  dignity  were  preserved.  No 
was  made  to  detract  from  the 
he  had  enjoyed;  but  this 
it  proposed  to  give    him  a 


junsdiotion  which  the  Master  of  the 
Bolls  had  never  at  any  time  enjoyed. 
The  ox-offieio  Members  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  were  the  Lord  Chancellor  and 
the  Chiefs  of  the  three  Law  Courts.  If 
the  Chief  of  the  Queen's  Bench,  of  the 
Exchequer,  or  of  the  Common  Pleas 
were  withdrawn  from  his  Court  to  hear 
appeals,  he  would  leave  his  own  Court 
with  three  other  Judges  fully  consti- 
tuted to  transact  its  ordinary  business. 
But  if  the  Master  of  the  BoUb  was  with- 
drawn to  sit  in  the  Court  of  Appeal,  his 
Court  and  its  Chambers  must  be  shut 
up.  Its  business  could  not  go  on,  and 
the  greatest  inconvenience  would  be  in- 
flicted on  suitors.  This  would  be  a  most 
serious  matter,  seeing  that  the  Master  of 
the  Bolls  was  now  one  of  the  most  hard- 
worked  Judges  in  Ireland,  and  his  Court 
one  of  those  most  resorted  to.  It  was 
said  that  there  would  be  an  anomaly  in 
the  Master  of  the  Bolls  remaining  a 
Judge  in  the  first  instance,  while  he  re- 
tained a  precedence  before  the  Judges 
who  woula  sit  in  appeal  fr^m  his  deci- 
sions. But  that  anomaly  existed  now. 
Then  he  must  remind  the  House  that  it 
was  proposed  to  reduce  the  salary  of 
future  Masters  of  the  Bolls  fr^m  £4,000 
to  £8,500.  This  would  be  inconsistent 
with  his  presence  as  a  member  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal.  He  did  not  think  that 
it  was  a  suMcient  argument  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment  that  the  Master  of  the 
Bolls  in  England  was  a  member  of  the 
Appeal  Court  in  this  country. 

Mr.  SsRjxijrr  SHEBLOCE  said,  he 
was  in  favour  of  the  Amendment,  as  he 
thought  that  in  the  interests  of  the  pub- 
lic, it  was  expedient  that  they  should 
have  as  strong  an  appeal  as  possible. 
When  they  considered  the  eminence  of 
the  men  who  had  held  the  office  of  the 
Master  of  the  Bolls  in  Ireland  for  the 
last  half-centunr,  it  was  clear  that  the 
presence  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  would 
add  greater  strength  to  the  Court  of 
Appeal.  He  did  not  think  that  any  in- 
convenience would  arise  from  the  occa- 
sional absence  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls 
fr^m  his  own  Court  while  sitting  in  the 
Court  of  Appeal ;  because  during  such 
absence  his  duties,  whether  in  Court  or 
in  Chambers,  'could  be  discharged  by 
one  of  the  Judges  frt>m  the  Landed  Es- 
tates Court.  It  was  most  important  to 
maintain  a  similar  organisation  of  the 
Judicial  Bodv  in  Engmnd  and  Ireland, 
and  this  would  not  be  done  if,  while  the 
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Master  of  the  Bolls  in  England  was  a 
Judge  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  the  Master 
of  the  !Rolls  in  Ireland  was  not.  He 
protested  against  the  reduction  of  the 
salary  of  Masters  of  the  Bolls  from 
£4,000  to  £3,500. 

Mb.  MELDON  could  not  join  in  the 
statement  that  the  two  Chief  Justices 
would  be  better  spared  from  their  Courts 
than  the  Master  of  the  Bolls.  Much 
inconvenience  would  result  from  Chief 
Justices  being  withdrawn  from  Niei 
Prim  cases  with  a  host  of  cases  waiting 
for  trial.  He  thought  there  oueht  to 
be  a  larger  number  of  ex-offieio  Judges 
to  g^ard  against  the  contingency  of  not 
being  able  to  form  a  Court. 

Sm  KENBY  JAMES  said,  that  the 
Master  of  the  Bolls  now  ranked  before 
the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas 
and  before  the  Chief  Baron.  If  these 
two  Judges  were  made  Judges  of  the 
Appeal  Court,  and  they  declined  to 
mi^  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  also  a 
Judge  of  the  Appeal  Court,  it  would  be 
a  slight  to  the  latter  if  these  Judges 
could  reverse  his  decision  and  he  could 
not  reverse  theirs. 

The  CBANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  that  the  opinion  had  been 
expressed  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
and  by  hon.  Gentlemen  exceedingly 
competent  to  speak  on  the  subject,  that 
by  the  arrangement  which  was  proposed 
in  the  Bill  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
slight  would  be  cast  upon  the  Master 
of  the  Bolls.  Nothing  could  have  been 
further  from  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment than  to  cast  any  slight  upon  a 
person  of  such  high  rank  and  position 
as  the  Master  of  the  Bolls ;  and  having 
regard  to  the  opinion  expressed,  not 
omy  by  hon.  Gentlemen  m)m  Ireland, 
but  by  so  high  an  authority  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just 
epoken,  the  Government  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  better  to 
accept  the  Amendment,  so  that  the 
Master  of  the  Bolls  in  Ireland  should 
be  put  upon  the  Court  of  Appeal,  in  the 
same  way  as  the  Master  of  uie  Bolls  in 
England. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

MB.PABNELL  then  pr6posed  that  only 
one  ordinary  Judge  should  be  appointed 
on  the  Court  of  Appeal,  instead  of  two 
Judges,  as  provided  by  the  clause.  He 
observed  that  if  there  was  any  contention 
that  the  Irish  Judges  were  unable  to 

Mr,  Serjeant  Sherhck 


perform  their  work,  he  could  undeniami 
such  a  proposal ;  but  he  held  in  his  haaA. 
a  comparison  of  the  relative  amauBt  of 
judicifu  work  performed  in  Ireland  mad 
England  from  1862  to  1873.  Thej  had 
in  Ireland  12  Judges,  and  if  they  were 
to  distribute  the  same  amount  of  waik 
among  the  English  Judges,  it  woold  gxre 
employment  to  50.  fi  they  wera  to 
double  the  number  of  Judges  in  Ireland* 
instead  of  halving  them,  he  did  not 
think  their  taxation  would  be  increaaed. 
The  cha^e  would  fall  upon  the  Oomo- 
lidated  iiind,  for  the  English  Oorain- 
ment  were  drawing  eveiy  farthing'  of 
taxation  out  of  the  country,  and  it  would 
be  perfectly  impossible  to  get  any  man. 
The  question  was,  whether  an  engine  of 
bribery  and  corruption  was  to  be  naain- 
tained.  He  knew  the  Bar  of  Iieiaod, 
and  he  knew  it  was  perfectly  impo«ibb 
for  any  Profession  to  withstand  the  cor- 
rupting influences  that  had  been  brought 
against  the  Bar  of  Ireland.  They  were, 
therefore,  doing  a  service  to  that  Bar, 
as  well  as  to  tiie  people  of  Ireland,  ia 
pressing  such  an  Amendment  as 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8, 
line  5,  to  leave  out  the  word  "two," 
in  order  to  insert  the  word  "one." — 
{Mr.  Pa/meU.) 

Mb.  COGAN  desired  to  protest  in  the 
strongest  terms  that  the  Kulea  of  the 
House  would  permit  against  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meatii 
(Mr.  Pamell),  that  judicial  appointmeats 
in  Ireland  were  premiums  given  to  the 
eminent  men  of  the  Irish  Bar  for  cor- 
ruption. He  deeply  regretted  that  any 
InshBepresentative  should  have  thought 
it  part  of  his  duty  to  make  such  an  xm* 
putation  on  the  members  of  the  Iiidi 
Bench.  The  character  ofthe  Irish  Judges 
stood  too  high  to  require  any  defSettoe 
from  him;  and  he  therefore  contented 
himself  with  protesting  againt  the  ka* 
ffuage  of  the  hon.  M^iber,  whidi  was 
deeply  to  be  deplored. 

Mb.M'CA:RTHY  DOWNING  wnnted 
out  that  the  statistics  quoted  by  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Meath  were  altogfether  fal- 
lacious as  a  test  of  the  business  doae  ia 
the  Courts  of  the  two  countries.  He 
joined  in  the  protest  of  his  right  boa. 
^end  (Mr.  Cogan)  against  the  attacks 
of  hon.  Membm  on  the  pnri^  of  the 
Bench  and  honour  of  the  Bar. 

The  attorney  GENERAL 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Qibsow) 
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tke  mecemity  for  having  a  strong  Court 
of  Appeal,  one  which  would  oommand 
the  confidence  of  the  country  and  prevent 
the  neceaaity  of  constant  and  costly  ap- 
peals to  the  House  of  Lords  hy  dissatis- 
ned  suitors.  The  real  strain  of  the  hu- 
aineea  of  the  Court  would  fall  upon  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  the  two  ordinary 
Judees  of  the  Court  of  AppeaL  There 
would  always  be  three  Juoges  sitting  in 
the  Court,  and  he  could  assure  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  appointment  of  this  ad- 
ditional Judge  nad  not  been  lightly 
made.  He  would  receive  a  salary  of 
£4,000  a- year,  and  he  would  occupy  an 
analogous  position  to  that  of  Lord  J  us- 
tioe  Christian. 

Ma.  BIOOAB  did  not  believe  that  if 
the  number  of  ordinary  JudjQ;es  were 
reduced  to  one  the  Court  of  Appeal 
could  be  at  all  considered  a  weak  Omirt. 
With  one  ordinary  Judge  he  thought 
the  strength  of  the  Court  would  be  quite 
sufficient  for  all  ordinary  purposes,  es- 
pecially after  the  decision  of  me  Com- 
mittee in  adding  the  Master  of  the  Bolls 
to  the  number  of  ex-offleio  Judges.  He 
objected  to  this  multiplvinjp^  of  officers, 
and  saw  no  good  grounds  for  paying  a 
lawyer  £4,000  a-year  for  doing  little  or 
nothing. 

Ma.  PAENELL  thought  the  Gbvem- 
ment  had  failed  to  make  out  a  case  for 
the  appointment  of  this  extra  Judge. 
Why  could  not  the  ex-offieio  Judges  of 
^  Court  of  Appeal  do  the  work  ?  If 
these  last  were  to  be  considered  merely 
sa  ornaments,  it  were  better  to  strike 
them  off  altogether.  If  the  Master  of 
the  Bolls,  whose  appointment  had  just 
been  the  occasion  or  an  hour's  use,  not 
to  say  waste  of  time,  if  the  appointment 
of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  was  not  a  real 
one,  and  if  there  was  another  Judge  ap- 
pomted  to  do  the  work  of  the  tx-oficio 
JnAf^  it  would  have  been  better  not  to 
have  lost  an  hour  in  the  last  discussion. 
[Lronieal  «A#M*i.]  He  reminded  hon. 
Members  that  he  did  not  take  part  in 
that  discussion.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  Irish  Members,  to  whom  he  listened, 
represented  the  denre  of  the  nation  that 
the  Master  of  the  Bolls  should  be  ap- 
pointed  on  the  ground  that  that  Judge 
ihoold  do  the  work  and  add  to  the 
ftrength  of  the  Court  of  Appeal.  But 
if  another  Judge  was  to  be  appointed, 
vhy  appoint  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  f 
The  consequence  would  be  that  the  work 
voold  be  m  a  great  measure  left  to  the 


ordinary  Judges,  the  ex-offieio  Judges 
would  neglect  the  Appeal  work,  and  not 
take  the  pains  with  their  work  which 
the  public  had  a  right  to  expect. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  *  two ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided:  — Ayes  249 ; 
Noes  46  :  Majority  203.  —  (Div.  list, 
No.  194.) 

Mb.  PAE^NELL  said,  he  understood 
the  salary  of  this  appointed  ordinary 
Judge  was  to  be  £4,000  a-vear,  but  he 
saw  no  provision  in  the  dause  to  that 
effect.  He  asked  under  what  portion  of 
the  clause  that  was  enacted. 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  referred  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  words  of  the  10th 
clause,  and  said  the  Bill  followed  the  Act 
of  1866,  under  which  the  salary  of  Lord 
Justice  Christian  was  fixed  at  £4^000. 

Mn.  PAENELL  asked  why  such  a 
high  salary  as  £4,000  a-year  should  be 
given  to  an  ordinary  Judge  in  the  Court 
of  Appeal  ?  It  was  double  the  income 
of  barristers  of  the  first  rank,  and  cer- 
tainly there  were  not  five  banisters  at 
the  Lish  Bar  receiving  £3,000  a-year. 
In  making  appointments  in  the  English 
Courts  the  rule  that  salaries  should  bear 
some  proportion  to  the  emoluments  of 
the  nofeesion  was  observed;  but  in 
Ireland  the  salary  of  a  Judge  seemed  to 
be  twice,  or,  in  some  cases,  three  times 
the  amount  he  would  earn  by  praotisinflr 
in  his  Profession.  Further  on  he  had 
upon  the  Paper  an  Amendment  to  re- 
duce these  salaries,  and  he  now  moved 
the  reduction  of  the  salaries  of  the  ordi- 
nary Judges  of  Appeal  to  £3,500  a-year. 
In  all  probability  there  would  be  an 
additioiud  charge  thrown  upon  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  by  an  increase  in  the 
salary  paid  to  the  Master  of  the  Bolls. 
He  would  ask  if  that  was  not  so  ? 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Gibsok)  said,  he  saw 
no  reason  for  a  change  in  that  respect. 

Mb.  PABNELL  observed  that  an 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Xildare  TMr.  Meldon)  pro- 
posed to  increase  the  salary  of  Uie 
Master  of  the  Bolls  by  £500.  In  that 
he  saw  an  additional  reason  for  re- 
ducing the  salaries  of  the  ordinary 
Judges  by  a  like  amount. 

Tbs  GhAIBMAN  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Amendment  was  not 
relevant  to  the  clause  under  discussion. 
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Me.  PAENELL  gave  Notice  of  his 
intention  to  introduce  the  subject  on 
Beport. 

Clause  13  (Tenure  of  office  of  Judges, 
and  oaths  of  office). 

Dr.  ward  (for  Mr.  Butt)  moved,  in 
page  9,  line  30,  to  add — 

"No  Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice, 
while  he  continues  such  Judge,  shall  hereafter 
be  appointed  to  any  place  of  profit  under  the 
Crown. 

**No  Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice, 
other  than  the  Lord  Chancellor,  shall  he  or  con- 
tinue to  be  a  member  of  any  board  of  Commis- 
sioners, or  other  body  exercising  any  public 
trust,  and  all  Acts  of  Parliament  constituting 
any  of  the  Judges  members  of  any  such  board 
of  Commissioners,  or  other  pubHc  body,  shall  be 
and  the  same  are  hereby  repealed." 

He  gave  instances  of  Judges  holding 
positions  as  Commissioners  ot  Education, 
and  in  consequence  subjecting  them- 
selves and  their  officers  to  a  great  deal 
of  suspicion  of  partiality  in  matters  in 
which,  from  their  position  as  Commis- 
sioners, they  were  interested.  The  re- 
spect for  the  law  was  not  increased  by 
such  a  state  of  thin^.  One  of  the  Judges 
in  Ireland,  in  addition  to  his  salary  of 
£3,500,  received  £2,000  as  a  Member  of 
a  most  important  Commission.  That 
would  tend  to  show  that  the  Judees  had 
not  a  sufficient  amount  of  judicicu  work. 
It  was  most  undesirable  that  adminis- 
trators of  the  law  should  come  into  con- 
tact with  public  opinion  upon  agitated 
questions,  and  this  was  recognized  in 
England  and  Scotland. 

It  being  now  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of 
the  clock.  Committee  report  Progress; 
to  sit  again  upon  Thursday. 

The  House  suspended  its  sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  clock. 


The   House    resumed  its    sitting  at 
Nine  of  the  clock. 


ILLEGITIMATE  INTESTATES'  ESTATES 
(SCOTLAND).— RESOLUTION. 

Colonel  ALEXANDEE,  in  rising  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
appropriation  by  the  Treasury  of  the 
estate  of  the  late  William  Paterson,  and 
to  move — 

*  *  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  inex- 
pedient for  the  Treasury  to  depart,  without  pre- 
yious  notice,  from  the  immemorial  custom  of 
Scotland,  and  for  the  first  time  to  appropriate 


the  estate  of  an  intestate  bastard  when  Hierean 
hlood  relations  who,  if  he  had  been  legitimmta, 
would  have  been  his  next  of  kin  according  to 
the  Law  of  Scotland." 

said,  that  in  bringing  this  question  be- 
fore the  House,  he  ho^ed  he  should  not 
be  accused  of  any  feelmg  of  hostility  or 
disrespect    towards    the    Government 
Whatever  other  questions  might  be,  this 
was  no  Party  question,  and  he  dared  to 
say  that  the  Government  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich (Mr.  Gladstone)  would  have  de- 
cided in  this  matter  precisely  as  Her 
Majesty's  Advisers  had  done.    But  there 
was  a  feeling  abroad — he  could  not  say 
how  true  it  was — ^that  these  matters  were 
not  regulated  by  this  or  that  Govern- 
ment, but  by  a  body  of  mysterious  and 
permanent  officials,  called  the  Treasmy ; 
and  he  asked  the  House  to  say  that  that 
permanent  and  irresponsible  Body  should 
not  deviate  without  previous  notice  from 
the  immemorial  custom  of  Scotland  in 
distributing  the  estates  of  intestate  bas- 
tards.   He  acknowledge  the  courtesy 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
had  put  into  his  hands  the  case  of  the 
Government.  Mr.  Paterson,  of  Paterson, 
in  the  county  of  Ayr,  died  in  January, 
1874,  intestate,  leaving  personal  pro- 
perty to  the  amount  of  about  £40,000. 
He  was  the  illegitimate  son  of  Mr.  Pater- 
son, of  Jamaica,  who  adopted  him  and 
educated  him  as  his  son.    The  claimant, 
Mr.  Paterson,  of  Montgomery,  was  the 
nephew,  heir  at  law,  and  next  of  kin  to 
the  intestate  bastard's  father,  and  was 
consequentiy  cousin-german  to  the  in- 
testate bastard.    If  the  deceased  had 
been  legitimate,  the  claimant  would  have 
succeeded  at  once  without  question  to 
the  whole  of  the  property,  and  he  claimed 
to  be  placed  in  the  same  position  as  he 
would  have  occupied  if  the  deceased  had 
been  legitimate.    But  he  (Colonel  Alex- 
ander) knew  it  might  be  said— and  he 
believed  it  would  be  said,  either  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury — that  as  the 
deceased   bastard   had   the    power  of 
making  a  will,  and  failed  to  make  a  will, 
he   consequently  had   no  intention  of 
benefiting  his  (Colonel  Alexander's)  con- 
stituent, Mr.  Paterson,  of  Montgomery — 
that  he  preferred,  in  fact,  that  his  pro- 
perty should  escheat  to  the  Crown.   Bat, 
m  the  first  place,  it  was  very  iinlikely  he 
should  desire  that  his  property  should  be 
placed  in  the  same  category  as  the  pro- 


281         la^iHmtU  InU9Ui$^        { Jms  26,  187? )         E$iaU9  {SeoOand). 


282 


perty  of  felons  and  outlaws ;  and,  in  the 
next  place,  there  was  nothing  whatever 
extraordinary  in  the  eircnmstanoe  that 
he  failed  to  make  a  will.    Many  persons 
from  deeply-rooted  habits  of  procrasti- 
nation failed  to  make  a  will.    Bat  whe- 
ther he  had,  or  had  not  an  intention  of 
benefiting  his  (Oolonel  Alexander's)  oon- 
stitaent  was  totally  beside  the  question. 
There  were  many  owners  of  property 
between  whom  and  their  heirs  at  law  no 
loTO  was  lost ;  but  if  those  owners  died 
intestate,  the  law  said  that  their  heirs 
at  law  should  inherit  the  property.    As 
the  deoeaaed  bastard  failed  to  make  a 
win,  he  (Colonel  Alexander)  submitted 
the  law  assumed  his  intention  was  that 
his  property  should  go  to  his  heir  at  law. 
He  (Colonel  Alexander)  contended  that 
the  heir  at  law  of  an  intestate  bastard 
should  not  be  placed  in  a  worse  position 
than  the  heir  at  law  of  a  person  Dom  in 
wedlock.    He  might  be  asked  why,  when 
Parliament  gave  to  the  bastard  the  power 
to  make  a  will,  it  did  not  go  farther, 
and  giro  the  succession,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  to  the  next  of  kin  of  an  intestate 
bastard?    His  answer  was,  that  it  was 
often  difficult  to  ascertain  who  were  the 
next  of  kin ;  but  he  submitted  that  when 
once  the  claim  of  next  of  kin  had  been 
ascertained  to  be  genuine,  the  Treasury 
had  alwa3rs  proceeded  on  one  fixed  and 
settled  and  unchangeable  principle  in 
distributing  these  estates.    As  authority 
for  this,  he  would  quote  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  who,  early  in  this  8es- 
mon,  replying  to  a  Question  by  the  hon. 
Member    for    Greenock    (Mr.    (brieve) 
•aid — 

"TIm  TreMoiy,  in  oonmdaing  flnt  of  all  the 
ekim  of  anr  indiridiial,  inquired  whether  there 
vat  an^  endenoe,  either  by  an  informal  will  or 
othonme,  of  an  intention  to  make  prorifion  for 
that  indiyidoaL  Then  they  conaiaered  further 
^hether  a  atrong  claim  eziated  on  the  part  of 
indmdoala  with  regard  to  whom  there  waa  no 
•och  eridenoe.  Then  ther  proceeded  to  oonaider 
what  would  hare  been  the  dispoaal  of  the  pro- 
perty rappocing  the  deceaaed  had  been  legiti- 
inate,  and  they  followed  the  ^rindplea  laid  down 
by  the  law  for  the  dtftribntion  of  property  in 
the  caae  of  legitimate  peraona  who  died  intes- 
tate.**^} EmuMri,  oozzxiL  896.] 

Althoagh  the  deceased  bastard  had  been 
dead  upwards  of  three  years,  no  instru- 
msnt  indicating  his  desire  to  leaTC  his 
poparty  in  any  particular  manner  had 
Men  disoorered.  The  deceased  had  left 
MTsrsl  poor  relatires  on  the  mother's 
nds  who  had  made  claims  upon  the  pro- 
ptrtj;  but  he  beliered  that  the  Secretary 


to  the  Treasury  had  properly  decided, 
that  as  those  persons  would  have  had  no 
right  to  it  had  the  deceased  been  legi- 
timate, they  could  derive  no  right  from 
the  fact  that  he  was  illegitimate.  In 
these  circumstances,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
could  only  follow  the  course  indicated 
by  himself— namely,  to  follow  the  prin- 
ciples laid  down  by  the  law  of  Scotland 
for  the  distribution  of  property  in  the 
case  of  illegitimate  persons  who  died 
intestate.  He  submitted  that  that  was 
the  course  which  had  been  invariably 
followed  by  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Predecessors  in  similar  cases.  In  re- 
plying to  a  later  Question  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oreenock,  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  said — 

*'  I  am  not  aware  of  any  case  in  Scotland  in 
which  the  Treasury  appropriated  and  retained 
the  estate  of  an  intestate  bastard  when  there  ex- 
isted either  a  written  statement  of  his  intentions 
regarding  the  diq>OBal  of  his  estate  after  his 
death,  or  persons  who,  had  he  been  legitimate, 
woold  have  been  his  blood  relations.— [/(itf. 
1267.] 

He  had  been  informed  in  the  Lobby  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  a  complete  answer 
to  the  case ;  but  if  so,  he  must  have  a 
complete  answer  to  his  own  statements. 
He  asked  why  this  immemorial  custom 
and  practice  was  to  be  departed  from  in 
this  particular  instance?  The  property 
of  deceased  intestate  bastards  was  aa- 
ministered  in  Scotland,  in  the  first  place, 
by  the  old  Scotch  Lords  of  the  Treasury, 
then  by  the  Barons  of  the  Court  of 
Exchequer,  and  now,  since  1833,  by  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury.  But  edthough 
the  administrators  had  changed,  the 
principles  upon  which  the  administra- 
tion had  proceeded  still  remained  in 
force.  The  hon.  Member's  statement  of 
the  practice  was  corroborated  by  Sir 
Samuel  Shepherd,  the  Chief  Baron  of 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  in  Scotland  from 
1819  to  1830,  who  was  examined  before 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
in  1832,  and  he  said,  as  to  the  practice  of 
that  Court — 

**  Another  btmnch  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
waa  that  of  dispoaing  for  the  Crown  of  property 
which  came  to  the  (>own  as  the  uUimui  hmrtt, 
or  by  escheat,  as  in  the  case  of  bastards.  The 
practice  of  the  Conrt  was  to  give  it  to  those  per- 
sons who  would  have  been  entitled  to  it  had  not 
illegitimacy  intenrened,  reserving  also  some  por- 
tion for  beneficial  purposes." 

Sir  Samuel  Shepherd  went  on  to  say  that 
the  portion  which  was  reserved  for  bene- 
ficial purposes  was  about  what  the  amount 


S83         nkstiUmvU  InUitaM        [OOMMONS]  Eiiaia  {Seoibmi). 


SM 


of  chity  would  haye  been  that  the  person 
suooeeding,  according  to  his  axBouty, 
would  have  bad  to  pay  to  the  Grown ;  so 
that  the  prinoiplee  were  so  fized»  ^at 
there  was  a  separate  branch  of  the  Court 
ioT  such  cases,  and  the  resenration  for 
beneficial  purposes  strengthened  his 
position ;  for  by  that  arrangement  the 
heirs  of  intestate  bastards  were  preyented 
from  obtaining  an  exemption  from  suc- 
cession duty  not  enjoyed  by  the  heirs  of 
persons  bom  in  wedlock.  Gould  there 
be  a  better  proof  that  the  practice  of  ihe 
Gourt  was  settled,  and  not  intermittent, 
occasional,  and  spasmodic  ?  Sir  Samuel 
Shepherd  was  next  asked,  if  he  would 
not  ask  whether  the  party  was  domiciled 
in  Scotland,  and  he  replied — 

*'  Mo8t  certainly.  In  all  these  oasei  we  ad- 
here  to  the  law  of  Scotland,  except,  in  some  cases 
in  which  we  deviate  a  little  from  oharitahle 
motives;  bnt,  generally  speaking,  that  is  the 
law  upon  which  we  distribnte  all  the  property." 

In  a  letter  to  Ths  Echo  by  Mr.  Preston, 
proprietor  of  Chamhers^  Index  to  Next  of 
Kin^  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Hart  Dyke, 
late  Queen's  Proctor,  was  quoted.  He 
would  quote  from  the  official  Beport. 
Mr.  Hart  Dyke  said — 

'*  I  take  oat  letters  of  administration,  and  get 
in  all  money  for  the  Government  in  connec- 
tion with  the  estates  of  intestate  bastards.  When 
bastards  die  there  are  always  plenty  of  peoide 
only  too  ready  to  seise  hold  of  their  property. 
In  ordinary  cases  I  receive  a  letter  stating  that 
A.  B.  is  dead,  and  that  he  had  sach  and  such 
property,  that  he  was  a  bastard,  or  had  none 
but  illegitimate  relatives.  I  find  out  who  the 
next  of  kin  are,  or  the  persons  to  whom  the 
Crown  should  make  grante,  and  I  recommend 
accordingly.** 

• 

English  cases  were,  he  understood,  re- 
lied on ;  but  this  evidence,  he  thought, 
showed  that,  after  all,  the  practice  in 
England  was  not  very  different  firom  the 
immemorial  practice  of  Scotland  in  such 
cases.  But  whether  it  was  so,  or  not, 
was  not  the  Question.  This  was  Scotch 
property,  ana  they  were  not  bound  by 
English,  but  by  Scotch  law  and  custom. 
They  had  no  more  to  do  with  the  law  of 
En^and  in  this  case  than  with  the  law 
of  France  or  GFermany.  Professor  Bell, 
a  recognized  authority  on  this  point, 
said  it  was  a  well-recognised  principle 
in  the  law  of  all  countriee,  that  the  mio- 
cession  in  morablee  was  regulated  by 
the  domicile  at  the  time  of  death.  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  might  say  that  they  were 
not  dealing  with  law,  but  with  oostom. 

CoUnd  AUxm^ier 


He   wo«dd   appeal   fo   any   lum. 
learned  Gentleman  in  that  Hoviaa^ 
ther  custom  which  had  subobted 
number  of  years  had  not  the  fall 
of  law?    Parliament  had  itself 
sanctioned  the  principle  which  ^nidsd 
the  Courts  of  Scotland  in  the  diatrilMH 
tion  of  the  property  of  intestate  bastard 
in  the  Savings  Bank  Act     That  Adt 
expressly  provided  that  if  anj  depositor 
in  any  such  savings  bank,  being  iQagi- 
timate,  should  die  intestate,  leavio^  aoy 
person  or  persons  who,  but  for  tlie  ille- 
gitimacy of  such  depositor,   would  b« 
entitled  to  the  money  due  to  each  de- 
ceased depositor,  it  should  be  lawful  &r 
the  trustees  to  pay  the  money  doe  to 
such  deceased  depositor  to  any  one  cr 
more  of  such  persons  as,  in  their  opinioa, 
would  have  been  entitled  to  the  aaou 
had  the  depositor  been  Intimate.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  quote  tikis 
sc^on  against  him,  and  say  that  Par- 
liament probably  intended  to  grant  tiw 
depositors  in  savings  banks  a  speeiil 
privilege.    But,  he  asked,  what  was  lk» 
distinction  between  the  two  deecriptiiaas 
of  property?    Why  should  OoveraineBt 
g^nt  one  and  withbold  the  other  ?    Hie 
rig^t  hon.  Gentleman  was,   he  appr»> 
bended,  afraid  of  the  existing  law.     He 
might,  however,  re-assure  him  by  Btatoff 
that,  although  the  intestate  bastard  died 
three  and  a-half  years  ago,  and  diligevft 
search    had  been   made    amongst    his 
papers  for  a  will,  no  such  document  had 
been  found.    Moreover,  Mr.  Patersoa,  of 
Montgomery,  was  quite  willing  to  give 
the  most  ample  security  for  the  re-in- 
bursement  of  the  money  in  the  impre- 
bable  event  <^  a  will  turning  up.    He 
was  even  willing  that  the  money  ^oold 
be  placed  in  the  hands  of  trustees  to  be 
named  by  the  Gbvemment.    He  sub- 
mitted that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment, after  a  reasonable  time  had 
elapsed,  to  distribute  this  estate  aoooid- 
ing  to  the  immemorial  custom  of  the 
country  of  the  deceased  person.    There 
was  one  other  point  which  the  right  boo. 
Oentleman  would  make,  which  was  this— 
He  would  say  that  Mr.  Paterson,  cf 
Jamaica,  had  directed  that  his  propertv, 
Calling  issue  of  the  body  of  the  bastaro, 
was  to  go  to  a  oousin,  tiie  heir  of  entail, 
and  that  that  proved  that  his  dan^itsr, 
tiie  mother  of  nia  constituent,  was  sdl* 
oiently  provided  for.   Ko  doubt,  that  wai 
so,  as  »r  as  the  entailed  property  wis 
oonoemed;  but  surely  the  n^t  hce. 
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Ganfloman  did  not  mean  to  contend  that 
ihm  BaTinea  of  the  deceased  bastard, 
orer  whim  Mr.  Paterson,  of  Jamaica, 
ooold  possibly  haTe  no  control,  could  be 
bequeathed  by  the  latter  to  anyone 
WMterer.  He  submitted  that  what  the 
House  had  to  consider,  was  not  what 
irare  the  intentions  of  Mr.  Paterson,  of 
Jamaica,  but  of  Mr.  Paterson,  the  de- 
eeased  bastard.  He  thanked  the  House 
for  the  patience  with  which  it  had 
listened  to  him.  He  earnestly  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchec^uer  to  re-con- 
sider the  decision  at  which  he  had  ar- 
riyed,  so  that  it  might  not  go  forth  to 
the  country  that  the  policy  of  a  Con- 
•enratiye  Qoyemment  was  a  policy  of 
spoliation  and  confiscation. 

Mn.  Sbbjeakt  SIMON  seconded  the 
Hotion,  and  said,  he  thought  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  laid  before  the 
House  a  case  of  great  hardship,  not  only 
in  the  nature  of  the  case  itself,  but 
enhanced  by  the  departure  of  the  Go- 
▼emment  mm  their  usual  action  in 
cases  of  a  similar  nature.  The  state  of 
the  law  with  regard  to  natural  offspring 
was  Teiy  unsatisfactory.  It  was  hard 
and  unjust,  punishing  the  innocent  for 
the  sins  of  the  guilbr — natural  offspring 
were  disinherited  by  our  law  on  the 
ground  of  a  legal  fiction  which  said  that 
they  had  no  father,  while  it  compelled 
the  putatire  father  to  support  his  illegi- 
timate child — such  was  the  inconsistency 
of  the  law.  He  hoped  that  this  case 
wo«dd  be  the  means  of  bringing  the  (jh>- 
Temment  to  a  sense  of  this  great  wrong, 
and  that  they  might  think  it  right  to 
amend  the  law  for  the  protection  of  in- 
nocent persons  bom  out  of  wedlock. 
Sodi  an  alteration  of  the  law  miffht  be 
made  without  injury  to  the  saorea  rela- 
tions of  married  Ufe. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  Thftt,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  Ib  in- 
erpedient  for  the  Tretsnry  to  depart,  without 
preriooi  aotioe,  from  the  immemorial  cuBtom  of 
Scotland*  and  far  the  fint  time  to  appropriate 
the  estate  of  an  intestate  bastard  when  there  are 
blood  relations  who,  if  he  had  been  legitimate, 
would  hare  been  his  next  of  kin  according  to 
the  Law  of  Seotland."— (G»AmiW  AUjtmdtr.) 

Mn.  W.  H.  StftTH  said,  that  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Oolonel  Alexan- 
der) had  laid  a  Tcry  serious  indictment 
against  the  Treasury,  and  he  thought 
partioulari^  against  Uie  Beoretary  to  the 
Treasonr,  m  ralation  to  the  matter  which 
ha  had  Drought  before  the  House.    He 


confessed  that  he  was  undertaking  an 
unpleasant  duty,  and  one  of  serious 
responsibility.    To  a  person  in  his  posi- 
tion, it  would  be  infinitely  more  pleasant 
in  dealing  with  a  large  fund  for  which 
he  was  not  responsible  to  Parliament, 
to  distribute  it  among  claimants  whose 
view  was  that  their  claims  were  satisfac- 
torily established,  than  to  deal  with  it 
otherwise.  But  he  stood  in  the  position  of 
a  trustee,  and  was  responsible  for  the  due 
administration  of  the  fund  which  the  law 
placed  in  his  hands.    The  law  gave  the 
estates  of  intestate  bastards  to  the  State. 
That  property  was  constituted  by  the 
law  as  much  the  property  of  the  State 
as  were  the  funds  voted  by  Parliament 
for  the  service  of  the  Crown.    Custom, 
however,  had  said  that  when  an  intes- 
tate bastard  had   expressed  a    strong 
feeling  in  favour  of  a  particular  indi- 
vidual to  whom  he  was  attached,  or  in 
favour  of  persons  who  had  rendered 
great    services    to    him,     his    wishes 
fiuiould  be.  respected,  and  that  the  State 
should  at  its  discretion  make  a  grant 
or    gift   to    those    individuals.     Now, 
what  was  their  duty  in  the  particular 
case  under  consideration  ?    It  was  their 
duty  to  administer  the  property  Agree- 
ably to  the  trust  reposed  in  tnem.    They 
were    responsible   to    their    own    con- 
sciences, as  well  as  to  Parliament,  and 
they  had  no  right  to  distribute  such 
funds  with  liberality  and  generosity  as 
they  might  do  if  they  were  dealing  with 
their  own.    They  had  simply  to  consider 
what  was  right,  and  to  do  justice,  and  it 
was  their  duty  to  examine,  as  far  as 
they  were  able,  into  the  circumstances 
of  the  deceased,  into  his  intentions  and 
wishes.     With  regard  to  the  origin  of 
the  property  in  question,  the  Treasury 
found  that  a  Mr.  Paterson,  of  Jamaica, 
who   had    acquired    a    large    fortune, 
had  a  sister  and  an  illegitimate  son. 
To    his    sister    and    her    children    he 
left   half  his  property;    to  his  illegi- 
timate son    he    left    the    other   huf, 
placing  it  in  trust  for  his  benefit,  but 
carefully  providing  that  if  the  bastard 
should  die  without  heirs,  the  property 
should  not  go  to  the  sister  nor  to  the 
heir  at  law,  out  to  a  distant  cousin  of 
his  own.    lUghtly  or  wrongly,  the  Trea- 
sury took  that  to  be,  as  they  believed  it 
was,  the  expression  of  the  wish  and  will 
of  the  individual  who  was  the  founder 
of  the  family.     WeU,  the  illegitimate 
son  came  to  Scotland  and  liv^  a  se- 
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oladed  life ;  he  saved  money,  bat  was, 
and  remained,  on  terms  very  far  from 
friendly  with  the  relatives  of  his  faiher. 
He  sought  to  conceal  the  property  he 
possessed.  Only  that  mormng  a  letter 
had  been  received  from  Messrs.  An- 
drews, his  agents,  stating  that  for  20 
years  they  had  invested  in  their  own 
names,  without  accounting  to  him,  a 
large  proportion  of  the  fund  which  was 
now  claimed.  At  the  time  of  his  death 
they  said  they  had  a  sum  of  £28,194 
standing  in  their  names  in  the  Bank, 
and  that  the  object  with  which  this  ar- 
rangement was  made  was  to  conceal  the 
fact  that  the  property  in  question  was 
his.  With  that  view  he  only  received 
£50  half-yearly,  and  that  not  because  he 
wanted  money,  for  he  had  £10,000  in 
the  Bank  of  Scotland,  and  a  considerable 
sum  in  hand,  but  because  he  had  no 
friendship  for  the  relations  of  his  father, 
and,  on  the  contrary,  an  antipathy  to 
them.  The  strong  presumption,  his 
agent  added,  was  therefore,  that  he  did 
not  desire  that  his  property  should  go 
amongst  them.  In  fact,  if  it  were  not 
for  the  honesty  of  his  agents,  it  would 
have  been  impossible  for  persons  who 
now  claimed  to  have  known  that  the 
sum  they  claimed  was  the  accumulation 
of  the  savings  of  the  deceased.  But, 
again,  they  had  received  notice  ihat  it 
was  very  probable  the  deceased  had 
made  a  will,  though  the  will  had  not 
yet  been  discovered.  ["Oh!"]  Well, 
in  another  case  a  will  had  turned 
up,  and  the  principal  sum  was  claimed 
after  50  years,  together  with  4  per 
cent  interest.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  had  laid  stress  on  the  answers 
he  had  g^ven  on  this  subject  in  Par- 
liament ;  but  what  he  had  said  was 
said  from  a  sense  of  responsibility,  and 
what  he  had  done  was  done  under  ihe 
advice  of  the  Law  Officers  of  ihe  Crown. 
If  the  Treasury  had  been  made  aware 
of  any  intention  whatever  on  the  part  of 
the  deceased  to  benefit  any  particular 
person,  it  would  have  been  tiieir  wish  to 
g^ve  full  effect  to  that  intention,  but 
they  had  no  such  evidence.  The  Trea- 
sury found  that  the  deceased  had  the 
reverse  of  any  intention  to  benefit  his 
relations  on  the  father's  side;  and,  as 
trustees  for  the  State  and  guardians  of 
the  public  purse,  the  Treasury  did  not 
consider  it  iheir  duty  to  make  free  with 
large  grants  of  the  sum  at  their  disposal. 
Stress  had  been  laid  on  the  fact  that  the 

Mr.  jr.  M.  Smith 


custom  of  Scotland  on  the  ralriect  lad 
been  constant  and  nnvaiying ;  Imt  tibst 
assertion  was  not  borne  out  by  the  Ibett 
of  the  case.  Eveiy  case  had  been  d0a]i 
with  according  to  its  circnmetance«>  mmi 
it  was  not  possible  to  deal  with.  Hbem 
cases  in  any  other  way.  Again,  it  had 
been  said  that  the  Treasury  tret^ted  ap- 
plicants harshly ;  but  the  TreaaniTy  ud 
a  duty  imposed,  upon  them,  and  whdhir 
it  was  right  or  wrong,  morallj — and 
he  thought  it  morally  right  that  for  th« 
benefit  of  the  State  thii^  should  ba  as 
they  now  were — they  hatd  to 


the  law.    It  was  not  for  them  to  decide 
whether  ihe  policy  of  the  law  was  right 
or  wrong ;  but  if  they  exeroiaed  a  laxfv 
and  generous  discretion  in  giTing  mwrnf 
the  funds  of  the  State  they  would  be  se- 
countable,  not  only  to  Parliament,  bat 
to  their  own  conscience.    There 
Department   of  the  Oovemment 
responsible  than  that  of  the 
They  were  called  to  account  if  thej  pro- 
posed Votes  to  Parliament  which,  aiUr 
careful  scrutiny,  they  deemed  to  b«  aa- 
cessary ;  they  were  called  to  aoooitnt  if 
they  failed   to  recognize  the  daxms  of 
individuals  who  complained  that  tlisy 
were  not  treated  with  due  liberali^.  If  it 
became  their  duty  to  tell  Pariuunent 
that   Ways  and   Means  could  not  bs 
found,  they  were  liable  to  be  aocusad  of 
want  of  economy  and  watchfulneas,  Tht 
duty  of  acting  at  the  Treasury 
other  respects  far  from  being 
and  agreeable.    It  might  be  veiy 
to  say  ''  Tes"  to  the  repeated  appliaa- 
tions  that  were  made  to  the  Treaaoiy; 
but  g^eat  pressure  was  brought  to  bear 
upon  them  by  constituents,  members  of 
the  Press,   and  the  public;    and  thtj 
were  urged  to  do  their    duty  to    ih& 
State,    resisting    claims    and    charges 
which  ought  not  properly  to  be  imposed 
upon  them.    In  tne  present  case  variou 
claims  had  been  made.    The  soliciton 
— the  Messrs.  Andrews — believed  thai 
ihe  deceased  intended  to  give  them  the 
sum    left   in    their   custody  —  namely, 
£28,000— and  if  the  deceased  tnuted 
them  with  this  large  sum  for  20  yean 
without    exacting    any    accounts   from 
them,  any  daim  for  consideration  madi 
frt>m  that  quarter  must,  no  doubt^  be 
considered.    There  were  ITooaan^oa 
whose  behalf  daims  had  been  advaaesl, 
and  there  were  four  other  clasaoa  of  IV 
titioners  who  thought  that  Iha  mamf 
should  be  given  to  publio  ^/tjjtttn  h 
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KQmamook.  The  minister  of  the  High 
Ohmch  at  Kihnamook  confinned  me 
stetement  that  the  deceased  entertained 
an  antipathy  against  his  relations,  and 
he  inferred  that  the  deceased,  proba- 
bly, intended  to  leave  him  a  legacy :  it 
wonld  dearly,  therefore,  be  very  diffi- 
cult to  get  any  evidence  as  to  the  wishes 
and  intentions  of  the  deceased.  The 
law,  however,  g^ve  this  property  to  ti^ie 
State,  leaving  a  discretion  to  the  Trea- 
iory  as  to  its  distribution,  which  was  a 
matter  of  prescription,  and  not  of  law. 
The  relations,  whose  claims  were  the 
snbjeet  of  the  Motion  now  before  the 
House,  had  already  been  provided  for 
to  the  extent  of  one-half  the  original 
property,  and  there  was  no  evidence  that 
they  were  on  amicable  terms  with  ti^ie 
deceased,  or  that  he  intended  to  benefit 
them  by  his  will,  but  the  contrary.  Was 
it  the  wish  and  intention  of  Parliament 
that  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  should 
be  acoeesible  to  all  the  influences  which 
were  brought  to  bear  in  cases  of  the 
kind,  and  so  to  make  a  large  distribu- 
tion of  the  funds  which  the  law  g^ve  to 
him  to  administer,  not  for  his  own  bene- 
fit, but  for  the  benefit  of  the  State  ?  If 
io,  then  Parliament  ought  not  to  require 
the  discussion  of  Votes  of  moncnr  at  all, 
and  Ministers  should  be  allowed  at  their 
discretion  to  give  away  the  money  of  the 
State  as  they  might  think  fit  in  obedi- 
ence to  the  strong  pressure  that  might 
be  brought  to  bear  upon  them  in  parti- 
cular cases.  Let  Parliament  alter  the 
law  if  it  pleased ;  but  if  the  law  gave 
this  property  to  the  State,  it  was  not 
right  that  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
should  be  squeezed  and  pressed  to  dis- 
tribute this  money  in  the  manner  most 
tmeable  at  the  moment  to  the  feelings 
of  Members  of  that  House. 

Ma.  ANDERSON,  while  admitting 
the  responsibility  which  Parliament  im- 
posed upon  the  Treasury,  and  that  the 
Treasury  were  in  duty  bound  to  look 
after  all  sources  of  revenue,  and  admit- 
ting, at  the  same  time,  that  this  was  a 
matter  of  prescription  rather  than  of 
legal  right,  wishea  to  point  out  at  the 
same  time  that  this  prescription  had, 
from  long  use  and  wont,  all  tne  force  of 
law,  and  he  thought  it  was  not  too  much 
to  tsk  the  Oovemment  not  to  depart  firom 
the  usage  which  in  these  oases  had  been 
immemoriaL  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasuy  had  said  that  the  law  save  the 
KoptHj  in  question  to  assist  ue  reve- 
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nues  of  the  State ;  but  property  so  ac- 
quired would  never  assist  tne  revenues 
of  the  State,  and  would  never  do  any 
good  to  the  State.  It  was  property 
which,  got  in  such  a  way,  ought  to,  and 
would,  carry  a  curse  with  it,  for  it  was 
very  little  short  of  plunder  to  deal 
with  it  so.  The  only  point  in  the  speech 
of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  which 
required  a  replv  was  that  which  arose 
on  the  letter  of  the  Messrs.  Andrews, 
where  it  was  said  that  the  bastard  was 
on  unfriendly  terms  with  Paterson.  He 
(Mr.  Anderson)  was  authorized  to  con- 
tradict that  assertion ;  on  the  contrary, 
he  continued  to  visit  Paterson  as  long  as 
he  visited  any  one.  The  Andrews  family 
were  themselves  making  a  claim  to  the 
property,  and  it  was  to  their  interest  to 
maie  out  that  the  man  was  on  un- 
friendly terms  with  his  relatives ;  but 
the  statement  was  absolutely  without 
foundation,  and  tJ[ie  alleged  antipathy 
did  not  exist.  As  for  the  part  of  the 
estate  that  was  otherwise  settled  it  was 
an  entailed  estate,  and  therefore  its 
settlement  did  not  touch  the  point  at 
issue.  It  was  important  that  the  House 
should  come  to  a  vote  upon  this  ques- 
tion. He  trusted  the  Government  would 
give  way  to  the  general  feeling  of  the 
Scotch  Members  in  the  matter.  It  was 
a  question  on  which  Scotch  Members 
intended  to  vote  "  solid  " — ^both  sides  of 
the  House  would  vote  together. 

Mb.  DODSON  implored  hon.  Mem- 
bers not  to  come  to  a  hasty  decision 
upon  this  question,  which  was  one  of 
very  Rreat  importance,  extending  far 
beyond  the  case  immediately  before  the 
House.  It  involved  a  question  of  law 
and  of  practice  in  dealing  with  property 
of  this  nature.  He  described  a  case  which 
came  under  his  notice,  when  he  held 
office  at  the  Treasury.  A  man  of  high 
birth  and  large  property  had  a  legitimate 
daughter,  a  legitimate  son,  and  an  ille- 
gitimate one,  and  the  latter,  having 
received  a  commercial  education,  became 
the  partner  of  a  wealthy  tradesman,  who 
bequeathed  him  his  property.  He  willed 
it  to  his  only  friend,  his  mother,  who 
died  a  few  days  before  him,  and  there 
being  no  one  to  take  the  property,  the 
legitimate  son  and  the  children  of  the 
legitimate  daughter  claimed  it  as  being 
next  of  kin.  The  Treasury  refused  to 
accede  to  that  daim.  What  would  have 
been  the  effect  of  their  conceding  it  ? 
It  would  have  been  a  reward  to  them 
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because  their  father  had  begotten  the 
bastard.     [^Laughter.']     Hon.  Members 
laughed ;  but  that  was  really  a  ease  which 
came  before  him  a  few  years  ago.   Surely 
there  was  a  confusion  of  ideas  when 
people  spoke  as  they  did  of  the  moral 
claim  of  the  nearest  of  kin  of  a  bastard. 
The  principle  underiying  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  property  of  an  intestate  to 
his  nearest  of  kin  was  that  the  State 
looked  upon  them  as  having  presum- 
ably been  his   best   friends,  ms  sup- 
porters and  companions  in  life.     But 
this  was  not  a  presumption  which  held 
good  in  the  case  of  a  bastard.    He  had 
been  probably  ignored  and  rejected  as 
an  outcast  by  those  who  would,  in  a 
case  of  legitimacy,  be  presumably  en- 
titled to  his  property.    The  Treasury 
acted  upon  ti^ie  principle  of  looking  first 
of  all  to  see  if  there  was  any  written 
declaration,   however  informal,   of  the 
wishes  and  intentions  of  the  intestate 
bastard,   and  if  there  was  they  were 
always  disposed  liberally  to  give  way  to 
that.    They  also  looked  about  to  see  if 
he  had  any  relations  on  the  mother's 
side,  any  particular  friends  who  had 
assisted   hun,    who    were    those    who 
throughout  life  had  been  his  neighbours 
in  the  scriptural  sense  of  the  term.    If 
there  were  any  cases  of  that  kind  the 
Treasury  was  always  disposed  to  con- 
sider them.    There  was  always  the  diffi- 
culty that  the  nearest  of  kin  in  blood 
could  not  be  assumed  to  be  the  persons 
to  whom  the  intestate  person  was  most 
attached.    In  deciding  this  question  the 
House  must  not  only  look  at  the  par- 
ticular case  before  it,  but  at  the  general 
principles.    No  one  who  knew  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury   would    accuse    them    of  dealing 
hardly  or  unjustly  with  any  case  brought 
before  them.     He  felt  it  his  duty  to 
support  those  who  had  charge  of  the 
administration  of  these  estates,  and  he 
should  unhesitatingly  give  his  vote  with 
the  Government  upon  this  question. 

Mb.  COLMAN  fully  admitted  that 
this  was  a  broad  question,  and  that  it 
must  not  be  decided  by  isolated  cases ; 
but  he  thought  the  House  ought  to 
know  that  there  had  been  cases  in  which 
the  relatives  of  the  putative  father  had  re- 
ceived allowances  and  the  relatives  on  Qie 
mother's  side  had  not  been  allowed  at  all. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  this  was 
a  veiy  difficult  case,  and  one  which  most 
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of  them  must  wish  to  avoid  gtmkg  j^i^ 
ment  upon.  Before  he  gave  bis  vote  « 
abstained  from  voting,  he  wiahed  totA 
one  question.  He  understood  by  tkt 
terms  of  the  Notice  that  ihiM  was  Uiie  £xat 
time  that  the  estate  of  an  intestate  ha^ 
tard  in  Scotland  had  not  boMi  gxrea  to 
the  next  of  kin.  The  Secretary  of  tih* 
Treasury  in  his  reply  had  not  met  thai 
particular  point,  and  he  should  be  glad 
to  hear  from  the  Solicitor  GFeneral  wIm- 
ther  there  was  any  precedent  iar  ooc 
giving  the  estate  of  an  intestate  bastard 
to  the  next  of  kin.  If  there  wae  not,  h« 
confessed  he  should  feel  strongly  ia- 
clined  to  vote  for  the  Motion. 
.  Db.  lush  observed  that  the  wsy  ia 
which  he  should  vote  would  be  deter- 
mined by  the  answer  given  to  the  ques- 
tion— was  there  any  redprooity  in  th* 
matter?  If  the  legitimate  relatioaiacf 
a  bastard  had  a  right  to  daim  the  reeah 
of  his  savings  were  should,  in  Ua 
opinion,  be  the  altematiye  that  the 
bastard  children  should  have  the  aaae 
rights  as  the  legitimate  in  the  distnbu* 
tion  of  property. 

Sib  graham  MONTQOMEET 
maintained  that  until  this  case  aroee  it 
had  been  the  universal  practioe  of  the 
Exchequer  of  Scotland  to  allow  the  pro- 
perty of  the  intestate  bastard  to  go  to 
those  who  would  have  been  hia  next  d 
kin  had  he  been  legitimate.  He  sboold 
like  to  know  what  the  Government  really 
meant  to  do  with  this  money;  did  they 
mean  to  keep  it  altogether  or  distribute  it 
among  the  relatives  of  the  deceased,  or 
were  they  going  to  wait  until  a  wSk 
turned  up?  Their  answer  to  these  quenss 
would  decide  the  vote  he  should  give. 

Db.  KENEALT  said,  he  had  listened 
to  this  debate  with  considerable  paia 
and  sorrow,  because  instead  of  thia  ques- 
tion having  been  argued  in  that  Hxmae 
on  grand  and  equitable  prindpleai  the 
meanest  and  most  contemptible  iTiis 
Friua  views  had  been  brou^t  to  bear 
upon  it.  He  hoped  the  Leader  of  the 
British  House  of  Commons  would  in- 
struct his  followers  to  look  upon  the 
matter  in  the  light  Pitt  would  hate 
done,  who  would  have  been  ashamed  to 
pocket  money  derived  from  sudi  a  aomesL 
He  defied  anyone  to  produce  an  ^ti^ht* 
where  the  immemorial  custom  of  Soodand 
had  been  departed  from  as  it  had 
departed  from  now.  He  dissented 
the  view  which  had  been  put  flaeariL 
that  this  was  simply  a  que^iQa  of ' 
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for  1m  amed  with  those  who  hdd  that 
prMeripluMi  had  orenidden  law,  and  the 
Hosae  oosht  on  that  oooaaion  to  pass  a 
rote  whioh  would  ffiva  presoiiption  the 
force  of  law,  and  do  an  act  of  justioe, 
rather  than  allow  the  Gk>yemment  to 
retain  possession  of  money  to  which  they 
were  not  entitled.  He  considered  that  the 
fiiot  of  the  deceased  not  haying  made  a 
will  showed  that  he  beHoTed  his  pro- 
perty would  go,  according  to  custom,  to 
his  sister  and  her  diildren.  He  did  not 
behere  there  was  any  will  in  existence. 
He  sincerely  hoped  from  the  essence  of 
his  heart — ^rZa«^A/«r]-^he  supposed  it 
was  allowed  in  Parliament  to  speak  of 
the  sssenoe  of  one's  heart — that  we  hon. 
and  gallant  Oentleman  would  succeed  in 

carrying  this  Besolution. 

Tbb  BOUOITOB  general,  as  an 
Kngiish  lawyer,  would  venture  to  put 
before  the  House  some  circumstances 
whidi  he  thought  would  Justify  them  in 

S 'acting  the  Motion  be&re  the  House. 
»  should  hare  concurred  in  much  of 
what  had  been  stated  on  both  sides  if 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  (Colonel  Alexander)  could  be 
substantiated  by  £sots.    If  it  had  really 
been  the  immemorial  custom  in  Scotland 
thi^  property  of  this  kind  had  always 
been  treated  in  the  way  in  which  it  was 
suggested  that  the  property  in  this  case 
•hoold  be  treated,  then  he  agreed  that 
the  eoorse  taken  by  the  Treasury  was  an 
extreme  one,  and  one  not  likely  to  find 
faTOor  with  the  House.    But  Uiat  was 
exactly,  he  thought,  where  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Oentleman  had  failed.  That  was 
not,  and  never  had  been,  the  custom  in 
the  history  of  Scotland.    Escheats  by 
bastardy,  like  every  other  escheat,  be- 
loneed  originally  to  the  superior  feudal 
lorl  About  the  16th  century  the  Crown 
saooeeded  to  those  escheats.    In  1707, 
in  pursuance  of  the  Articles  of  Union, 
an  Exchec^uer  Court  was  established  in 
Scotland,  m  the  two-fold  character  of  a 
Court  of  Law,  and  also  as  a  Board,  ad- 
ministering Treasury  funds  very  much 
as  they  were  now  administered  by  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury;  and  down  to 
1829,  or  even  a  later  period,  the  Court 
of  Bxohequer  in  Scotland  did  exactly 
what  the  Treasury  claimed  to  do  now. 
In  the  cases  of  small  estates,  and  when 
it  eould  be  done  without  iiguxy  to  the 
revenue  or  the  Crown,  the   property 
»t|^  be  distributed  nUher  in  the  way 
of  shanty ,  if  it  waa  w>i  thought  desirable 


to  insist  on  the  extreme  rights  of  the 
Crown.    A  Committee  sat  in  1832  to 
consider  the  propriety  of  abolishing  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  in  Scotland,  and 
distributing  its  duties  differently;  and 
the  result  was  that  from  1832  to  1835 
the  distribution  of  these    estates  was 
given  to  the  Woods  and  Forests,  and 
after  that  time  it  was  entrusted  to  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury.    Chief  Baron 
Abercrombie,  who  was  examined  before 
that  Committee,  described  the  principle 
on  which  the  property  of  intestate  bas- 
tards was  distributed  by  the  Court.     He 
stated  that  the  property  was  disposed  of 
in  the  same  way  as  property  of  that 
kind  was  distributed   oy  the  Treasury 
in    England  —  that    they    always    re- 
served a  portion  as  a  charitable  fund, 
and  generally  distributed  the  remainder 
amonff  those  persons  who  appeared  to 
have  been  most  attentive  to,  and  most 
in  the  confidence  of,  the  deceased.    He 
believed  that  to  be  the  practice  at  this 
hour,  and  that  the  Treasury  in  England 
acted  on  that  principle — the  principle 
of  an  absolute  discretion,  remembering 
that  they  were  trustees  of  the  real  heir, 
should  one  ever  turn  up.    In  the  year 
1730  a  book  on  the  subject  was  com- 
piled, and  was  printed  in  1820  under 
the  superintendence  of  two  Barons  of 
the  Exchequer,   and    it    described  the 
practice  which  had  prevailed  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  these  estates  as  that  which 
had  been  stated  in  the  evidence  of  the 
Chief  Baron.     Sir  Henry  Jardine,  who 
was  examined  before  the  same  Com- 
mittee, concurred  in  the  evidence  which 
had  been  given  by  the  Chief  Baron,  and 
it  appeared  that  a  discretionary  power 
had  always  been  g^ven  to  the  Baron. 
[Mr.  W.   E.  FoRSTEB  inquired  if  that 
was  an  English  or  Scotch  precedent?] 
It  was  purely  a  Scotch  precedent,  and  it 
was  clear  that  the  practice  which  began 
in  1707  was  carried  down  to  the  time  at 
which  the  work  to  which  he  had  referred 
was  published.     He  thought  the  Motion 
now  before  the  House  was  inconsistent 
with  the  principle  that  an  immemorial 
practice  existed  that  the  estate  should 
be  administered  according  to  the  same 
principle  that  it  would  have  been  if  the 
deceased  person  had  died  intestate.  This 
matter,  however,  involved  far  wider  con- 
siderations than  were  involved  merely 
in  the  discussion  of  the  particular  case 
before  the  House.  The  policy  of  the  law 
was  to  enoourage  marriage,  and  to  re- 
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fuse  to  acknowledge  illegitimacy;  and  it 
would  be  most  injurious  to  lay  down  a 
general  proposition  to  the  effect  that  the 
property  of  a  bastard  intestate  should  be 
treated  in  the  same  way  as  if  he  had 
been  properly  married,  and  his  issue 
had  been  bom  in  wedlock.  As  far  as 
the  particular  case  before  the  House  was 
concerned,  he  could  only  say  that  the 
duty  of  the  Law  Officers  was  to  g^ye  to 
the  Crown  the  best  advice  in  their  power 
in  view  of  the  facts  presented  to  them. 
With  reference  to  the  discretionary 
power  which  was  in  certain  cases  exer- 
cised by  the  Crown,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Forster)  had  asked 
him  whether  he  could  point  to  any  in- 
stance in  which  the  Crown  had  taken  to 
itself  the  whole  property  of  an  intestate 
bastard.  He  confessed  that  he  was  un- 
able to  adduce  any  such  instance.  On 
the  other  hand,  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  would  feel  the  relevancy 
of  this  observation — that  the  instances 
in  which  any  question  of  this  sort  had 
arisen  during  tne  time  within  which  the 
discretionary  power  of  the  Commis- 
sioners had  been  exercised  had  been 
very  rare  indeed.  But,  no  doubt,  the 
discretionary  power  of  the  Crown  had 
been  exercised  in  such  cases  whenever 
they  had  occurred,  as  in  cases  of  un- 
claimed dividends  or  treasure  trove ;  and 
he  could  see  no  difference  between  these 
cases,  except  so  far  as  the  technical  law 
of  bastardy  operated.  For  thisreason,  and 
also  because  he  knew  how  beneficially  the 
discretion  of  the  Crown  had  been  used, 
he  could  not  wish  to  see  it  taken  away. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  said,  it  was  clear  that 
before  this  case  there  had  not  been  a 
case  of  this  sort  in  which  such  a  large 
sum  of  money  had  not  been  divided 
amongst  the  friends  of  the  deceased.  He 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  feeling 
throughout  Hcotiand  was  that  the  money 
ought  to  be  given  to  those  friends ;  and 
therefore  the  House  ought  to  confirm 
the  Eesolution  and  not  allow  the  Go- 
vernment to  rob  those  friends  of  £40,000. 
A  comparison  of  legal  opinion  must  be 
in  favour  of  Sir  Samuel  Shepherd,  whose 
views  were  opposed  to  that  of  a  late 
Speaker  (Mr.  Abercromby),  and  he 
could  not  believe  tiiat  any  Lord  Advo- 
cate could  think  otherwise.  

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTTEB  said,  the  absence  of  the  Lord 
Advocate,  to  whom  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  McLaren)  had  referred, 
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was  due  to  indisposition,  and  ih»t 
the  law  on  the  subject  had  beeo 
oiently  stated,  the  Gt>vemm6nt 
what  at  a  disadvantage.     Howerar,  tikc 
Lord  Advocate  would  in  all  probftfaiHn 
have   corroborated  the    statement   t^ 
House  had  just  heard.    He  (the  Clua- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer)  could  only  nr 
that  this  was  one  of  those  qneetioBi 
which  caused  &  good  deal  of  azudety  to 
the  Treasury.    This  question  had 
considered  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
tary  to  the  Treasury  and  himselfl     TW 
had  given  it  their  best  attention,  and  Hmv 
had  had  before  them  the  opinions  ci  titf 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.     The  eqnxtv 
of  the  case,  as  well  as  the  law,  had  beo 
well  considered,  and  he  believed  that 
neither  the  House  nor  the  GFovemnMoi 
could  aeree  to  the  proposition   whick 
they  had  been  asked  to  affirm — ^nameir. 
that  it  had  been  the  immemorial  nig* 
to  appropriate  the  estate  of  an  intestate 
bastard  to  those  who  would  have  bees 
his  natural  heirs.    He  denied  altc^ethcr 
that  there  had  been  any  such  immemo- 
rial usage.    The  immemorial  usage  hai 
been  the  other  way.    There  oonld  be  ao 
doubt,  in  the  first  place,  as  to  the  Isv 
that,  when  the  bastard  died  intestate, 
his  estate  escheated  to  the  Grown.    In 
olden  times  when  it  Escheated  to  tb 
feudal  lord  he  took  it  as  a  part  of  hb 
profits.    When  the  Crown  deprived  the 
feudal  lord  of  that  privilege  it  toc^  the 
estate  as  part  of  the  Crown  rerenosi: 
and  when  in  a  later  day  a  milder  system 
was  introduced,   that  sjrstem   was  aoc 
founded  on  the  rights  of  the  case,  but  oa 
the    discretion   and,   so  to  speak,  the 
charity  of  the  Crown.    A  proof  of  it  wti 
that  the  Crown  always  mentioned  that  • 
portion  of  the  estate  was  nven  in  cha- 
rity, which  showed  that  were  was  no 
immemorial  usage  to  give  it  to  the  next 
of  kin.    Then  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  in  former  times  there  was  grestcr 
reason  for  exercising  more  charity  in  the 
case  of  a  bastard  m  ScoUand  than  ii 
England,  because  a  bastard  in  Scotlsaii 
was  subject  to  peculiar  disadrantagei 
not  applicable  in  England.    Even  if  he 
had  children  of  his  own,  he  was  nnaUt 
to  make  a  will  in  iheir  favour  until  1S36. 
Therefore,  there  was  the  more  rsasoa 
that  the  Crown,  when  it  became  pos- 
sessed of  the  bastard's  property,  ahoiiU 
in  charity  make  over  to  his  children  thst 
which  had  come  to  the  State.    The 
lature  took  the  oiroamstances  into 
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mderatum,  and  remored  the  difficulty  by 
giTmg  the  bastard  power  to  make  pro- 
vinon  for  his  family  and  friends  by 
making  a  wilL  But  tiie  Legislature  did 
not  think  it  right  to  go  beyond  that ;  it 
left  the  caae  of  the  intestate  bastard  in 
the  same  position  as  before.  From  that 
it  miriit  be  gathered  that  the  Legislature 
left  ue  estate  of  the  intestate  bastard  to 
be  disposed  of  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Crown.  It  was  perfectly  well  known  to 
Mr.  Paterson  that  such  was  the  law.  He 
could  at  any  moment  make  a  will,  and 
he  must  have  known  that  if  he  did  not 
his  property  would  come  into  the  hands 
of  the  State,  and  might  be  disposed  of 
in  any  way  at  the  pleasure  of  the  State. 
There  was  no  evidence  that  Mr.  Paterson 
had  any  desire  to  leave  his  estate  to  any 
particular  person.  The  Government 
were  asked  whether  they  knew  of  any 
case  in  which  property  to  any  consider- 
able amount  had  been  left  undisposed  of 
by  a  bastard.  They  knew  of  no  case  in 
point ;  but  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  £. 
Forster)  know  of  any  which  would  sup- 

Sort  his  view  ?    What  was  the  argument 
rawn  from  immemorial  usage  ?    It  was 
that   some  expectations  had  probably 
been  entertained  bv  the  relatives  of  ttie 
bastard  which  had  been  disappointed. 
If  that  were  the  case  with  his  own  chil- 
dren or  some  one  whom  he  had  encou- 
niged  to  hope,  it  would  be  hard  to  dis- 
appoint them.     But  there  was  not  a 
scintilla  of  evidence  that  there  were  any 
«uch  expectations.    Under  these  circum- 
stances,  he  could  only  appeal  to  the 
House  to  consider  this  case  fairly  and 
upon  its  merits.    It  was  naturaJ  that 
eTervone  should  desire  to  benefit  an  in- 
dividual in  such  a  case  rather  than  the 
State.    But  let  the  House  consider  what 
the  position  of  the  State  and  the  Trea- 
Kuy  was.    Let  them  bear  in  mind  that 
the  exercise  of  discretion  in  this  matter 
VM  a  duty  which  was  imposed  on  the 
Btate   and    the    Treasury,   and  which 
VM  exercised  under  a  strong  sense  of 
responsibility  to  the  public ;  and  let  the 
House  rest  assured  that  in  the  decision 
of  this  case  they  had  been  actuated  by 
the  most  thoroughly  public-spirited  mo- 
tires. 

Qttastionput 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  135 ;  Noes 
1«7 :  Majority  62.-^Div.  List,  No.  195.) 


CHURCH  PATRONAGE.— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  LEATHAM,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  traffic  in  livings ;  and  to 
move — 

"  That  in  view  of  the  prevalence  of  simoniacal 
evasions  of  the  law  and  other  scandals  and 
abuses  in  connection  with  the  exercise  and  dis- 
posal of  private  patronage  in  the  Church  of 
England,  remedial  measures  of  a  more  stringent 
character  than  any  recently  introduced  into  this 
^House  are  urgently  required," 

said: — Mr.  Speaker,  Perhaps,  Sir,  it 
may  excite  surprise  that  any  one  who  is 
known  to  he  opposed  to  the  principle  of 
an  Estahlished  Church,  should  trouhle 
himself  ahout  reforms,  the  introduction 
of  which  is  often  regarded  as  the  better 
alternative  of  disestablishment;  a  very 
common  notion,  perhaps,  being  that  we 
should  prefer  to  see  scandals  and  abuses 
as  rife  and  rampant  in  the  Church  as 
possible,  in  order  that  public  disappro- 
bation may  be  the  more  vehemently 
excited  against  an  institution  in  which 
such  scandals  exist.  But  I  venture  to 
think  that  those  who  judge  our  motives 
have  scarcely  done  justice  to  them,  and 
certainly  they  have  not  penetrated  our 
policy.  No  doubt  we  desire  to  see  dis- 
establishment, but  we  desire  to  approach 
it,  not  solely  or  chiefly,  through  external 
agency,  but  by  nroducing  what  we  con- 
ceive  to  be  a  healthier  condition  and 
tone  of  feeling  inside  the  Church.  Now 
these  great  reforms  are  either  possible, 
or  they  are  not  possible.  Either  event 
must,  in  my  humble  judgment,  advance 
our  views.  If  it  be  found  that  they  are 
impossible — if,  with  every  disposition  to 
introduce  them  on  the  part  of  Parlia- 
ment and  of  the  Church,  these  abuses 
are  found  to  be  so  built  into  the  system 
that  they  cannot  be  removed  without 
bringing  down  the  whole  fabric,  what 
an  argument  such  a  discovery  will  leave 
in  our  hands.  ^  If,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
be  found  possible  to  introduce  them,  just 
in  proportion  as  you  succeed  in  doing  so, 
win  you  cause  the  Church  to  assimilate 
to  the  free  Churches  around  her,  and  will 
you  weaken  and  lower  the  barriers  which 
still  separate  her  from  a  state  of  entire 
freedom. 

Now,  Sir,  it  cannot  be  said,  that  in 
bringing  forward  this  Motion  I  have 
shown  any  of  the  impatience  of  a  fanatic. 
I  have  waited  until  the  reforming  eeal 
of  the  whole  Bench  of  Bishops  has 
evaporated|  and  until  it  is  evident  to  the 


299  Chvreh  Patronage. 


100MM0N8) 


^CvV^^pS'Wv  Pw^V  « 


comprehension  of  everybody  that  if  these 
reforms  are  to  be  introduced  at  all,  the 
initiative  must  be  taken  by  those  who, 
if  not  so  jealous  of  the  honour  of  the 
Church,  are,  at  least,  a  little  more  hope- 
ful as  to  the  possibility  of  vindicating  it. 
Nor,  Sir,  because  this  is  the  Motion  of 
an  outsider,  is  that  any  reason  why  those 
who  sympathize  with  its  object  inside  the 
Church  should  hesitate  to  support  it, 
and,  in  fact,  accept  the  challenge  which 
I  now  make  to  them,  and  take  it  off  my 
hands ;  especially  as  I  shall  content  my- 
self with  laying  bare  the  extent  of  the 
evil,  and  shall  leave  it  to  those  who  have 
the  right  to  prescribe,  to  indicate  the 
nature  of  the  remedy.  This  is  not  be- 
cause I  have  arrived  at  no  conclusions 
of  my  own,  but  because  the  loud  pro- 
fessions of  the  recognized  physicians  of 
the  Church  demand  that  the  prescription 
should  not  come  from  one  who  belongs 
to  quite  another  faculty.  And  I  have 
other  reasons.  If  I  were  to  state  what 
I  think  ought  to  be  done  with  the  proper 
attention  to  detcdl,  I  must  make  a  much 
larger  demand  upon  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  than  I  have  any  right  at  this 
hour  to  expect ;  indeed,  it  may  fairly  be 
doubted  whether,  when  this  question 
has  once  passed  out  of  the  present  stage 
— which  I  take  to  be  purely  preliminary 
— it  ought  to  remain  for  an  hour  in  the 
hands  of  any  private  Member.  It  is  the 
Government  alone  which  can  deal  with 
it  effectually,  and  one  reason  why  I  do 
not  propose  even  to  sketch  what  I  think  it 
would  be  weU  to  do,  is  because  I  am 
am  anxious  not  to  seem  by  this  Motion 
in  any  sense  to  tie  the  hands  of  Govern- 
ment. My  desire  is  to  draw  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary the  declaration  that  he  is  prepared, 
when  a  fitting  opportunity  arises,  to  de- 
vote to  this  subject  some  of  the  attention 
and  ability  which  he  has  devoted  to  it 
already,  and  at  the  same  time  to  draw 
from  the  House  an  expression  of  opinion 
which  may  fortify  him  in  the  resolution 
to  deal  with  it  more  effectually  than  it 
was  proposed  to  be  dealt  witii  by  the 
abortive  Bill  of  1875. 

And  now.  Sir,  as  to  the  extent  of  this 
traffic.  Mr.  Day,  for  seven  years  secre- 
tary to  the  Bi^op  of  Hochester,  laid 
before  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  a  tabular  statement,  containing 
some  particulars  of  the  advowsons  and 
next  presentations  which  were  offered 
for  sale  in  the  columns  of  Th$  JScchsi' 
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oitioal  OauiUi  in  themon&sof  Ji 
1872,  1873,  and  1874;  the  inonlli  a£ 
January  being  selected  becauBe  itaAx4Mi 
a  fair  average  for  the  rest  of  feh«  jmt. 
I  find  from  this  statement  thftt  ii 
January,  1872,  88  livings  wetre  tkai 
offered;  in  January,  1873,  89;  and  ii 
January,  1874,  108.  But  do  not  lei  the 
House  imagine  that  this  monthlj  exk- 
bition  of  spiritual  bargains  gives  ma% 
adequate  notion  of  the  number  of  livisfi 
actually  in  the  hands  of  affeats.  1 
friend  of  mine,  who  is  well  nowm  to 
several  Members  of  this  House,  who  fast 
made  a  special  study  of  this  questiia. 
and,  under  the  nom  de  pluwts  **  Ptobd- 
tion  by  Merit,"  contributed  a  senss  of 
extremely  able  letters  to  a  promxaec: 
member  of  the  provincial  I^eas  (71« 
ManohesUr  Hxaminer),  oalffulated  thiw 
or  four  years  ago,  from  a  carefbl  eoa- 
parison  of  the  printed  registers  aidaxxk 
preferment,  that  at  that  time  ns^Aj  oat- 
fifth  of  the  whole  saleable  patronage  </ 
the  Church  was  up  in  the  xnadLst  fur 
sale  or  for  exchange,  and  that  if  all  tbe 
advertizing  agents  were  as  suooessftil  is 
the  transaction  of  business  as  one  fl 
them,  Mr.  Emery  Stark,  was  reosntiT 
shown  to  have  been,  the  whole  OhoRi 
might  be  turned  over,  in  a  eommsseul 
sense,  in  13  years.  Now  I  have  hai 
the  opportunity  of  verifying  this  gentl«* 
man's  statements.  Through  the  kmi- 
ness  of  friends  I  have  made  quite  a  eo.- 
lection  of  recent  issues  of  these  penodi- 
cally-printed  registers.  I  find  that  eigit 
agents  who  advertize  in  Thg  JFntHm 
astieal  GautU  give  paitioulars,  eitkir 
in  the  advertisements  themselTes,  or  ia 
the  re|;iBter8  which  they  advertixe  in  tht 
same  loumal,  of  1,676  livings  selecSad 
from  their  books,  and  that  if  we  add  to 
these  the  number  of  benefices  whioh  oa« 
of  these  agents  informs  as  that  he  hat 
upon  his  reg^ister  at  home,  we  antrs  at 
the  enormous  number  of  2,383  as  tiut 
of  the  livings  offered  for  sale  or  exchaagi 
through  recognized  agents.  The  sge&t 
to  whom  I  nave  just  refezxed  ststcs 
that — 

**  AdvertiBementa  are  little  reaorted  to ;  tb^ 
are  open  to  great  objection,  and  it  ia  an  eaUV 
liahed  mle  of  the  office  to  abatain  from  than  « 
much  as  possible." 

So  he  prefaces  a  list  of  193  bene6ets  or 
next  presentations  for  sale,  by  the  iati- 
mation  that  he  has  upwards  of  1,000  oa 
his  books.    He  also  informs  us  thai— 
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**!!  vtf  hflld  hj  a  very  wninwit  PreUte, 
ktelj  daoeaied ;  that  yoanughtjiutaa  well  call 
th«  boying  aad  •elling  of  a  vacant  living  magic, 
at  call  it  after  the  folly  of  Simon  MaguB." 

Now,  perhaps,  it  minr  be  said  that  the 
eagerness  to  get  rid  of  this  kind  of  pro- 
perty is  such  that  patrons  often  employ 
more  than  one  agent ;  so  that  these  lists 
contain  duplicate  advertixements.     But 
I  may  observe  that   in  the   numbers 
which  I  have  giren  I  have  not  included 
—except  in   the  case  of  one  agent — 
what  are  termed  '*  private  instructions." 
These  are  only  shown  to  purchasers  who 
have    their    hands    already    in    their 
pockets,  or  who  wish  to  g^ve  to  this 
speoiee  of  profligacy  all  the  piquancy  of 
an  assignation  in  tiie  dark.    One  agent 
alone  informs  us  that  he  has  60  of  these 
priyate  instructions  on  his  books;  and 
another,  who  only  adyertixes  particulars 
of  four  livings,  states  that  he  has  prefer- 
ment on  hand  in  almost  every  county  in 
England.     We  may  fairiy,  then,  assume 
that  at  least  2,000  livings,  or  nearly 
one-fourth  of  the  whole  saleable  patro- 
nage of  the  Church,  is  in  the  market  for 
sale  or  exchange.     Now,  it  has  been 
asserted  that  some  of  these  are  bogus 
advertizements.    My  friend,  to  whom  I 
have  already  alluded,  has  tapped  these 
Hsts  all  over  to  test  them,  and  he  has 
not  discovered  a  single  bogus  advertize- 
ment    The  other  day,  for  a  moment,  it 
seemed  that  he  had  done  so.    Having 
identified  one  of  the  livings,  he  wrote  to 
Th$  ManchsiUr  ExamtMr^  stating  that 
the  Bev.  J.  Bi^,  both  patron  and  in- 
cumbent, was  oaring  by  private  trea^ 
his  living  of  Ashton-upon-Mersev,  with 
immediate  possession.  Immediately  there 
was  immense  indignation  among  this 
gentleman's  friends  at  Ashton.    A  cor- 
respondence ensued,  as  it  seemed  to  me, 
little  creditable  to  those  who  took  part 
m  it.    Its  object  appeared  to  be-  to  lead 
the  public  astray,  tor  it  turned  out  that 
the  utmost  the  rev.  gentleman  could  say, 
after  a  hasty  visit  to  London,  the  object 
of  which  could  only  be  surmised,  was 
that  "  the  living  was  not  now  on  sale.'' 

Now,  Sir,  let  us  look  at  these  adver- 
tixements  to  see  whether  there  is  any- 
thing in  them  to  indicate  the  spirit  in 
whidi  this  traffic  is  carried  on.  Isthere 
anything,  for  example,  to  indicate  that 
the  responsibilities  which  are  thus 
dianging  hands  for  money  are  some  of 
the  most  solemn  which  any  man  can 
nadtrtake?    Or  is  the  whole  phrase- 


ology that  of  the  merest  and  coarsest 
speculation?  Sir,  ever  since  I  can  re* 
member,  and  long  before,  there  has 
been  more  or  less  of  controversy  in 
the  Church  with  regard  to  disputed 
points  of  dogma  and  ritual.  What  traces 
has  that  controversy  left  on  these  lists  ? 
Mr.  Cox,  of  Belper,  whose  name  is  well 
known  in  connection  with  his  candida- 
ture for  Parliamentary  honours,  has  col- 
lected and  analyzed  400  of  these  adver- 
tizements. In  14  only  did  he  find  any 
mention  of  what  'are  technically  termed 
views.  In  four  a  High  Church  incum- 
bent would  be  preferred;  in  10  a  Low 
Church  incumbent.  One  patron  has  a 
soul  above  all  such  considerations. 
**  High  Church,"  he  says,  **but  Evan- 
gelical, would  do  for  this  parish."  In 
107  out  of  the  400  there  is  mention  of 
**  good  society ;"  in  some  it  is  described 
as  "very  choice,"  in  others  as  **real 
coimty ;"  in  one  there  can  be  no  doubt 
about  it,  for  we  are  told  that  "there 
are  five  gentlemen's  residences  in  this 

Earish,"  and  that  in  one  of  them  is  to 
e  found  a  live  Baronet,  and  in  another 
an  actual  Admiral.  Another  parish  is 
eligible  for  a  double  reason,  "good 
society  and  no  squire."  In  53  the 
scenery  is  extolled.  The  clergy  would 
seem  to  be  curious  about  stabling.  In 
five  there  is  stabling  for  five  horses,  in 
four  for  six,  in  one  for  seven,  and  in  one 
for  eight.  Ample  justice  is  done  to  the 
sporting  propensities  of  our  spiritual 
g^des.  Mshing  has  always  been  an 
apostolical  pursuit.  In  30  we  have  good 
"fishing,"  in  nine  "shooting,"  in  six 
"  hunting ;"  while  in  three  the  successor 
of  the  Apostle  has  to  be  content  with 
such  modest  excitement  as  is  to  be  found 
in  the  use  of  the  pea  rifle.  They  have 
onl^  rookeries  to  ofier.  But  the  baits 
which  are  evidently  the  most  to  be  relied 
upon  are  those  which  suggest  a  very 
limited  sphere  of  usefulness,  or  very 
early  possession.  Thus,  "  population 
under  100,  duty  nominsl;"  "almost  a 
sinecure,  single  service  and  no  school ;" 
"  no  cure  of  souls,  incumbent  77  and 
non-resident;"  "population  1,740,  duty 
only  on  every  alternate  Sunday,"  but 
"stabling  for  five  horses  and  income 
£800 ;"  "  incumbent  about  80,  in  a  very 
precarious  state  of  health;"  "annual 
value  £1,800,  incumbent"  (the  adver- 
tiser) "  aged  58,  but  he  is,  it  is  believed, 
in  a  very  bad  state  of  health."  A  friend 
of  mine   received  the   other  day    an 
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adyertizement  of  a  liying  for  sale,  accom- 
panied by  a  memorandum  which  informed 
him  that  if  he  wished  to  buy  he  must  reply 
by  return,  ^' as  the  incumbent  was  dying." 
He  delayed  doing  so  for  a  few  days, 
and  he  was  then  informed  that  the  incum- 
bent was  dead.  **  Immediate  possession" 
is    constantly    advertized.      I    have    a 
Monthly  Register  of  Church  Preferment  for 
Sale,  published  by  Mr.  Bagster,  for  Feb- 
ruary last,  which  contcuns  94  adyertize- 
ments,  and  in  57  of  these  immediate 
possession  is  guaranteed.     Well,   but. 
Sir,  this  great  business  is  not  always 
confined  to  retail.    It  sometimes  assumes 
wholesale  proportions,  and  livings  are 
sold  by  the  bunch.    The  cases  of  Stock- 
port and  Sandbach  have  been  brought 
to  my  notice.    Stockport  was  purchased 
by  Mr.   Symonds,    a   calico-printer  at 
Manchester,    17    or   18   years  ago,    it 
having  been  offered  by  auction  at  the 
Warren  Bulkeley  Arms,  along  with  24 
public-houses,  two  beer-houses,   and  a 
brewery.    The  incumbent  was  then  71 
years  old,  but  it  was  17  years  before 
this  bargain  fell  in,  although  when  it 
did,    Mr.   Symonds  had  no  reason  to 
complain,  for  it  carried  with  it  the  pa- 
tronage of  six  other  parishes.     But,  not 
content  with  that,   Mr.  Symonds,  the 
present  incumbent,  is  endeavouring  to 
upset  the  leases  granted  by  his  prede- 
cessor.    Sandbach  was  purchased  by  a 
gentleman  named  Armistead,  who  put 
in  his  son  in  1828.    The  son  immediately 
instituted  a  suit  for  vicarial  tithes  against 
his  parishioners,  and  so  raised  his  annual 
income  from  £200  to  £1,600,  the  living 
itself  having  cost  £1,500.    But  that  is 
not  all.    As  mother  church,  it  carries 
the  patronage  of  five  other  livings,  and 
in  two  of  these  are  to  be  found  gentle- 
men of  the  name  of  Armistead.    I  spoke 
a  moment  ago  of  auctions.    Perhaps,  the 
climax  of  indecency  is  reached  when  the 
cure  of  souls  is  knocked  down  to  the 
highest  bidder.    Tet  these  auctions  are 
of  frequent  occurrence.    Perhaps,  the 
incumbent  is  growing  very  old  and  in- 
firm, and  the  living,  which  is  in  the 
hands  of  agents,  does  not  go  off.    The 
incumbent  grows  older  and  more  infirm. 
You  throw  the  living  on  the  market  for 
what  it  will  fetch.    On  the  12th  of  this 
month,   the  living  of  Broughton   was 
offered  at  a  public-house  at  Sfaorewsburv ; 
on  the    24ta  of  last,   St.    AUnnond's, 
Derby,  was  offered  at  the  Auction  Mart, 
Tokenhouse   Yard,  together   with   the 
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patronage  of  Litde  Eaton ;  of  whadi  tk« 
rector  of  St.  Alkmond's,  who  oflEered  ^ 
is  only  the  ''official"  patron.  I  aim 
told  that  the  whole  emolument  of  Ilttl* 
Eaton,  amounting  to  £300  per 
is  paid  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
sioners. 

Well,  Sir,  so  much   for  thia  tmie. 
Perhaps    some    one  will    eaj,    at   all 
events,    we   know  the  worst;   it  is  ao 
longer   on  the  increase.     Is  that  ao? 
Mr.  Bridges,  who  from  his  Hsgocnatioas 
may  be  termed  an  ecdesiaatical  aolio- 
tor,   was    asked  this    question   bj  th# 
Lords'  Oommittee: — ''Has  the  sale  of 
advowsons  increased  very  largely  witinm 
vour  experience  ?  "    He  replied — "  V«y 
largely  indeed."    And  Mr.  Lee,  who  is 
secretary  to  many  Bishops,  speaka  in  the 
same  strain.    Now,  Sir,  perhaps  aotne 
hon.  Gentleman  may  say — "There  is, 
no  doubt,   something  very  unpleaaaBi 
and  unsatisfactory  in  all  this;  bat,  ao 
far  as  you  have  gone,   you  have  not 
shown  that  there  is  anything  diarepiitaUa 
and  dishonourable."    I  ventare  to  think 
that  there  is  a  good^deal  which  is  dia- 
creditable  in  what  I  have  shown  already ; 
but  I  will  promise  to  convince  the  moat 
sceptical  and  fastidious  person  of  this 
be&re  I  sit  down.    For  example,  if  this 
be  an  upright  and  honourable  trade,  it 
is  remarkable  that  we  find  some  of  those 
who  are  the  most  actively  engaged  in  it 
precisely  the  kind  of  persons  which  they 
appear  to  be.    Lord  Sydney  Gh>dolphin 
Osborne  tells  us  that  one  of  these  ageoti 
was  a  few  years  ago  a  prosecntor  far 
libel  before  the  Bench  at  Worooster. 
He  is  the  owner  and  publisher  of  the 
Gazette. 

**The  defendant's  counsel  got  out  ol  tUi 

agent  that  his  real  name  was ,  and  that  ht 

had  good  reason  to  change  it.  If  yon  ask  sm, 
hare  I  the  slightest  doabt  in  the  world  that  he 
had  been  a  convict,  and  that  he  had  changed 
his  name,  I  have  no  donbt  of  it,  becanss  the 
counsel  put  the  question  to  him  in  open  Oomrt, 
and  he  admitted  it." 

Well,  if  the  trade  be  pure,  it  flows 
through  some  singular  channels,  and 
through  this  particular  channel  it  flows 
very  freely  indeed,  because  Lord  Sydney 
Osborne  laid  before  ihe  Committee  a 
copy  of  this  gentleman's  Gautte,  dated 
the  month  before  he  gave  his  evidence 
— namely,  April,  1874,  which  oontained 
particulars  of  182  advowsona,  presenta- 
tions, and  exchanges. 

And  now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  most 
painful  part  of  my  task ;  I  mean  tbi 
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eridenoe  wliioh  identifies  this  traffic  in 
great  measure  with  simony,  or  with 
what  is  only  not  simony  through  fraud 
and  evasion.  Mr.  Bridges,  whom  I 
have  already  mentioned  as  an  ecclesias- 
tical solioitor,  was  asked  this  question — 

*'  Can  you  giye  me  any  notion  as  to  the  ex- 
tant to  which  nmoniaoal  transactionfl  go  ?  " 

He  replied — 

*'  I  haTo  no  donbt  whateyer  that  they  cover 
a  T«ry  large  area." 

He  was  asked  ag^ain — 

**  Are  yon  aware  that  any  eyil  eziits  with  re- 
ference to  the  exchange  of  benefices  ?  *' 

He  replied — 

**  It  is  yery  often  made  the  means  of  mmonia- 
oal  proceedings,  I  belieye." 

And  Mr.  Lee  stated  that  "  evasions  of 
the  law  are  almost  universal."  And  no 
wonder,  Sir,  when  we  remember  the 
unhappy  oonfusion  into  which  the  cle- 
rical conscience  appears  to  have  fallen 
upon  this  point.  Mr.  Bridges  was 
asked  this  question  with  regard  to  the 
late  oath  against  simony — 

"Ton  think,  it  being  a  legal  oath,  persons 
not  of  a  legal  mind  may  not  quite  onderstand 
itf" 

''Yea,"  he  replied,  <*sach  persons  may  be 
▼ery  moch  embarrassed ;  or  else  tney  may  come  to 
the'condnsion,  which  I  haye  often  seen  arriyed 
at  by  clergymen,  that  the  whole  thing  is  an 
ibsurdity,  and  Uiat  they  may  get  through  the 
mattar  in  the  beet  way  they  can.  That  1  know 
to  be  a  very  common  state  of  mind." 

**  Haye  you  known  instances  of  that  kind  ?  " 

"Tea,  there  haye  been  many  instances  in 
which  I  haye  been  fortunate  enough  to  stop 
proceedings  of  this  kind,  and  there  have  been 
other  cases  in  which  I  haye  not  been  so  fortu- 
nate, but  in  which  proceedings  haye  gone  on  in 
tfiU  of  every  remonstrance.' 

And  with  reference  to  a  most  rascally 
transaction,  particulars  of  which  are 
given  in  the  Blue  Book,  he  was 
asked— 

"3fay  I  ask  whether  the  clergyman  who 
did  this  was  generally  regarded  asa  respectable 
manP" 

He  replied — 

**  He  was  a  thorough  gentleman  by  poaition ; 
he  was  a  man  of  good  family,  and  tnere  was 
nothing  whateyer  against  his  character.  He 
did  not  belong  to  any  yery  earnest  school  in  the 
Chorah.'* 

Bat  what  says  Mr.  Few  ?  Mr.  Few  is 
^hably  known  to  half  the  House.  He 
hss  practised  in  ecdeeiastioal  matters 
for  half  a  century — 


'*  Practically  you  haye  had  considerable 
difficulty  in  getting  clerff3anen  to  understand 
the  stringent  character  of  the  late  oath  against 
simony,  haye  you  not  F  " 

"  Undoubtedly,  eyen  in  the  case  of  men  of 
undoubted  piety,  and  more  particularly  in  the 
case  of  the  oath,  it  is  quite  remarkable  how 
dense  they  were  in  seeing  what  its  tenor  was ; 
and  I  remember  m}**  father  constantly  dwelling 
upon  this  same  point,  that  he  had  to  read  it 
oyer  to  them.  These  were  men  of  undoubted 
piety,  and  yet  they  could  not  see  that  what  they 
desired  to  do  was  against  the  oath." 

In  fact,  Sir,  there  is  too  much  reason  to 
fear  that  not  only  transactions  of  a  simo- 
niacal  character,  but  blank  simony,  going 
to  the  leng^  of  the  sale  and  purchase 
of  a  vacant  living,  has  taken  place. 
For  Mr.  Dunning,  who  for  20  years  has 
been  secretary  to  various  Bishops,  was 
asked  this  question — 

''  You  could  not  put  your  finger  on  a  positiye 
case,  (t.#.,  of  a  yacant  Uying  haying  been  sold,) 
and  say  that  it  had  been  done;  but  you  be- 
lieve that  it  has  been  done  ?  " 

He  replied — 
'*  I  belieye  that  it  has  been  done." 

And  for  my  own  part,  I  can  draw  no 
moral  distinction  between  the  purchase 
of  a  vacant  livine,  and  the  purchase  of 
a  living  with  immediate  possession, 
which  is  a  matter  of  almost  daily  oc- 
currence. Again,  Sir,  the  House  is  no 
doubt  aware  that,  by  a  statute  of  Queen 
Anne,  clerks  in  Hol^  Orders  are  prohi- 
bited from  purchasmff  next  presenta- 
tions. Tet  even  this  is  evaded,  for  we 
have  the  authority  of  Sir  Bobert  Philli- 
more  and  Mr.  Dunnine  for  saying  that 
clergymen  purchase  aavowsons,  ''sub« 
ject  to  a  re-sale."  But  perhaps  the 
most  frequent  and  most  flagrant  evasion 
of  the  law  is,  when  a  livins^  falls  vacant, 
and,  in  order  that  it  may  bring  a  better 
price,  the  oldest  and  most  infirm  man 
who  can  be  found  is  put  in,  and  the 
livinff  advertized  with  a  glowing  des- 
cription of  his  age  and  infirmities.  Lord 
Sydney  Osborne  gave  three  instances 
which  came  within  his  personal  know- 
ledge. First,  there  was  that  of  Spettis- 
bury,  in  the  diocese  of  Salisbury,  where 
the  incumbent  died  unexpectedly,  and 
the  population  being  1,000  wiui  two 
churches,  a  clergyman  of  the  name  of 
Basket  was  put  in,  a  man  of  80  years 
of  age,  and  holding  previously  a  small 
living,  but  licensed  as  non-resident  on 
account  of  age  and  infirmity.  Then  he 
gave  the  case  of  Bougham,  in  Norfolk, 
with  a  population  of  1,000,  and  an  in- 
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oome  of  £800,  to  which  a  man  of  | 
between  80  and  90  was  instituted.  Bat 
the  worst  case  was  thaj;  of  St.  Ervan's, 
in  Cornwall,  to  which  a  clergyman 
named  Cox  was  presented,  who  was 
"barely  able  to  sit  up  in  a  chair." 
When  he  was  tak^n  there  for  induction, 
he  had  to  be  supported  up  the  aisle  by 
two  persons,  jelly  and  wine,  or  wine  and 
water,  were  given  him  at  the  reading- 
desk,  he  was  unable  to  finish  reading 
the  Thirty-nine  Articles  in  the  morning, 
and  he  died  before  the  sale  could  be 
legally  carried  out.  Then  I  may  name 
the  notorious  case  of  Falmouth,  a  living 
worth  £1,700  a-year,  which  fell  vacant 
a  year  or  two  ago,  and  to  which  a 
clergyman,  aged  about  77,  was  insti- 
tuted, and  the  living  immediately  thrown 
upon  the  market.  But  I  need  not  de- 
tain the  House  by  citing  instances  of 
this  kind,  for  there  is  no  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  cannot  recall  similar  cases. 

Now,  Sir,  I  suppose  that  it  will  be 
admitted  upon  all  hands  that  a  clergy- 
man should  be  a  man  of  good  charac- 
ter? In  every-day  life  we  hear  of 
physicians  who  devote  their  skill  to  some 

S articular  organ  of  the  human  frame. 
>ne  man  pounces  upon  your  stomach, 
and  another  runs  away  with  your  lungs. 
Well,  in  clerical  life  we  find  something 
which  is  analogous.  There  are  spe- 
cialists there,. too,  and  one  of  the  most 
skilful  of  these  is  the  man  who  applies 
himself  to  your  diseased  reputation,  and 
who  keeps  the  Bishop  off  your  character. 
For  example,  the  derical  convict,  of 
whom  I  have  spoken,  having  suffered  in 
reputation  himself,  applies  himself  to 
the  cure  of  those  who  are  sufferers  in 
the  same  line,  and  keeps  a  pocketful  of 
livings  for  their  relief.  Lord  Sydney 
Gt>dolphin  Osborne  thus  describes  how 
he  deals  with  one  of  these — 

**  Then  a  certam  Mr. waa  appointed ;  he 

was  in  many  ways  most  objectionaDle.  He  at 
last  got  such  a  character  that  he  resigned. 
Then  he  put  in  A.  B.  He  and  the  clerical 
agent  took  the  duty  between  them,  the  agent 
preaching;  and  the  Bishop  of  Salisbury  wrote 
to  me  that  he  had  had  more  than  60  letters 
about  A.  B.  At  last  his  character  became  so 
obviously  bad,  that  this  agent  moved  him  to 
the  living  of  Q.,  where  he  prosecuted  him  for 
libel." 

Finally,  another  clergyman  named  S., 
who  had  been  subjected  to  an  enquiry 
under  a  commission,  was  instituted  to 
this  useful  living,  coming  from  the  dio- 
cese of  Norwich.    Now,  all  the  Bishops 

Mr,  Leatham 


in  these  cases  were  duly  warned  about 
what  was  taking  place;  but  it  seems 
that  they  were  totally  helpless  to  pre- 
vent the  institution  of  tneee  people, 
though  they  refused  to  countersigii 
their  testimonials,  and  we  are  expressly 
informed  that  this  convenient  living  was 
not  a  donative.  The  Bishop  of  Peter- 
borough, whose  efforts  in  the  cause  of 
reform  have  been  beyond  all  praise,  de- 
livered in  1875  a  very  powerml  (^large, 
in  which  he  thus  referred  to  £is 
point — 

"Since  I  have  been  a  Bishop,  I  have  been 
called  upon  to  institute  four  clergymen,  of 
whom  one  was  paralytic ;  another  so  aged  and 
infirm  that,  on  the  ground  of  his  age  and  in- 
firmity, he  asked  me  for  leav«  of  perpetml 
absence  from  the  important  parish  to  which  I 
had  just  instituted  nim ;  a  third  was  a  re- 
claimed drunkard,  who  was  preseDted  to  a  be- 
nefice, situated  only  a  few  milea  from  lb* 
scene  of  his  former  intemperance;  the  fouzth 
had  resigned  a  public  office — sooner  than  &cc 
a  charge  of  the  most  horrible  immorality, 
the  truth  of  which  he  did  not  dare  to  denr  to 
me.  In  each  of  these  cases  the  facts  wm 
perfectly  well  known  to  the  respective  patroDt. 
As  regutU  every  one  of  these,  I  was  advised 
that  i  hod  no  legal  power  to  refuse  instita- 
tion. ' 

NoW|  Sir,  I  cannot  pretend  to-night 
to  describe  to  the  House  all  the  genera 
of  simony  or  qtum-fomonj.  It  is  enough 
for  my  present  purpose  to  describe  a  fev 
of  the  chief  species.  ''  The  difficulty  is," 
as  one  of  the  witnesses  na^veiy  remarked, 
'^  that  the  persons  interested  want  to  an- 
ticipate the  vacancy,"  and  so  thc^  are 
driven  into  transactions  which  are  illegal, 
or  are  only  not  illegal  because  the  udll 
and  experience  of  centuries  are  resorted 
to  in  order  to  maintain  the  letter  of  the 
law,  while  its  spirit  is  violated  in  eveiy 
direction.  Now,  let  us  put  side  by  aide 
this  state  of  the  clerical  oonsdenoe  and 
of  the  conscience  of  patrons  with  the 
flourishing  character  of  the  traffio — a 
traffic  which  defies  the  ordinary  fluctua- 
tions of  trade ;  let  us  put  the  fact  thai 
''  evasions  of  the  law  are  almost  uni- 
versal," and  that  "  simoniacal  transac- 
tions cover  a  very  large  area,"  aide  by 
side  with  the  circumstance  that  proaecu- 
tions  for  simony  are  absolutely  unknown, 
that  no  such  case  has  oome  into  Court 
for  40  years,  and  that  the  Bishops  openly 
proclaim  their  utter  helplessness  in  the 
present  state  of  the  law ;  let  us  group 
all  these  facts  together,  and  then  let  dm 
ask  the  House  i^ether  it  is  to  say  Are 
or  No  to  this  Motion  ?    I  ask  devoted 
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Ohurohmen  whether,  bearing  in  mind 
the  amount  of  opposition  which  the 
Ohnich  has  often  to  encounter,  and  the 
kind  of  criticism  to  which  it  is  every- 
where subjected,  this  is  a  state  of  things 
which  they  can  afford  to  leave  unchanged? 
Two  or  three  years  ago  an  attempt  was 
made  to  change  it,  and,  in  order  to 
justify  the  terms  of  my  Motion,  I  fear  I 
must  detain  the  House  for  a  very  few 
minutes  while  I  sketch  as  briefly  as  pos- 
sible the  history  of  that  attempt. 

Now,  what  was  the  Bill  for  the  Be- 
form  of  the  Patronage  Laws,  which 
ultimately  found  its  way  into  this  House? 
Those  who  remember  the  incidents  of 
its  existence  in  '*  another  place" — where 
it  led  the  life  of  a  pantomime — will  agree 
that  we  may  well  ask.  I  have  no  doubt. 
Sir,  that  there  is  no  Member  of  this 
House  who,  in  his  younger  days,  has 
not  amused  himself  by  watchmg  the 
transformations  of  a  nimble  little  ani- 
znal,  which  beg^s  life  as  a  trani^arent 
globule,  and  ends  by  becoming  an  ex- 
pert swimmer  and  a  prodigious  jumper. 
The  measure  to  which  I  refer  went 
through  precisely  similar  transforma- 
tions ;  only,  by  a  law  of  natural  selec- 
tion which  would  have  puzzled  Dr. 
Darwin,  just  in  proportion  as  it  ap- 
proached maturity,  it  developed  back- 
wards. It  beffin  by  jumping  very  high 
indeed,  then  its  legs  fell  on  and  it  be- 
came a  tadpole ;  then  its  tail  fell  off  and 
it  became  a  mere  globule  of  legislation, 
transparent  and  passive,  and  wnich  you 
might  pierce  in  any  direction  in  search 
of  the  principle  of  vitality  without  find- 
ing it.  And  in  that  shape  it  passed  into 
the  hands  of  my  right  non.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Cambridge  University  (Mr. 
Walpole).  It  is  no  secret,  Sir,  that 
when  the  Bill  was  originally  mooted  it 
was  intended  to  embrace  the  prohibition 
of  the  sale  of  next  presentations.  That 
was  the  intention  of  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late who  moved  for  the  Committee.  It 
was  the  opinion  of  the  great  majority  of 
the  witnesses  examined.  But  when  the 
critical  moment  arrived,  and  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  who  was  in  the  Chair  (the 
Bishop  of  Peterborough)  had  submitted 
his  draft  Eeport,  fdl  his  Episcopal 
Brethren  save  one — the  same  Episcopal 
Brethren,  bear  in  mind,  who,  as  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  informed  us 
at  a  subsequent  stage,  regarded  the  pro- 
hibition otthe  sale  of  next  presentations 
<*  as  vital  to  the  Bill  if  it  were  to  be  of 


any  real  use  " — ^I  say  all  his  Episcopal 
Brethren  save  one  for30ok  him  and  fled, 
and  the  vital  clause  was  struck  out  of 
the  Eeport.  But  the  Bill,  as  originally 
printed,  still  contained  many  important 
provisions  which,  before  it  arrived  here, 
had  entirely  disappeared.  What  re- 
mained ?  The  Bill  abolished  donatives. 
I  wonder  whether  any  hon.  Member 
regards  that  as  a  great  achievement? 
I  wonder  whether  many  hon.  Members 
know  exactly  what  a  donative  is?  One 
of  the  witnesses  called  them  'Hhe  cracked 
china  of  the  Church,"  but  I  very  much 
doubt  whether  they  are  the  only  infirm 
porcelain  which  that  venerable  edifice 
contains.  A  donative  is  a  benefice  to 
which  you  may  present  without  troubling 
the  Bishop,  and  which  you  may  resign 
whenever  you  please.  There  are  in  all 
about  100  of  them ;  and  as  regards  the 
use  which  the  clerical  agents  may  make 
of  them,  let  the  House  remember  that 
in  the  worst  case  of  manipulation  by  an 
agent  which  I  have  related  to  the  House, 
we  are  expressly  told  that  the  benefice 
so  manipulated  was  not  a  donative. 
Then  the  Bill  abolished  resignation 
bonds.  That  was  simply  to  restore  the 
law  to  the  state  in  which  it  stood  before 
the  year  1827.  It  provided  publicity. 
The  Bishop  was  to  keep  a  register  of 
grants  of  advowsons.  Is  not  the  auc- 
tioneer's hammer  publicity,  and  the 
2,000  advertizements  ?  Then  the  Bill 
declared  the  payment  of  interest  upon 
the  purchase  nM>ney  of  an  advowson 
ille^.  As  though  any  actuary  could 
not  calculate  the  value  of  the  existing 
life,  and  deduct  it  £rom  the  principal ! 
Finally,  the  Bishop  was  empowered  to 
refuse  institution  for  actual  pnysical  in- 
capacity or  when  the  presentee  had 
passed  the  age  of  75.  And  what,  Sir, 
must  be  the  state  of  the  law  when  new 
legislation  is  required  to  empower  the 
Bishop  to  refuse  institution  to  a  man 
who  is  so  infirm  that  when  he  is  once 
down  upon  his  knees  he  cannottrise  firom 
them,  or  to  withhold  iiom,  raving  luna- 
tics the  privilege  of  consoling  us  upon 
our  death-beds  r 

Let  me  say  just  one  word  upon  the 
rights  of  congregations.  As  the  Bill 
was  ori^alty  drawn,  it  was  proposed  to 
give  to  Englishmen  some  shadow  of  the 
privileges  which  you  have  given  to  every 
congregation,  upon  the  other  side  of  ihe 
Tweed.  The  congregation  was  to  have 
the  right  of  challenging  improper  pre- 
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Bentations,  and  the  Bishop  was  bound  to 
attend  to  their  remonstrance,  and  to  try 
the  case  himself,  or  send  it  for  trial  be- 
fore the  Ecclesiastical  Judge.  But  the 
clause  was  narrowed  down  to  this,  that 
if  the  congregation  remonstrated,  thej 
were  no  longer  to  be  liable  to  prosecu- 
tion for  libel,  and  that  was  all.  If  in- 
credible doctrines,  if  intolerable  prac- 
tices, were  about  to  be  thrust  upon  us 
in  the  person  of  the  new  presentee,  were 
we  to  have  any  right  to  remonstrate 
then?  No,  Sir,  not  so  much  as  a  whisper. 
I  am  told  that  there  are  societies,  the 
whole  scope  of  whose  operations  consists 
in  the  purchase  of  advowsons  over  the 
heads  of  congregations,  and  the  impo- 
sition of  men  of  extreme  views,  who  may 
think  it  their  duty  to  startle  us  by  gym- 
nastic serrices,  or  the  exhibition  of  some 
Evangelical  extravaganza.  There  was 
not  a  word  in  the  Bui  which  could  save 
us  from  the  machinations  of  men  who 
club  together,  less,  as  tt  seems  to  me, 
for  the  propagation  of  the  faith  than  for 
the  propagation  of  faction.  There  was 
not  a  word  in  it  which  could  trouble  the 
calculations  of  those  whose  i^iritual 
earnestness  finds  vent — I  quote  the 
words  of  a  right  rev.  Prelate — "  less  in 
discovering  the  right  man  for  the  living 
than  in  discovering  the  right  living  for 
the  man."  This  whole  system  of  sale 
and  barter,  of  commission  agents  and 
advertizements  and  auctioneers  —  this 
whole  system  of  fraud  and  evasion — a 
system  which  is  so  shocking  that  one  of 
the  Bishops  tells  us — "  it  cuts,  as  it  were, 
into  the  very  reason  for  the  existence  of 
a  Church  at  all,"  was  to  receive  no  sen- 
sible discouragement  from  the  cobweb 
legislation  to  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  was  willing  to  lend  his  name. 

Sir,  I  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
I  ask  the  House,  to  take  higher  and 
firmer  g^und  upon  this  question.  It  is 
a  House  filled  with  Churchmen,  and 
with  those  who  wish  well  to  the  Church. 
Believe  me,  it  is  in  no  spirit  of  narrow  sec- 
tarian jealousy  that  I  speak.  I  regard 
the  legitimate  influence  of  the  Churcn  as 
a  g^eat  Christian  and  Christianizing 
community,  as  an  object  of  higher 
national  importance  than  the  equality 
of  creeds  before  the  law ;  and  1  hold 
that  it  would  have  been  better  for  the 
Church,  better  for  religion,  better  for  com- 
mon morality,  if  you  had  left  this  traffic 
in  the  dark,  rather  than  that  you  should 
have  poureid  this  flood  of  light  upon  it, 

Mr.  Zeaiham 


and  then  refuse  to  grapple  with  tkt 
facts.    Why,  Sir,   if  this  traffic  wcr» 
carried  on  with  the  ordinary  purpoaes  ol 
commerce,  there  is  no  merchant  or  sda- 
nufacturer  in  this  House  who  would  not 
scout  a  trade  besmirched  all  over  by 
fraudulent  evasion  of  the  law.     If  it 
were  a   mere    municipal    appointzneat 
which  was  bought,  you  would  send  the 
man  who  bought  it  to  prison.   If  it  wcrt 
a  mere  civil  or  military  appointmeoit 
what  should  we  think  of  the  nation  wbith 
bought  its  honour  to  the  hammer,  and 
flung  its    fame    and    safety  upon  the 
market?     But  what  ought  to   be  ma 
consternation,  when  we  remember  that 
the  object  of  all  this  fraudulent  barter  is 
a  responsibility  the  most  solemn  whieh 
can  aevolve  upon  any  man ;  that  these 
spectators  are  huckstering  with  the  most 
awful  names  upon  their  lips,  and  thai 
when  the  bargain  is  complete,  with  their 
hands  stained  and  their  oonsdenoes  eeAied 
by  fraud,  they  are  commissioned  with 
the  fuU  authority  of  the  Beahn  to  take 
charge  of  the  spiritual  interests  of  the 
nation?     Sir,    1    well    remember   th« 
speech  which  a  right  hon.  gentleman, 
now  a  noble  Lord,  Lord  Selbome,  once 
delivered  in  this  House  in  defence  of  the 
Established  Church.    I  remember  that 
he  dosed  it  by  a  quotation  noble  and 
eloquent  as  the  speech  itself.     He  spoke 
of  "  the  spiritual  fabric  of  the  Church  '* 
as  ''by  the  hands  of  wisdom  reared*  in 
beauty  of  holiness."    I  remember  the 
cheers  which  greeted  those  words ;  and 
it  is  because  in  g^reat  measure  I  sympa- 
thize  with  them,  that  I  claim  from  those 
who  raised  them  a  corresponding  sym* 
pathy  with  the  object  of  this  Motion.    If 
it  be  true  that  your  Church  is  "  reared 
in  holiness  and  beauty,"  then,  for  very 
shame,  if  for  no  higher  motive,  I  ask 
you  to  condemn  and  to  arrest  the  prac- 
tices of  those  who,  in  the  words  of  an 
older  and  greater  poet, 

*<  Do  traffic  m  the  sanctuary,  whose  walls 
With  miracles  and  martyrdonu  were  boili." 

The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving 
his  Kesulution. 

Mr.  HIBBEBT,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  he  was  sure  that  if  the 
arguments  urged  in  favour  of  it  were 
fairly  considered  .and  attended  to,  they 
would  be  calculated  to  strengthen,  rather 
than  weaken  the  Church  of  England. 
The  question  had  been  dealt  with  on 
many  occasions.  Everyone  aeemed  to 
be  anxious  to  reform  the  present  system 
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of  the  sale  of  liyings,  but  they  had  not 
been  able  to  ooxne  to  one  opinion.    A 
Commission  which  was    appointed   in 
1865   to   consider  this    subject  recom- 
mended that  for  the  then  existing  state 
of  the  law  there  shonld  be  substituted  a 
declaration  against  simony,  and  added 
an  expression  of  their  opinion  that  the 
law  on  the  subject  of  simony  required 
rerision.    In  1 870  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  present  Home  Secretary  brought 
in  a  Bill  which  had  for  its  object  the 
abolition  of  the  sale  of  next  presenta- 
tions, and  though  the  Bill  came  to  an 
untimely  death,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  done  good  service  by  bringing  the 
question   before  the  House,    in   1874 
tne  Bishop  of  Peterborough  brought 
forward  this  question  in  a  most  able  and 
eloquent  speech  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  the  speech  which  he  made  and  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  which  he  ob- 
tained were  much  stronger  than  the  Bill 
which  he  afterwards  introduced.     He 
(Mr.  Hibbert)  believed  that  the  Bishop 
had  a  real  and  honest  desire  to  deal  witn 
this  question,  and  that  a  great  advance 
would  have  been  made  if  ms  recommen- 
dations had  been  carried  into  effect.    As 
a  Churchman  he  (Mr.  Hibbert)  was  not 
disposed  to  think  that  they  could  abolish 
the  sale  of  livings  altogether.    He  was 
not  satisfied  that  the  abolition  of  the 
Bale  of  advowsons  was  one  which  was 
desirable,  until  he  could  find  a  better 
Body  to  whom  things  might  be  trans- 
ferred.   It  had  been  suggested  that  they 
should  be  transferred  to  some  popular 
Body ;  but  from  his  experience  in  the 
Noilh  of  England,  where  some  livings 
were  left  in  the  hands  of  popular  Bodies, 
he  had  no  desire  to  see  them  transferred 
in  that  manner.    The  abuses  which  had 
taken  place  where  such  a  system  existed 
showed  that   it  was   a  very  disadvan- 
tageous one.    He  did  not  think  that  they 
were  prepared  at  the  present  time  to  go 
so  far  as  to  say  that  advowsons  should 
be  abolished,  purchased,  and  transferred 
to  some  other  JBody.    But  if  they  could 
not  go  to  that  extent,  they  could  go  a 
great  length  in  doing  away  with  the 
sbnses  of  the   present   system.      The 
Cpsatest  scandal  and  abuse  arose  from 
the  sale  of  next  presentations,  and  no 
•srioos  inroad  on  property  would  take 
idaos  if  the  sale  of  next  presentations 
w«re  aboUshad.    The  law  ought  to  be 
dsAasd  with  more  strictness.     Parlia- 
asat  might  prohibit  the  public  sale  of 


this  kind  of  property,  and  the  congrega- 
tion ought  to  be  considered  in  the 
appointment  of  the  minister.  They 
knew  that  the  ooneregation  had  a  voice 
in  Scotland,  and  though  he  should  not 
think  it  would  be  advantageous  that  the 
congregation  should  have  the  entire 
selection,  he  thought  that  it  was  de- 
sirable that  whenever  a  patron  was 
appointed  notice  should  be  given  io  the 
congregation,  and  they  should  have  time 
to  make  a  representation  to  the  Bishop 
if  they  objected  to  the  man  who  was  to 
be  imposed  upon  them.  The  Home 
Secretary,  when  he  introduced  his  Bill 
in  1870,  said  that  the  great  majority  of 
the  clergy  were  in  favour  of  the  aboli- 
tion of  Uie  sale  of  next  presentations. 
The  same  might  be  said  of  the  laity,  and 
he  (Mr.  Hiboert)  should  like  to  know 
who  was  against  it.  fie  believed  that 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  dealing 
with  this  question  in  a  large  and 
rational  manner,  and  that  the  time  had 
now  come  when  it  should  be  taken 
up  by  the  Government.  Though  he 
seconded  the  Motion,  he  did  not  very 
much  object  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South-east  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Hardcastle). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  in  riew  of  the  prevalence  of  simoniacal 
evasions  of  the  Law  and  other  scandals  and 
abases  in  connection  with  the  exercise  and  dis- 
posal of  prirate  patronage  in  the  Church  of 
England,  remedial  measures  of  a  more  stringent 
ohwujter  than  any  recently  introduced  into  this 
House  are  urgently  required.'* — {Mr.  LetUhum.) 

Ma.  HABDCASTLE  rose  to  move  as 
an  Amendment — 

**  That  it  is  desirable  to  adopt  measures  for 
preventing  simoniacal  evasion  of  the  Law  and 
checking  abuses  in  the  sale  of  livings  in  private 
patronage." 

He  admitted  that  there  was  no  very 
material  difference  between  the  Amend- 
ment and  the  Kesolution  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Huddersfield.  It  appeared, 
however,  to  him  that  it  was  unaesirable 
in  an  abstract  Resolution  to  refer  to 
attempted  legislation  in  this  House,  and 
that  tne  Amendment  which  he  proposed 
practically  raised  the  whole  question. 
It  was  in  the  direction  of  the  measure 
introduced  by  the  present  Home  Secre- 
tary in  1870  that  he  (Mr.  Hardcastle) 
advocated  reform,  and  it  was  much  to 
be  regretted  that  that  measure  had  not 
passed  into  law.    The  abuses  to  which 
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the  hon.  Member  had  referred  were 
abases  which  were  discreditable  to  the 
Church.  No  one  could  fail  to  admit  the 
grievance  and  scandal  of  these  sales; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  they  presented 
any  reason  for  disestablishing  the 
Church.  It  was  not  very  long  since 
the  power  of  appointing  to  seats  in  that 
House  was  matter  of  sade,  and  a  Beform 
Bill  for  the  Church  of  England  would 
probably  do  as  much  good  as  the  Be- 
form  Bill  had  done  for  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  it  is  desirable  to  adopt  measures  for  prerenting 
nmoniacal  evasion  of  the  Law  and  checking 
abuses  in  the  sale  of  livings  in  private  patron- 
age,"—(i^**.  HardeattU,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Mb.  A8SHET0N  CBOSS  said,  he 
must  claim  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
for  a  few  minutes ;  but  he  felt  bound  to 
say  that  in  this  case  there  was  proof  of 
abuse,  and  he  hoped  on  whichever  side 
of  the  House  he  might  be  sitting,  he 
should  never  be  found  standing  up  for 
that  which  he  believed  to  be  an  abuse. 
This  was  a  matter  with  which  he  had 
endeavoured  to  deal  by  a  Bill  which  he 
introduced  as  a  private  Member  in  1870, 
and  he  did  not  desire  to  shrink  from  a 
single  word  he  used  on  that  occasion. 
In  his  mind,  there  was  a  considerable 
difference  between  the  sale  of  advow- 
sons  and  the  sale  of  next  presentations. 
He  believed  it  would  be  to  the  ereat 
injury  of  the  Church  of  England  if  pri- 
vate patronage  were  done  away  with. 
When  a  man  had  the  right  of  presenta- 
tion to  a  certain  living — which,  in  his 
opinion,  constituted  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant trusts  which  a  man  could  exer- 
cise— that  right  was  attached  to  certain 
property,  and  if  he  wanted  to  divest 
himself  of  ihat  right,  and  to  sell  the  ad- 
vowson  which  gave  it  to  him,  he  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  do  so,  but  that  he  had 
no  right  to  sell  the  next  presentation 
which  that  right  of  advowson  g^ve  him. 
In  his  opinion,  the  taking  of  money  for 
the  sale  of  a  n^xt  presentation  was  in 
the  same  category  as  the  taking  of  money 
for  giving  a  vote  for  a  Member  of  that 
House.  He  could  not  see  the  distinction. 

Mr.  ffardcasile 


If  there  was  to  be  private  pahoiMift», 
somebody  must  hold  the  advovBoa. 
They  oould  not  say  to  a  man  that  he 
should  not  sell  the  estate  to  wbidi  tlw 
advowson  was  attached,  or  that  he  akoaM 
not  sell  the  advowson  separately  frooi 
the  estate.  So  far  as  the  next  proeeata- 
tation  went,  however,  it  was  an  entbelj 
different  thing.  It  was  a  right  of  prt- 
sentation,  and  it  was  a  trust,  and  he  had 
no  more  right — ^indeed,  he  had  mae^ 
less  right — to  sell  that  trust  for  moauj 
to  put  into  his  own  pocket  than  to  asA 
his  right  to  vote  for  a  Member  of  that 
House.  A  eood  deal  had  baen  said 
about  the  Bishop  of  Peterboroogh'a  BiD, 
and  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Ijards 
which  sat  upon  this  subject,  bat  no  at- 
tention had  been  drawn  to  the  Beac^ 
tions  which  were  almost  unanimoedy 
passed  by  that  Committee.  He  sboiild 
uke,  therefore,  very  briefly  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  raoommea- 
dations  of  the  Committee  as  to  the  diree- 
tion  in  which  legislation  should  go.  la 
the  first  place,  £e  Committee  stated  that 
they  were  of  opinion  that — 


attadhed  t» 


''All  legislation  affecting  patronage 
proceed  upon  the  principle  thi^  luoh  ] 
partakes  of  the  nature  of  a  trust  to  be 
for  the  spiritual  benefit  of  the  parishi<men» 
that  whateyer  rights  of  property  sttafba. 
Church  patronage  must  always  be  regarded  in 
reference  to  the  application  of  that  prinapk." 

That  was  the  great  prindple  they  aE 
desired,  and  it  was  a  sound  basis  to  ge 
upon.  In  the  second  place,  the  Ooin- 
mittee  recommended  that — 

<*The  exercise  of  the  rights  of  patrnntss 
without  due  regard  to  the  interesta  of  tts 
parishioners  should,  as  far  as  poesible,  be  re- 
strained by  law,  and  that  the  law  should  aim  si 
preyenting,  as  far  as  possible,  the  appoaatmsal 
of  unfit  persons." 

In  furtherance  of  these  objects  the  Com* 
mittee  stated  that  it  was  desirable  thai 
publicity  should  be  secured  to  all  ap- 
pointments of  Church  patronage.  Tht 
Committee  further  went  on  to  aay,  ia 
which  he  quite  agreed  with  them,  that 
private  patronage  was  of  great  value  to 
the  Church,  and  to  strongly  depreoatt 
any  alteration  in  the  law  which  ahoold 
take  it  away.  These  were  the  princnpini 
laid  down  in  that  Beport  They  eafbreed 
the  point  that  the  right  of  i»reeentatioa 
was  a  trust  to  be  exercised  for  the  ben^ 
of  the  parishioners  at  large,  uid  aot  for 
the  advantage  of  the  holdor's  podnt 
That  was  the  principle  of  his  own  BBI» 
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and  it  was  also  the  principle  of  aBill  on 
the  snbjeot  introdnoed  by  the  Marquess 
of  SalisDuiy,  when  he  sat  in  the  Hoase, 
and  he  hoped  it  was  a  principle  which 
would  be  unanimously  sanctioned  by  the 
House.  He  was  quite  aware  of  the  prac- 
tical difficulty  of  distinguishing  between 
the  sale  of  a  next  presentation  and  the 
sale  of  an  advowson;  but  he  did  not 
think  the  difficulty  was  insuperable.  In 
reference  to  the  Motion  before  the  HousOi 
he  would  appeal  to  them,  if  possible,  to 
come  to  an  unanimous  vote;  and  he 
would  suggest  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Huddersfield  (Mr.  Leatham)  should 
accept  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South-east  Lancashire 
(Mr.  Hardcastle),  which  practically  led 
to  the  same  conclusion  as  his  own.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  willing  to  do 
that,  he  (Mr.  Gross)  would  support  the 
Amendment,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  do  the  same. 

Mb.  leatham  said,  after  the  ap- 
peal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  admirable  and  important  speech 
which  they  had  just  heara  from  him,  he 
felt  it  would  not  be  right  to  divide  the 
House,  and  he  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  EAIKES  was  unwilling  to  hear 
this  Motion  adopted  without  entering  his 
protest  against  the  arguments  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary. 
He  challenged  the  accuracy  of  the  illus- 
tration of  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
bad  made  use,  in  comparing  the  right 
of  advowson  to  the  nght  to  vote  for 
Members  of  that  House.  If  that  doc- 
trine were  applied  to  its  fbll  extent, 
it  appeared  to  him  that  an  owner 
would  not  have  the  right  to  lease 
the  property  which  gave  mm  the  vote. 
The  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
of  the  other  House,  that  the  right 
of  appointment  should  be  considered 
as  a  trust,  appeared  to  him  to  be  beg« 
ging  the  whole  question.  The  point 
to  be  determined  was  not  whether  the 
right  of  presentation  was  a  matter  of 
trust,  but  a  matter  of  property,  a  riffht, 
no  doubt,  to  be  governed  and  controlled 
in  the  interests  of  decency  and  propriety, 
bat  yet  a  right  which  was  a  matter  of 
property.      

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
never  for  a  moment  stated  that  the  right 
was  not  in  the  nature  of  private  pro- 
perty ;  but  that  it  was  property  doued 
with  a  trust,  and  a  most  sacred  trust,  to 


be  exercised  not  for  the  benefit  of  the 
individual,  but  the  whole  community. 
Mb.  WHALLEY    also    entered   his 

grotest  against  the  doctrine  of  the  right 
on.  Gentleman,  and  complained  of  the 
practice  of  clergymen  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Many  of  those  men  were 
abominable  and  atrocious  sepoys,  who 
were  receiving  the  pay  of  the  Church  for 
protecting  what  was  called  Protestantism, 
while  they  were  teaching  other  doctrines 
than  those  of  the  Churdi.  He  thought 
it  desirable  to  go  to  the  root  of  the  evil, 
and  that  Parli^ent  ought  to  take  such 
measures  as  would  get  rid  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  altogether,  or  apply  such 
remedy  to  the  evil  as  would  be  effectual. 

Mb.  EAMSAY  protested  against  the 
doctrines  of  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman 
and  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Chester 
(Mr.  Eaikes),  and  contended  that  the 
parishioners  had  a  right  to  elect  their 
own  ministers. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  thought  there  ought 
to  be  no  misunderstanding  upon  tliis 
important  question.  They  could  not 
come  to  an  unanimous  decision  except 
upon  one  point — namely,  that  they  con- 
demned in  toto  the  sale  of  a  spiritual 
charge,  as  if  it  were  a  horse  or  a  picture ; 
but  uiey  could  not  agree  that  there  was 
any  difference  between  the  sale  of  ad- 
vowsons  and  next  presentations.  What 
they  objected  to  was  that  there  should  be 
such  things  as  sales  of  next  presenta- 
tions, and  that  people  should  be  subject 
to  the  scandal  of  such  outrages.  No 
Bill  which  allowed  the  sale  of  advowsons 
would  meet  with  the  general  assent  of 
the  House,  or  would  be  regarded  as  a 
settlement  of  the  question. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 
toiihdraum, 

CHT7B0H    PATBONAGB    (sALE    OF    LIVINGS). 

Retohedy  That  it  is  desirable  to  adopt  mea- 
snres  for  preventing  simoniacal  evasion  of  the 
Law  and  checking  abuses  in  the  sale  of  livings 
in  private  pannage. 

rLLEGITIMATE  INTESTATES'  ESTATES 
(ENGLAND)-.UPCEOPrS  CASE. 

MOTION  FOB  ▲  BBTUBN. 

Mb.  COLMAN  rose  to  call  attention 
to  the  case  of  John  Montagu  Upcroft, 
an  illegitimate,  who  died  on  2drd  of 
November,  1861,  intestate ;  and  to  move 
for  a  Betum  of  any  allowanoes  made  out 
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of  tlie  estate,  and  of  any  other  applica- 
tion for  allowance  which  have  been  made, 
and  not  acceded  to  by  the  Treasury. 
This  responsibility  did  not  rest  with  the 
present  Government,  but  was  commenced 
long  before  it  came  into  office,  and  there- 
fore he  was  not  laying  any  blame  upon 
the  Treasury,  who  were  only  canying 
out  the  decision  of  their  Predecessors. 
Briefly,  the  facts  of  the  case  were  as 
follows : — The  Qovemment  had  received 
a  large  sum  of  money,  a  small  portion 
of  which  had  been  returned  to  certain 
relatives  of  the  reputed  father,  while  the 
claims  on  the  part  of  the  relatives  of  the 
mother  had  not  been  acceded  to.  John 
Montagu  Upcroft  and  Mary  Upcroft,  the 
former  being  an  illegitimate  son  of  the 
latter,  died  within  three  days  of  each 
other.  The  mother  died  possessed  of 
£30,000,  and  the  son  of  £160,000,  so 
that  the  sum  there  was  to  deal  with  was 
much  larger  than  that  involved  in  the 
discussion  that  occupied  the  earlier  por- 
tion of  the  evening.  The  important  part 
of  the  question  depended  upon  the  date 
of  the  deaths.  Mary  Upcroft  died  on 
March  20th,  1861,  and  her  son  died  on 
March  2drd  of  the  same  year.  John 
Upcroft  was  too  ill  to  make  a  will ;  but 
on  his  death-bed,  he  expressed  a  g^eat 
desire  to  make  a  will,  leaving  his  pro- 
perty to  his  mother's  relatives.  If  the 
son  had  died  only  two  or  three  days 
before  the  mother,  then  the  sum  would 
have  come  entirely  to  the  mother's  rela- 
tives, and  the  statement  made  to  him 
(Mr.  Colman),  was  that  out  of  the  large 
sum  of  £190,000,  £20,000  had  been  gran- 
ted to  the  relatives  of  the  father,  while 
the  claims  on  the  mother's  side  from 
relatives  who  were  in  very  great  want 
had  been  disregarded  altogether.  In 
cases  of  this  kind  it  was  usual  to  say  the 
mother  was  less  to  blame ;  and  here  was 
a  case  in  which  the  mother's  relatives 
had  received  no  «um  at  all,  and  he  put 
it  to  the  House  and  Treasury  whether 
this  was  not  a  case  calling  for  due  con- 
sideration at  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
might  reply  that  this  matter  was  closed 
long  ago,  and  the  House  had  heard 
of  claimants  arising  after  an  interval 
of  40  years ;  but,  in  this  case,  all  the 
claimants  were  known,  the  facts  were 
indisputable,  the  relatives  on  the  mo- 
ther's side  were  not  denied,  and  there 
was  no  fear  of  cousins  or  relatives  arising 
to  put  in  a  claim.    In  this  case  a  will  was 
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made  in  favour  of  the  mother,  and,  he 
for  an  accident,  the  whole  property  wo£i 
have  gone  to  the  mother  or  her  relathvi 
He  did  not  at  that' late  hour  widh  to  go 
into  a  long  discussion;  but  he  denvd 
the  House  to  believe  that  he  had  ba 
drawn  attention  to  the  case  hastilj,  and 
he  had  not  alluded  to  the  names  in  war 
waj  to  give  offence.  The  facts  wen 
very  simple.  The  Treasury  came  isto 
possession  of  nearly  £200,000  ;  asd, 
while  claimant's  on  the  mother's  adf 
for  a  share  of  this  were  denied,  dsiiEi 
on  the  other  side  with,  he  was  bovni 
to  say,  more  influence,  had  been  allowed. 


STTFERANinTATIOK  (MEBCAlTTIIiX 

FUND  OFFIOEBS)  BILL. 

Besolution  '[Jono  26]  rtportsd,  and 
— ^Bill  ordered  to  be  bronght  in  by  Mr 
Mr.  William  Hbioit  Smith,  ind  Sir 
Addb&lbt. 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
not  present;    House  counted,   and  4A 
Members  not  being  present, 


HouM  adjonmed  at  a  qpazter 

One  o'clock 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
W0diu9day,  27th  June,  1877. 


BONUTES.]— Public 
of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Snndaj  (Iraka^ 
(re'-eomm.)  [160],  debate  o^fottmed. 

Withdraum — Game   Laws   (Scotland) 
ment  (No.  2)  •  [92]. 


QUESTIONS. 


POST  OFFICJE— TELEGRAPHIC  COM- 
MUNICATION (IRELAND).— QUBSnOS, 

The  O'DONOOHUE  aaked  the  Pbtt- 
master  General,  Whether  any  and  what 
steps  have  been  taken  to  extend  trie- 
graphic  communication  between  Aidfirt 
and  Ballyheigue,  which  is  only  six  miki 
distant  firom  Ardfert,  is  one  of  the  nuMt 
important  Ooast  Quard  stations  in  ti» 
South  of  Ireland,  and  where  the  wast 
of  telegraphic  oommunioation  is  ofUa, 
in  winiar  particularly,  aerioualy  M%  f 
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LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS:  Sir,  no 
•tep§  hftTe  been  taken  to  carry  the  tde* 
graph  to  Ballyheigae,  and  as  the  eeti- 
maied  income  flBdls  very  &r  short  in- 
deed of  the  expense  that  would  be 
inonrred,  I  fear  I  cannot  hold  out  any 
hope  of  the  communication  desired 
being  made  at  the  public  expense. 


THE  MAGISTRACY  (IBELAND)— 
RESOLUTION.    QUESTION. 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  asked  the 
honourable  Member  for  Cavan,  If  he 
▼ill  state  to  the  House  the  terms  of  the 
Eesolution  respecting  the  Irish  Magis- 
tracy which  he  has  given  Notice  of  nis 
intoition  to  move  on  the  17th  of  July  ? 

Mb.  fay  :  Sir,  the  terms  of  it  are 
— That,  in  order  to  secure  greater  con- 
fidence in  the  administration  of  justice 
in  Ireland,  some  regard  should  be  had 
to  the  appointment  of  magistrates,  and 
no  member  of  the  Orange  iSxsiety  diould 
be  appointed. 

PARLIAMENT— ORDER   OF    BUSINESS. 

QUBSnOKS. 

Mb.  W.  R  FOBSTEB  asked.  What 
Bosineas  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
proposed  to  take  to-morrow ;  whether 
they  would  take  the  Army  Estimates ; 
and  when  they  would  brine  on  the  Edu- 
cation Estimates ;  and,  idso,  whether 
any  date  was  fixed  for  taking  the  second 
reading  of  the  South  African  Bill  ? 

ThbCHANOELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  he  must  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the  fact 
that  the  Oovemment  were  not  entirely 
masters  of  the  time  of  the  House.  They 
had  hoped,  on  Monday  last,  to  make 
some  progress  with  the  Army  Estimates, 
bat  only  one  Vote  was  agreed  to.  If 
those  Estimates  had  been  disposed  of, 
the  GoTemment  would  have  been  able 
to  take  the  South  African  Bill  to-mor- 
row. As  it  was  now  Tcry  near  the  end 
of  the  quarter,  and  as  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  have  Supply,  the  Army  Es- 
timates would  be  taken  to-morrow,  and 
also,  he  expected,  a  Ciyil  Service  Vote 
on  Account.  Probably,  the  Education 
Estimates  would  be  taken  on  Monday ; 
but  he  would  be  better  able  to  say  after 
seeing  the  progress  made  to-morrow. 
At  present  he  was  unable  to  name  a 
day  tat  the   South  African  BilL    In 
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any  case,  it  would  not  be  taken  to- 
morrow.   

Mb.  CX>0AN  asked.  When  the  Irish 
Education  Vote  would  come  before  the 
House  ?  

Tma  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEK,  in  reply,  said,  that  at  that  moment 
he  could  not  say,  but  would  reply  to- 
morrow to  the  Question. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  asked,  Whether, 
when  the  South  African  Bill  was  brought 
in,  it  would  be  the  First  Order  of  the 
Day? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  If  not  the  First  Order,  it  will 
have  a  prominent  place  on  the  Paper. 

ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAT. 


SALE  OP  INTOXICATING  UQUOBS  ON 

SUNDAY      (lEELAND)      (re^eommitUd) 

BILL.— [Bill  160.] 

{Mr,  Richard  Smyth,  The  0*  Conor  Don,  Mr, 

Charles  Lewis,  Mr.  Janus  Cony,  Mr,  JTilliam 

Johnston,  Mr,  Lease,  Mr,  Dickson, 

Mr,  Redmond.) 

OOiaOTTEB  ON  BE-OOHHITICEKT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*<That  the  first  six  Orders  of  the  Day  be 
postponed  till  after  the  Order  for  Committee  on 
the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  laquors  on  Sondaj 
(Ireland)  {ire-committed)  BiU.'^— (JTr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,) 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  that  dnring  his 
eight  years'  experience  that  was  the  first 
occasion  on  which  the  Leader  of  that 
House  had  come  down  on  Wednesday, 
on  behalf  of  the  Government,  and  had 
made  a  Motion,  the  effect  of  which  was 
to  deprive  private  Members  of  their 
right  to  suspend  and  pass  over  certain 
Orders,  that  a  particular  Bill  might  be 
proceeded  with.  He  f  Mr.  Callan)  was 
sure  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, remarkable  as  he  was  for  the  con- 
sideration he  showed  for  the  rights  of 
private  Members,  must  have  had  some 
very  heavy  force  behind  him  from  a  cer- 
tain section  of  hon.  Members  before  he 
made  the  Motion  he  had  just  submitted* 
On  seeing  that  the  Permissive  Bill  had 
dropped,  he  (Mr.  Callan)  thought  he 
also  saw  a  chance  of  bring^g  on  a  Bill 
which  he  had  upon  the  Orders  for  that 
day,  and  he  had  left  Ireland  last  night 
on  the  chance  of  being  able  to  get 
through  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ire- 
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land)  Bill,  whioh,  to  his  mind,  was  a 
measure  of  far  greater  importance  than 
the  Bill  to  which  so  ezoeptional  a  favour 
had  been  extended.  It  was  well  known 
that  g^ave  dissatisfaction  had  existed  in 
Ireland  for  many  years  as  to  the  consti- 
tution of  the  magistracy  of  that  country, 
and  still  greater  dissatisfaction  had  been 
expressed  as  to  the  unlimited  powers 
that  had  been  conferred  upon  them  by 
the  Habitual  Oriminals  Act,  which  was 
passed  in  the  year  1870  and  1871,  and 
which  was  renewed  imder  the  title  of  the 
Prevention  of  Crimes  Act,  and  that,  too, 
without  discussion  at  a  late  period  of  the 
Session,  but  not  without  a  protest  £rom 
one  whom  he  mi^ht  term  the  Nestor  of 
the  House— he  alluded  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henley).    The  Bill  which  he  had 

§ut  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  the 
ummary  Jurisdiction  Bill,  was  of  so 
essential  a  character  that  he  had  hoped 
it  might  be  allowed  to  pass  without  divi- 
sion, in  which  case  his  objection  to  pro- 
ceeding with  the  JSunday  Olosing  Bill 
would,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  have 
been  overcome.  He  should  be  glad  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  so  far  modify 
his  proposal  as  to  enable  that  Bill  to  be 
taken,  or  he  (Mr.  Callan)  would  move, 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion  before 
the  House,  that  the  Permissive  Prohibi- 
tory liquor  Bill  and  the  Game  Laws 
(Scotland)  Bill,  which  stood  first  on  the 
Order  Book,  be  both  passed  over  in 
favour  of  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
(Ireland)  Bill;  and  when  that  was 
passed,  as  he  was  sure  it  would  be,  if 
it  could  be  brought  on  without  a  divi- 
sion, he  should  not  oppose  too  strongly 
the  proposal  to  proceed  with  the  Sunday 
Closing  Bill.  So  important  was  the 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Bill  believed  to 
be  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  had  allowed 
it  to  pckss  a  second  reading  without  a 
division. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  infring^g  the  Kule  of  the 
House,  which  prevented  the  discussion 
of  measures  that  were  not  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  callan  said,  although  he  had 
consulted  the  book  of  Sir  Erskine  May, 
he  did  not  exactly  know  how  far  he 
might  go  in  stating  reasons  why  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  not  be  acceded  to,  and  why  so 
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exceptional  a  proposal  in  fuTOur  of  ^ 
Sunday  Closing  BiU  diould  b«  r^ortil 
The  only  reason  he  could  imagiiw  wk? 
such  a  proposal  should  be  made  wa*  IIm 
tendency  that  had  been  so  notioeafal*  ia 
favour  of  passing  coercive  measures,  f»» 
stricting  the  liberty  of  the  people,  aad 
effecting  in  a  manner  peonliAX^  dSwrn. 
sive  to  them  class  legislation.  [''Oh. 
oh!"]  He  repeated  the  words  *'dsai 
legislation."  f  Cri#«  o/ "  Order ! 'H  If 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  & 
Jenkins)  had  a  point  of  Order  to  rmu^ 
he  might  do  so  now.  He  (Mr.  OsHsb) 
was  not  aware  that  he  was  out  cf 
Order,  as  he  had  endeavoured  to  krap 
strictly  within  proper  limits  since  tk* 
Speaker  had  intimated  his  opinion.  Tlw 
Sunday  Closing  Bill,  coming'  as  it  dsl 
from  the  North  of  Ireland,  where  ihmt 
was  a  Sabbatarian  tendency  such  as  wsi 
found  in  some  Scotch  Sabbatarian  oon- 
stituencies,  might  not  appear  to  the  hoL. 
Member  for  Dundee  to  be  of  a  coeiciv» 
character ;  but  he  (Mr.  Callan)  asserted 
that  that  House  had  always  reoeifsd 
with  exceptional  favour  measures  of  a 
coercive  tendencv  that  were  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  thtt 
class  legislation  of  this  character  was 
always  welcomed  in  that  Assembly  witk 
open  arms.  As  he  was  prohibited  £ra« 
discussing  the  merits  of  his  own  BiQ, 
he  could  onlv  say  that  the  House  oogjki 
to  be  very  slow  to  sanction  such  a  pie- 
ceeding  as  that  of  the  Government  is 
comingdown  to  the  House  of  CommflOf 
on  a  Wednesday  and  proposing  to  d*- 
prive  private  Members  of  their  privi- 
leges. Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  ooo- 
plained  of  obstiuotion  on  other  eveniBgi 
in  the  week  by  certain  hon.  Membsn 
who  sat  on  that  side  of  the  House ;  hA 
he  asserted  that  the  obstruction  the  Go* 
vemment  had  offered  that  day  to  printi 
Members  was  quite  as  irritating  aad 
annoying  as  any  obstruction  that  had 
been  put  in  the  way  of  Govenunsat 
measures  during  the  present  Sesaoa. 
He  should  offer  his  most  streanoos  oih 
position  to  the  Motion,  and  thongli  m 
was  not  often  inclined  to  divide  tibs 
House,  he  certainly  should  divide  it  as 
this  occasion. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  supported  As 
opposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Doa- 
dalk  (Mr.  Callan).  He  thought  it  tso 
much  that  the  Gk)vemm6nt  should  sobs 
down  to  the  House  and  propose  to  tskt 
the  only  day  private  Members  hsd  At 
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bringing  forward  their  Bilk.  If  that 
were  to  oe  allowed  to  pass  oyer  quietly, 
and  if  the  Goyehunent  were  to  be  ed- 
lowed  to  aipproptiate  that  particular  day, 
why  shotdd  they  not  propose  to  appro- 
priate evezy  otiier  Wednesday  during 
the  rest  of  the  Session  ?  They  would 
hare  as  much  rifi'ht  to  do  one  as  i&e 
other.  He  held  uat  the  Bill  in  favour 
of  which  that  course  was  resorted  to  was 
a  most  inappropriate  measure  to  hurry 
through  the  House  that  could  well  be 
conceived.  He  remembered  that  a  Ooer< 
don  Bill  for  Ireland  had  been  passed  in 
thaft  House  in  a  single  day,  and  let  hon. 
Members  disguise  the  fact  as  they  would, 
the  measure  they  were  asked  to  proceed 
that  day  with  was  a  coerciYe  measure. 
It  was  a  Bill  to  deprive  the  people  of 
their  liberties  and  privileges.  It  was  a 
class  Bill,  promoted  by  a  small  mino- 
rity, for  the  purpose  of  depriving  the 
large  majority  of  the  Irish  people  of 
their  rights.  He  held,  therefore,  that 
it  was  wrong  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  propose  to  sus- 
pend the  Orders  of  the  Day  in  order  to 
pass  this  piece  of  special  legislation. 
Me  hoped  the  House  would  mark  its 
sense  of  what  was  proposed  by  disap- 
proving of  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment; and,  for  his  part,  he  was  deter- 
mined to  take  a  division  on  the  Motion 
in  order  to  test  the  feeling  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  he  also  protested 
against  the  action  of  t^e  Gbvemment  in 
ihe  matter.  He  did  not  think  they 
had  exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  taking 
the  course  they  had.  The  Summary 
Jurisdiction  Bill  would,  if  passed,  be  a 
far  more  useM  measure  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  than  the  obnoxious  Sale  of  In- 
toxicating Liquors  on  Sunday  Bill  would 
be.  The  Bill,  he  believed,  would  be 
strenuously  opposed,  and  he  was  glad 
of  it.  Indeea,  he  looked  upon  it  as  a 
Bill  which  would  set  a  bad  precedent 
with  reference  to  England,  and  he  would 
O|mo0e  it  in  every  possible  way. 

Ifn.  COOAN  said,  the  hon.  Member 
fer  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Sullivan)  was  under 
a  slight  mistake.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  not  sought  to  appropriate 
that  day  at  all.  The  fiact  was,  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  fcit  OarUde 
(Sir  W3Md  Lawson)  had  in  realil^ 
ponesslon  of  that  Wednesday,  whidi  it 
waS'  wsH  known  wo«dd  have  been  en<- 
oocupied  by  his  Permissive  Bill, 


if  he  had  persisted  with  it ;  but  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  given  up  his  right  in  order 
l^at  the  Bin  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  might  come  on,  as  he  felt 
that  it  was  morelikely  to  be  brought  to 
a  successful  issue  than  his  own,  inas- 
much as  it  was  a  measure  demanded  by 
the  great  mcnoriiy  of  the  Irish  people. 
["  Wo,  no!  "J  If  they  came  to  a  divi- 
sion on  it,  it  would  be  seen  by  the  votes 
of  the  Irish  Members  who  were  sup- 
posed to  represent  the  majority  of  the 
Irish  people,  whether  he  was  not  per- 
fectly accurate  in  that  statement.  It 
was  not  correct  to  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  interfered  with  the  rights  of 
private  Members,  the  simple  fact  being 
that  one  private  Member  nad  given  up 
his  right  to  another  private  Member, 
Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  having  sanc- 
tioned the  arrangement.  

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  spoken  (Mr.  Cogan)  had 
most  correctly  represented  the  state  of 
affairs  and  the  position  assumed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  At  the  same 
time,  he  was  bound  to  admit  that  the 
proceeding  was  one  that  was  not  of  a 
usual  character.  It  was,  however,  one 
that  had  been  adopted  imder  somewhat 
unusual  circumstances.  An  appeal  had 
been  made  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, for  reasons  into  which  he  need 
not  enter,  to  appoint  a  day  on  which  the 
Sunday  Closing  Bill  might  be  discussed. 
It  appeared  to  the  Government  that  it 
was  reasonable  that  they  should  ask 
some  assistance  from  private  Members, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  being  willing 
to  appropriate  one  day,  if  another  could 
be  found,  and  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son),  upon  a  suggestion  thrown  out  by 
him  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer), 
having  volunteered  to  waive  his  right 
to  discuss  the  Permissive  Prohibitory 
Liquor  Bill.  Anyone  who  had  watched 
the  proceedings  on  that  Bill  must  be 
aware  that  a  discussion  on  its  second 
reading  would  occupy  the  whole  of  the 
working  hours  of  the  day,  and,  conse- 
quently, that  no  other  Bill — unless  it 
were  of  a  very  formal  character,  such, 
perhaps,  as  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  Callan\  and  could  be 
rapidly  proceeded  with— could  have  a 
chance  oi  coining  on.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  having  agreed  that  such 
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a  step  might  be  taken,  lie  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  had  proposed, 
on  behalf  of  the  Oovemment,  the  course 
which  alone  would  have  induced  the 
hon.  Baronet  to  give  way.  He  did  not 
suppose  that  the  hon.  Baronet  would 
have  been  induced  to  waive  his  right  to 
proceed  with  the  Permissive  Bill  for  the 
sake  of  making  way  for  the  Summary 
Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  Bill.  The  hon. 
Baronet  was  under  the  impression,  which 
might  or  might  not  be  correct,  that  the 
Sunday  Closins^  Bill  was  one  of  great 
interest  to  a  Targe  majority  of  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland ;  and  it  was  on 
these  grounds  that  the  Government  had 
agreed  to  make  an  exception  to  the 
usual  course — an  exception  which  was 
not  out  of  Order,  but  was  unusual — for 
the  purpose  of  giving  hon.  Members 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  Sunday 
Closing  Bill.  He  hoped  that  the  House 
would  consent  to  the  Motion  he  had 
made,  especially  imder  the  circum- 
stances he  had  stated. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  it  might 
be  necessary  that  this  proceeding  should 
be  taken,  but  the  decision  on  the  whole 
question  rested  with  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son).  The  House  would  like  to  hear 
from  the  hon.  Baronet  whether  he 
approved  of  the  arrangement  that  had 
been  mentioned. 

Sm  WILFEID  LAWSON  said,  he 
was  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  take  up  a 
moment  of  the  valuable  time  of  the 
House  by  joining  in  a  frivolous  debate 
like  this,  the  only  object  of  which  was 
to  delay  the  Bill  it  was  proposed  to 
proceed  with.  But,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Newdegate), 
he  could  only  say  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  just  now  cor- 
rectly stated  the  position  of  affairs,  and 
he  was  greatly  obliged  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  Motion  he  had  made. 
He  had  given  up  his  Bill  for  the  sake  of 
facilitating  the  Irish  Bill ;  and  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  spend  its  time  in 
idle  preliminary  talk,  but  would  at  once 
and  m  a  business-like  manner  accept  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  GOLDSMID  was  opposed  to  both 
the  Bills  that  had  been  referred  to,  and 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  three  very 
unusual  things  had  been  done  on  that 
occasion.  In  the  first  place,  they  had 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Car- 
lisle (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  who   had 
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always    evinced    intense     anxiety    to 
bring  forward  the  permissiTe  qneotioe 
in  which  he  was  so  deeply  intorcatod, 
waiving  his  right  obtained  in  a  BaHcc 
that  had  taken  place  in  the  early  pait  <^ 
the  Session  to  discuss  his  BilL     TKea 
they  had  the  Leader  of  the  QroYenatymi 
coming  down  on  a  Wednesday  beCore 
the  Government  had  appropriated  ti» 
rest  of  the  Wednesdays  to  their  ows 
Business,  and  taking  the  unusual  coozw 
of  moving  that  the  other  Orders  of  th* 
Day  be  postponed  in  order  that  a  BOl 
low  down  on  the  list  should  be  taken 
out  of  its  course.    If  it  were  only  en 
that  account  he  should  say,  as  one  who 
valued  the  privileges  of  private  Man- 
bers,  that  this  was  a  most  objectionaU* 
proceeding.    It  might  be  taken  hen- 
after  as  a  precedent.    [''  No,  no !  *' j    It 
was  all  very  well  to  say  that  it  wosM 
not  be  construed  into  a  precedent.     Hie 
same  statement  was  always  made  on  simi- 
lar occasions ;  but  the  result  was,  that  ^ 
precedent  was  followed  as  soon   afto- 
wards  as  the  occasion  for  it  aroee.  In  th» 
third  place,  they  had  this  unusual  state 
of  things.    They  found  the  GbTemmeat. 
which  he  believed  really  agreed  witk 
him    (Mr.  Goldsmid)  in    objecting   to 
the    Sunday   Closing   Bill,  asking  lSb/b 
House  to  do  a  thing  that  was  irregokr, 
in  order  that  the  Bui  to  which  thej  ob- 
jected might  be  taken  as  the  First  Order 
on  a  private  Member's  day.    He  would 
put  it  to  the  Speaker,  whether  he  had 
ever,  in  his   long    experience,   knows 
such  an  extraordinary  combination  of 
irregularities  in  one  proceeding  belm 
that    House?     He    thought    &at   tlis 
House  ought  to  pause  before  adopting 
such  a  proposal  as  that  now  before  it* 
not  only  because  it  was  an  infring^neni 
on  the  rights  of  private  Members,  but 
because  it  would  set  an  example  of  sock 
an  evil  character  that  he  did  not  see  how 
far  they  might  not  be  called  upon  heie^ 
after  to  hand  over  the  conduct  of  pri- 
vate Members'  Business  to  Her   Ma- 
jesty's Government.    If  the  House  were 
wise  it  would  not  accede  to  the  Motioa, 
to  which  he  objected,  thoueh  he  wss 
equally  opposed  to  the  Bill,  which  would 
be  taken  ii  it  were  not  assented  to,  sad 
to  that  which  would  be  discussed  if  it 
were  adopted. 

Mb.  WjXBELHGUSE  viewed  the  pn- 
posal  now  made  as  one  of  the  most  extia> 
ordinary  he  had  ever  heard  in  that  Hmna 
The  position  in  which  he  was  placed 
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this — that  hut  for  this  Motion  he  might 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  opposing 
another  Bill  which  was  set  down  as  the 
First  Order ;  and  had  that  opportunity 
been  given  to  him,  the  chances  were 
tiiat  the  Bill  for  which  precedence  was 
asked,  and  which  he  apprehended  was 
eren  more  objectionable  than  the  Per- 
missiTe    Bill,    would   not    have    been 
brought  forward  that  day,  and  probably 
not  during  the  rest  of  the  Session.  Like 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bochester  (Mr. 
Qoldsmid),  he  regarded  both  these  Bills 
as  being  about  as  objectionable  as  could 
be,  and  for  this  reason — both  of  them, 
nnder  the  guise  of  doing  some  good  to 
somebody,   proposed  to  interfere  with 
the  domestic  habits  and  rights  of  the 
people  at  large.    He  did  not  care  one 
straw  whether  the  proposed  interference 
was  with  the  Engbsh  or  the  Irish  peo- 
ple.   What  he  said  was,  that  at  any 
rate  they  ought  not  to  be  givine  up  to 
one  hon.  Member,  who  had  a  higldy  ob- 
jectionable Bill  on  the  Paper,  a  day  that 
was  set  apart  for  the  consideration  of 
another  BiU,  although  that  was  almost 
equally  objectionable.    These  being  his 
views,  he  must  go  into  the  Lobby  with 
those  who  objected  to  the  Motion. 

Ma.  M'OAJRTHY  DOWNING  feared 
it  would  only  be  a  waste  of  time  if  the 
Motion  were  carried,  because  he  was 
well  aware  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government  or  those  who  were  op- 
posed to  the  Sundav  Closing  Bill  that 
the  question  of  gomg  into  Committee 
should  be  brought  to  a  division.  It  was 
quite  clear  that  the  course  intended  to 
be  taken  was  to  talk  the  Bill  out,  and 
the  only  result  of  their  proceedings  that 
day  would  be  a  waste  of  the  public  time. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  would  get  up  and 
say  he  was  determined  to  give  every 
fi^ility  for  the  purpose  of  getting  the 
Bill  into  and  through  Committee,  it 
might  poeeibly  be  arranged ;  but  as  they 
til  knew  that  the  Bill  was  to  be  talked 
out,  it]  was  mere  waste  of  time  to  at- 
tempt to  do  anything  of  a  practical 
ntture. 

8ia  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH,  in 
reply  to  the  challenge  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cork,  said,  it  was 
his  earnest  wish  and  desire  that  the 
House  should  go  into  Committee  on  the 
BiU  and  discuss  the  clauses,  so  as,  if 
posnble,  to  arrive  at  a  settlement  of  the 
qustion. 


Mr.  MACAETNEY  said,  the  only 
difficulty  generally  had  been  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  County  (Mr.  Downing)  did 
not  ima^ne  that  the  Government  would 
give  facilities  for  the  passing  of  the  Irish 
Bill  if  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  gave  up 
his  right  as  to  the  Permissive  Bill ;  but 
now  the  Government  had  announced 
that  they  would  afford  these  facilities 
he  could  not  understand  the  course  that 
was  being  taken,  especially  by  hon. 
Members  coming  from  Ireland. 

Major  O'GOkMAN  said,  the  Govern- 
ment was  never  tired  of  passine  coercive 
measures  for  Ireland,  and  when  they 
could  not  find  a  coercive  measure  to 
bring  in  themselves,  they  invited  pri- 
vate Members  to  bring  them  forward ; 
and  not  only  did  they  do  this,  but  they 
deprived  private  Members  of  their  right 
to  oring  in  Bills,  in  order  that  other  pri- 
vate Members  might  introduce  coercive 
measures.  That  course  of  procedure 
was  one  which  ought  to  be  objected  to 
by  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  99;  Noes 
23:  Majority  76.— (Div.  List,  No.  196.) 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  EIOHAED  SMYTH  said,  that 
after  the  statement  which  had  just  been 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Cork  County  TMr.  Downing),  it 
would  be  very  injuoicious  on  his  (Mr. 
Smyth's)  part  if  he  occupied  the  time 
of  the  House,  as  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  expressed  what  was  said  to 
be  the  intention  of  a  section  of  hon. 
Members  in  that  House.  He  (Mr. 
Smyth)  would  not  contribute  to  that 
result ;  but  would  simply  thank  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle  for  making  a  way 
for  the  Bill,  and  also  thank  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  making  the  Motion  which 
had  ^iven  effect  to  his  hon.  Friend's 
intention.  The  principle  of  his  Bill  was 
so  well  known  to  the  House  and  the 
country  that  he  would  do  no  more  than 
move  Uiat  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  upon  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  Uie 
Chair."— (ifr.  Richard  Smyth.) 
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Mr.  MTTBPHY  rose  to  xnove,  as  an 
Amendment — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House^  it  is  not 
expedient  that  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  should 
be  extended  to  the  whole  of  Ireland.*' 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said :  Sir,  in  rising 
to  propose  the  Resolution  which  appears 
in  mj  name  on  the  Paper,  I  have  to  ask 
the  attention  of  hon.  Members,  while  I 
proceed  to  lay  before  them  the  real  posi- 
tion in  which  this  question  now  stands ; 
and,  at  the  same  time,  afford  them  and 
the  country  the  benefit  of  information 
which  a  late  inquiry  hhe/tdf  the'^first 
time,  brought  to  light.  If  I  mistake  not, 
this  information  will  enable   them  to 
arrive  at  a  conclusion  precisely  the  reverse 
of  that  which  this  House  has  been  induced 
to  come  to,  on  the  second  reading — a  con- 
clusion brought  about,  as  I  believe,  by 
an  undue  and  perhaps  unconscious  as- 
sumption of  a  state  of  facts  which  does 
not  exist,  and  by  the    creation  of  an 
artificial  so-called  public  opinion  pro- 
duced, in  the  main,  by  the  persevering 
operations  of  a  well-organizea  and  active 
Association  or  Confederacy.    Sir,  that 
Confederacy  has  hitherto  had  an  enor- 
mous advantage  in  its  favour,  in  the 
generally  aocepted  idea  of  the  prevalence 
of  wide-n>read  intemperance  m  Ireland, 
and  particularly  on  Sundays.    In  fact, 
this  idea  has  been  a  principal  reason 
for  the  existence  of  the  Confederacy, 
and  I  need  scarcely  say  that  its  active 
agents  have  availed  themselves  of  the 
advantage  to  the  utmost  of  their  power. 
What  have  they  done?     They  come 
down  to  this  House,  and  without  even 
attempting  to  prove  the  fact,  they  broadly 
assert  that  wholesale  intemperance  pre- 
vails throughout  the  land,  that  the  ooim- 
tiy  is  a  nation  of  drunkisurds,  and  that 
the  total  closing  of  public-houses  on 
Sundays  will  eradicate  the  vice;   and 
they  follow  up  these  two  false  premises 
by  roundly  asserting  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  are  unanimously  in  favour  of 
the  measure.    GKve  me  leave  to  ask — 
Would  they  dare  to  propose  such  a  mea- 
sure to  the  people  of  England ;  would  it 
not  be  scouted  if  they  did ;  and  can  they 
for  a  moment  suppose  that  they  will  be 
permitted  to  thrust  down  the  throat  of 
the  people  of  Ireland   an    enactment 
which  would  not  be  received  by  English- 
men,  and  which  would  logically  and 
neoeissarily    give    the    imprimatur    of 
Legislative  authority  to  their  patriotic 


proclamation,  ibfti  Ireland  iji  a 
of  intempetateA?  Now,  Sir,  I 
it  would  be  convenient  to  tlU  Hi 
if  I  put  them  in  possession,  akortlT,  cl 
the  mstoi^  of  this  question,  and  afl«ia§ 
for  their  mdulffenoe  as  I  do,  I  TOBlon 
to  hope  that  I  BhaR  not  abuse  it.  It  is 
now  just  10  years  since  a  Bill  aoafr- 
what  of  this  nature  was  introdoood.  A 
similar  Bill  was  introduced  at  the  wmam 
time  for  England,  by  the  late  Mr.  AM 
Smith,  and  both  Bills  stood  o«&  the  Psps 
for  second  reading  on  the  same  ereniaf, 
the  English  Bill  being  first.  I  cum 
into  the  House  about  half-paat  IS  oa 
that  night,  and,  to  my  astoniakiBaK, 
found  that  the  Member  in  charge  of  t^ 
Irish  Bill  (my  hon.  and  eallant  Kiflud 
the  Member  for  Langfora)  had  iD0v«d 
the  second  reading,  the  foigliiih  Bd 
havine   been   postooned.    I,  howvrac, 

gave  r^otice  that  I  would  oppose  thA 
>rder  for  goinff  into  Oommittee;  aad 
I  accordingly  cOid  so,  and  moved  tlict 
it  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Oomy 
mittee,  and  carried  my  Motion  on  a 
division.    It  was  then  too  late  in  tiks 
Session  to  proceed  further,  and  in  tk« 
following  year  I  urged  that  a  nnukr 
Bill  should  be  read  a  aeccmd  time  en 
the  understanding  that  it  should  be  r»- 
ferred  to  a  Select  Oommittee,  and  thai 
the  Licensing  Laws  should  form  pait  <d 
the   inquiry.     A   similar   courae    was 
adopted  with   regard   to  the    '^^^g^*'*^ 
Bill.    Both  Bills  were  according^  n- 
ferred,  and  both  Committees  reported 
against  them.    The  Beport  on  the  Iriak 
Bill  was  unanimously  against  total  Sun- 
day closing,   and  a  limitation  of  the 
hours  was  suggested — namely,  that  9 
o'clock  P.M.,  in  towns  of  over  5,000  is* 
habitants,  and  7  o'clock  rac,  in  tovm 
under  that  number,  should  for  the  fiitare 
be  the  closing  time  on  Sundays.     It 
the  year  1869  or  1870,  a  Bill  waa  ajnia 
brought  in  by  the  h<m.  and   gaflaat 
Memoer  for  Duigford,  and  I  think  a 
Bill  also  by  Sir  Dominic  Coxrigan;  hmt 
finally,  in   1873,  the  Act  wmch  mm 
regulates  the  question  of  docing  waa 
brought  in  ana  passed  by  the  Ooram* 
ment  of  the  day  Doth  for  England  aad 
Ireland,  and  the  precise  hours  recom^ 
mended   by  the  oelect  Committed  oa 
the  Irish  BUI  for  Oloaing  on  8mid^ 
were  adopted  for  Irelana.    Paring  I 
may  mention  that  the  late  TriiiMitii 
Ardibishop  Leahy  waa  one  of  the  wS^ 
neeses  examined  befinetlieOoBmillia- 
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and  it  is  needless  to  say  that  he  was  a 
strong  advocate  for  Sondaj  dosing — but 
althoagh  thej  were  put  in  full  posses- 
sion by  him  of  the  nature  and  effects  of 
the  Toinntary   system  adopted  by  his 
advioe    and   influence   throughout   his 
dioceae,  the  Committee  were  unanimously 
of  opinion  that  a  restriotive  and  compul- 
sory legislative   enactment  would   not 
attain  the  same  results ;  and  it  is  to  be 
noted  that  one  half  the  Committee  had 
Totod  in  favour  of  the  Bill.     Well,  8ir, 
on  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1872,  it  was 
nataraliy  thought  that  there  was  a  settle- 
ment of  the  question ;  and  so,  indeed,  it 
has  proved  so  far  as  England  is  con- 
oemed.     But  very  soon   afterwards  it 
appeared  that  the  United  Kingdom  Alli- 
ance  was   formed,    with  a  capital    of 
£250,000,  for  advocating  the  Permissive 
Bill,  and  as  stated  by  some,  the  ulti- 
mata suppression  of  the  liquor  traffic. 
They  did   not   attempt   to  revive  the 
Question  of  Sunday  dosing  in  England 
directly,  or  at  least  activefy ;  they  knew 
that   the  feelings   and   habits  of  the 
people  would  revolt  against  it,  but  they 
wilhngiy  lent   their   co-operation    and 
sympathy  to  the  Sunday  Closing  Alli- 
ance in  Ireland,  jnd^g,  perhaps,  that 
as  regards  their  tdtmiate  operations  in 
England,    the  ixperimmtmrn  in  earpor§ 
9%H  might  be  successfully  tried  on  in 
Ireland ;  and  hence,  no  doubt,  the  re- 
sult of  this  holy  alliance  has  been  the 
agitation  in  that  country  and  the  pro- 
docton    of  the   Bill    now    before  the 
House.      In  favour  of  this  Bill  there 
is    no    demonstration    made    by   the 
masses.       They    are    contented    with 
the  settlement  of  1872.    They  do  not 
complain   that   they  are    demoralized, 
intemperate,  and  incapaUe  of  self-re- 
straint, owing  to  the  operation  of  the 
present  liquor  laws.    Tet  this  Associa- 
tion, assuming  to  be  the  representatives 
of  benevolence  and  humanity,  with  a 
larse,  well-paid,  and  methodijEed  Staff, 
sit  down  in  their  central  bureau,  take  the 
Ordnance  map,  divide  the  countiy  into 
portions,  and  send  out  their  agents  to 
csavass  for  signatures  in  favour  of  the 
BilL  They  establish  themselves  in  every 
town,  they  prepare  forms  of  Petition 
sgainst  Sunoay  opening  as  a  cause  of 
iniemperanee,  which  are  readily  signed 
by  Boards  of  Guardians  and  other  local 
bodies.  But,  Sir,  they  go  farther.  They 
moim  by  private  canvass,  and  by  means 
Wit  known  to  themselves,  the  signatures 


of  electors  in  various  localities  to  a  form 
of  requisition  or  remonstrance  addressed 
to  their  representatives  in  this  House  in 
favour  of  the  measure.  Those  requisi- 
tions, which  are  not  adopted  at  public 
meeting^,  are  sent  from  a  central  assoda- 
tion  in  Dublin  to  hon.  Members  of  this 
House  by  the  secretary,  with  a  letter 
couched  in  polite  and  fdOPable  terms,  as  if 
it  emanated  from  their  constituents,  and 
requesting  that  due  attention  be  paid  to  it, 
and  its  prayer  supported.  Must  not  every 
hon.  Member  receiving  such  a  communi- 
cation feel  surprised  and  indignant  at 
such  a  course  ?  I  question  very  much  if 
such  a  course  of  conduct  might  not  be  con- 
sidered an  infringement  of  the  privileges 
of  this  House,  as  it  is  plainly  pursued 
with  the  object  of  compelling  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  vote  in  a  particular  manner.  I 
find  that  in  1874  the  advocates  of  this 
Sunday-dosing  movement  sent  round  a 

Saper  stating  that  the  House  of  Commons 
ivided,  and  that  there  were  42  Irish 
Members  in  favour  of  Sunday  closing ; 
but  on  looking  at  the  Division  lost  I  found 
there  were  only  29.  When  the  promoters 
of  this  Bill  say  that  the  unanimous  con- 
sent of  the  people  of  Ireland — the  pre- 
ponderating opinion  of  all  classes — is  in 
favour  of  it,  I  deny  altogether  the  accu- 
racy of  their  statement.  They  have 
endeavoured  to  impose  on  the  House  by 
signatures  to  Petitions  obtained  Ood 
knows  how.  There  is  one  class  of  per- 
sons specially  interested  in  this  measure. 
They  do  not  ask  for  it.  Is  it  right  for 
others  to  legislate  for  them  against  their 
will?  The  promoters  of  this  Bill  are 
bound  to  prove  that  there  is  such  an 
amount  of  intemperance  in  Ireland  as 
to  make  leg^islative  interference  neces- 
sary. No  one  can  say  that  interference 
would  be  improper  to  prevent  a  man 
from  injuring  himself  or  his  neighbour ; 
but  to  measure  the  amount  a  man  is 
to  drink  when  he  is  not  injuring  his 
neighbour  or  himself  is  an  unjustifia- 
ble interference  with  personal  liberty. 
I  do  not  deny  that  the  advocates  of  the 
measure  are  influenced  by  good  motives; 
but  I  cannot  conceal  fit>m  myself  the 
suspicion  that  selfishness  enters  largely 
into  the  calculations  of  many  of  the  in- 
struments in  the  movement.  I  think  the 
promoters  of  the  movement  are  bound  to 
prove  that  there  exists  such  an  amount 
of  intemperance  in  Ireland  on  Sunday 
as  will  justify  Parliament  in  stepping  in 
to  close  the  public-houses  on  tnat  day. 
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But  that  is  not  all.  They  are  bound  to 
show  a  remedy.  They  are  also  bound  to 
prove  that  the  closing  of  public-houses 
on  Sundays  would  get  rid  of  this  intem- 
perance. Again,  they  are  bound  to  show 
that  the  class  for  whose  benefit  this  mea- 
sure is  asked  desire  it.  The  statements 
of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  are  untrue ; 
and,  if  true,  the  proposed  remedy  would 
be  inefficacious.  The  promoters  of  this 
Bill  come  here  with  the  broad  assertion 
that  such  an  amount  of  intemperance 
exists  on  Sundays  as  renders  this  day  a 
day  of  sc€uidal,  of  disorder,  of  insubor- 
dination, and  of  riot,  and  they  therefore 
assert  that  the  Legislature  is  boimd  to 
interfere  and  put  a  stop  to  such  a  state 
of  things.  But  it  is  a  fact  that  they 
have  never  taken  the  trouble  even  to 
prove  their  assumption.  They  seem  to 
think  there  is  no  occasion  to  prove  it, 
and  they  ask  everyone  who  is  against 
intemperance  to  back  up  their  opmions 
without  subjecting  them  to  the  light  of 
facts.  Since  this  agitation  commenced, 
a  Select  Committee,  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Chief  Secretaiy  for  Ireland 
moved  for  on  the  occasion  of  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  has  been  appointed, 
with  limited  powers,  restricting  the  in- 
quiry to  five  large  towns  specified  by  the 
Chief  Secretary.  I  objected  to  the  na- 
ture of  that  Committee.  I  think  I  used 
the  words,  that  I  objected  to  a  fragmen- 
tary inquiry.  If  there  was  to  be  an  in- 
quiry, I  said,  let  it  be  into  the  whole 
subject,  and  do  not  limit  it  to  five  towns, 
because  it  affects  every  urban  popula- 
tion, more  or  less,  and  it  equally  affects 
every  populous  place,  and  on  principle  I 
cannot  see  why,  if  you  are  to  have  an 
inquiry  at  all,  and  if  you  are  to  upset 
the  Beport  of  the  Select  Committee  of 
1868,  you  are  to  restrict  that  inquiry  to 
five  towns.  Of  course,  there  was  no  use 
in  my  doing  anything  further  than  say- 
ing that,  as  the  Government  proposed 
that  the  Committee  should  confine  its 
inquiries  to  Dublin,  Cork,  limerick. 
Bedfast,  and  Waterford.  There  was  no 
help  for  it.  The  Select  Committee  was 
appointed,  and  they  went  to  work.  Now, 
up  to  that  time,  there  never  was  any 
inquiry  made  into  the  truth  of  the  asser- 
tion as  to  the  positive  amount  of  intem- 
perance in  any  one  district  in  Ireland 
on  Sundays.  No  statistics  were  ever 
produced  in  this  House  showing  whether 
the  broad  grounds  on  which  the  pro- 
posers of  this  Bill  oome  to  Parliament 
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are  in  fact  true  or  not;  but  now  I  faavt 
before  me  in  figures  the  result  of  iSka 
inquiry  which    took   place  before  i3^ 
Select  Committee.    I  crave  ihe  Hosoi 
most  earnestly  to  give  me  their  attentka 
while  I  state  what  I  have  not  the  aliglift. 
est  hesitation  in  saying  will,  after  aHtW 
exaggerations  that  have  been  made,  nai, 
all  the  settled  and  quoii-tet^Led  opinioas 
which  have  been  brought  forward  aa  to 
the  amoimt  of  drunkenness  eziatiiig'  ea 
Sundays,  put  the  matter  in  a  diffarast 
light,  ana  I  will  only  quote  the  £guim 
furnished  by  official  whose  duty  it  it 
to  take  account  of  what  is  pnwang  ia 
Ireland.    I  will  take  Belfiasty  wUh  a  po- 
pulation of  210,000.    I  have  a  Betam 
here  for  the  eight  years  £pom  1809  Id 
1876,  showine  uie  total  number  of  ar- 
rests for  druuenness  in  each  year,  dis- 
tinguishing Sundays  from  the  other  dayi 
of  the  weiek.    The  average  munber  ci 
arrests  in  Belfast  for  each  of  the  eigkt 
years  is  very  similar.    In  1869  it  was 
9,239;  in  1870,  8,776;  in  1874,  7,014; 
in  1876,  7,192 ;  but  the  average  of  t^ 
eight  years  shows  the  number  of  arrerti 
per  year  to  be  7,962.    That  would  gm 
a  daily  averaffe  of  about  22  penoai 
arrested   for  drunkenness   in    JSelfMt 
Now  we  come  to  the  Sunday,  the  moat 
drunken  day,  it  is  said,  in  the  week ;  tha 
one  in  which  the  artizans  and  labooren 
have  the  greatest  leisure ;  the  one  that 
has  been  paraded  as  such  a  monatross 
excrescence  in  Ireland,  that  the  Legiala* 
ture  is  called  upon  in  Ood's  name  to 
interfere  to  txy  and  put  a  stop  to  th« 

S resent  state  of  things.  WeU,  what 
oes  the  House  think  was  the  nnmbo'  o£ 
arrests  on  Sundays?  It  was  476  for  tha 
whole  year  1869,  489  for  the  next  year, 
then  399,  then  418,  then  464,  next  376^ 
next  445,  and  422  in  the  last  year.  Th«« 
is  a  series  of  eight  years  taken,  and  it  is 
found  that  the  average  number  of  ar- 
rests per  Sunday  in  B^fastia  only  eight 
as  afi;ainst  a  daily  average  of  82  for  tha 
whole  year.  I  really  do  not  know  how 
it  is  that  the  promoters  of  thia  Bill  oooa 
down  to  this  Mouse,  and  ask  ua  to  pass 
an  Act  for  closing  all  puUic-hooses  ia 
Ireland  on  Sundays,  when  the  atatintifi 
and  official  Betnrns  produced  by  wit- 
nesses above  suspicion  show  that  aot 
only  is  there  not  an  exoesaive  amoimt  of 
intemperance  on  Sundays,  bat  that  it « 
the  day  above  all  others  in 
is  the  least  amount  of  < 
Next  I  oome  to  Dublin,  with  a 
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tion  of  337,000.  The  number  of  arrests 
Imst  year  was  13,702,  giying  an  average 
of  32  per  day  for  the  whole  year.  An 
enumeration  was  taken  and  laid  before 
the  Select  Committee  by  the  authorities 
in  Dublin,  showing  the  number  of  per- 
sons arrested  on  Saturdays,  on  Sundays, 
and  on  Thursdays  during  the  months  of 
NoTember,  December,  and  January  last 
The  number  appearing  to  have  been 
arrested  on  Saturday  was  919 ;  on  Thurs- 
day, which  was  selected  as  an  interme- 
diate day  in  the  week,  it  was  453 ;  and 
on  Sunday  it  was  308,  or  one-third  of 
the  number  arrested  on  Saturdays,  and 
60  per  oent  less  than  the  arrests  on 
Thursdays.  Now,  taking  those  three 
months  as  a  guide  for  the  year,  the 
STerag^  per  day  for  Saturdays  was  70, 
for  Thursdays  34,  and  for  Sundays  only 
23.  If  statistics  are  right,  if  official 
infomuition  is  right,  if  facts  are  all  that 
is  wanted  to  enable  this  House  to  form  a 
judgment,  where  can  you  go  fturther  than 
you  have  done  in  tnis  direction,  and 
what  justification  do  these  Betums  show 
lor  the  promoters  of  this  Bill  to  come 
down  to  this  House  and  reiterate  the  broad 

declaration  that  Sunday  in  Ireland  is  a 

day  of  intemperance,  disorder,  and  riot? 

With  what  face  can  these  hon.  Goitle- 

men  come  into  this  House,  after  these 

•tatistics,  and  ask  this  House  to  stultify 

itself,  the  facts  and  figures  diowing  the 

Teryoppositeof  their  contention?  Now, 

I  will  turn  to  the  city  of  Cork.    That 

city  has  a  population  of  80,000  inhabi- 
tants.   Eyeiy  Dody  who  knows  anything 

of  Cork  knows  that  it  has  a  large  migra- 
tory population,  and  that  it  is  a  garrison 

town  with  a  considerable  milita^  force. 

There  is  not  a  day  in  the  week  that  sailors 

do  not  arriye  there  and  depart;  notaweek 

that  emigrants  do  not  come  into  Oork 

and  embi^k  for  America,  or  land  in  Oork 

on  their  return  to  this  countxy.    It  is  a 

tlummdbflure  between  the  Old  and  the 

New  Worlds ;  so  that,  independently  of 

its  80,000  inhabitants,  it  has  a  large 

oiigratory  population ;  and  a  population 

of  that  Class  which,  more  tmm  any 

other,  would  be  likely  to  come  under  the 

•operriaion  of  the  nolioe.    Well,  what  is 

the  Betom  fbr  Cork?     The  resident 

QM^istrate,  Mr.  Madeod,  who  was  ez- 

ttuned  before  the   Select  Oommittee, 

prodneed  a  Betum  for  a  period  brfore 

tks  passing  of  the  licensing  Act  of  1873, 

•adaBetom  fbr aperiod  saMequsnt to  the 
puug  of  that  Act    He  gaye  the  total 


number  of  arrests  on  Saturdays  and 
Sundays  for  each  of  three  years,  which, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  I  will 
read.  The  total  number  of  arrests  on 
Saturdays  in  1870  was  546;  in  1871, 
503 ;  and  in  the  next  year  463.  I  beg 
the  House  to  mark  these  figures.  When 
I  contrast  them  with  the  Sunday  arrests, 
what  do  I  find  ?  Whereas  in  the  year  in 
which  546  were  arrested  on  Saturdays, 
the  arrests  on  Sundays  were  272.  In 
the  next  year,  when  there  were  503 
arrests  on  Saturdays,  there  were  only 
256  on  Sundays;  and  the  463  in  the 
following  year  contrasted  with  231  on 
Sundays,  giyine  an  ayerage  of  the  three 
years  of  about  nye  persons  arrested  each 
Sunday  in  the  three  years  for  drunken- 
ness. For  1874,  1875,  and  1876,  years 
in  which  there  was  a  greater  amount  of 
superyision  by  the  pohce  imder  the  new 
licensing  law,  we  haye  a  further  Eetum, 
and  although  that  Eetum  shows  an  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  arrests  on  Satur- 
days, yet  no  palpable  increase  is  shown 
in  the  number  of  arrests  on  Sundays, 
except  in  one  year.  In  1874  there 
were  625  persons  arrested  on  Saturdays, 
while  the  arrests  on  Sundays  were  227. 
In  1875  there  were  630  on  Saturdays, 
and  283  on  Sundays ;  but  in  1876  there 
was  an  increase  in  the  arrests  on  both 
days,  the  number  being  830  and  370 
reepeotiyely.  A  special  reason  is  giyen 
in  the  eyidence  before  the  Oommittee 
for  that  increase,  and  it  is  only  right  I 
should  mention  it  to  the  House.  It  ap- 
pears that  last  year  a  section  of  the 
Boman  Oatholic  clersymen  in  a  certain 
district  of  Oork,  which  was  not  the  most 
reputable  portion  of  the  dty,  felt  it 
their  duty  to  use  eyery  possible  effort  for 
the  purpose  of  eradicating  certain  dens 
of  infamy  existing  within  that  district 
The  measures  th^  took  were  such  as 
only  the  Oatholic  dergy  of  Ireland  could 
use,  and  their  efforts  were  successful  in 
clearing  out  those  places.  But  one  con- 
sequence of  this  was,  that  the  unfortu- 
nate inmates  being  depriyed  of  any  other 
place  to  go  to  crowdea  the  worst  class  of 
pubUo-houses,  and  so  swelled  the  amount 
of  drunkenness  and  the  numberof  arrests. 
The  resident  magistrate  has  fiimished  us 
with  a  summary  also  for  the  fiye  years, 
including  1876,  of  the  total  number  of 
arrests  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  land 
Thursdays.  The  number  of  arrests  on 
Saturdays  fbr  the  fiye  years  was  3,281, 
on  Thursdays  1»673,  and  on  Sundays 
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1,411.  That  is,  as  he  sammarizes  the 
Betums  in  his  own  words,  ''five  arrests 
on  Sunday  against  six  on  Thursday,  and 
as  against  12  on  Saturday."  Now  again 
I  ask,  what  justification  have  the  pro- 
moters of  this  measure  to  come  down  to 
this  House  at  all  ?  Where  is  the  case 
which  it  was  presumed  they  had  made  ? 
Where  is  this  widespread  mtemperance 
on  the  Sunday  ?  What  rig^t  have  they 
to  come  to  this  House  and,  upon  a 
general  assumption  of  insobriety  and 
disorder,  ask  for  a  measure  to  put  a  stop 
to  that  which  upon  inquiry  it  is  found 
does  not  exist  ?  And,  Sir,  I  am  by  no 
means  surprised  at  the  desperate  at- 
tempts which  have  been  made  by  the 
promoters  of  this  measure  to  hurry  it 
through  the  House,  to  carry  it  ''at  a 
run,"  as  they  call  it,  after  what  must 
inevitably  ti^e  place  in  Ireland  now 
that  these  Betums  have  been  published. 
What  has  taken  place  in  my  own  town  ? 
I  have  personally  been  told,  when  last  I 
was  in  Cork,  and  by  the  letters  I  have 
received  from  men  who  were  notorious 
advocates  for  Sunday  dosing — ^men  who 
have  again  and  aeam  asked  me  why  I 
am  opposing  this^ill — men  who  signed 
Petitions  in  favour  of  it,  they  have  come 
to  me  and  said — ''Oh,  Mr.  Murphy,  we 
have  read  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Committee,  and  it  seems  there  is  no 
reason  for  this  Bill  at  all.  We  b^eve 
it  is  a  tyrannical  measure,  and  that  the 
masses  who  are  not  given  to  intempe- 
rance will  justly  resent  it  if  it  is  passed." 
A  very  respectable  gentleman  said  to 
me — "If  this  measure  passes  a  brooding 
disocmtent  will  rise  up  amongst  those 
who  are  respectable,  who  have  never 
drank  to  excess,  and  who  do  not  want  a 
stiCTia  cast  upon  them.  These  men  will 
find  themselves  injured,  and  will  look 
upon  themselves  as  Pariahs,  and  no  one 
will  be  able  to  tell  what  may  arise  from 
the  feelinffs  of  discontent  which  it  will 
engender."  I  will  now  pass  on  to  some 
facts  and  figures  relating  to  Limerick, 
which  will  show  the  real  state  of  existing 
affairs,  and  make  the  House  wonder  that 
any  body  of  Gentlemen  can  come  down 
to  the  House  to  ask  for  a  measure  upon 
assurances  disproved  by  official  witnesses. 
The  population  of  Limerick  is  39,000, 
and  from  official  Betums  I  find  the 
total  number  of  arrests  during  the  year 
1876  was  3,335,  and  in  1876  tl^  number 
was  V8iy  similar,  8,262.  This  will  give 
an  average  of  nine  persons  arrested  per 

Mr.  Murphy 


diem  for  intemperanoe.    On  8iiiid«fil 
find  that  in  1875  the  number  of  axn^ 
was  307,  or  an  average  of  six  agaiiutaa 
average  of  nine;  in  1876,  "^e 
arrests  were  279.    These  are  not 
tional  years,  but  the  fair  average, 
being  drawn  from  official  evidence,  afiord 
a  go^  ground  for  judging  of  t^e  habctad 
the  people,  so  far  as  can  be  officially  dooe^ 
Does  that  show  Sunday  to  be  a  day  of 
exceptional  intemperance?     Does  tfast 
show,  in  the  judgment  of  ibis  Houa^ 
that,  so  far  as  Limerick  is  ooDoenwi, 
there  is  any  necessity  for  stringoiit  legist 
lative  enactment  ?    Does  that  moew  tlun 
was  any  ground  for  interfering  vitk 
the  setUed  habits,  tastes,  and  cyiTriw 
of  l^e  people?    Does  that  show  that  tfak 
House  has  any  need  to  step  in,  and  od 
Sunday,  the  only  day  in  the  wet  ~ 
the  people  have  an  opportunity  to 
together  to  chat  over  funilj  or 
matters,  to  say  to  [them — *'  This  ia  tW 
day  on  whidi  you  shall  hare  ail  ll» 
pubUc-houses  closed  ?  "    I  say  thai  t^ 
p;ood  sense  of  the  House  ought  to  ^e) 
insulted  and,  as  it  were,  befooled,  if  sow 
that  the  general  allegation  wlukih  hai 
hitiierto  been  made,  and  whidi  has  far 
the  first  time  been  disproved,  is  not 
drawn,  and  if  we  are  still  asked  to 
this  measure,  which  it  has  been  qhom  w 
not  applioaUe  to  the  country,  and  wiB, 
if  passed,  cast  an  undeserved  stigsa 
upon  the  people  of  Ireland.  Now  I  eom^ 
to  Waterford.    Li  Waterford  there  is  a 
population   of,   I  think,    29,000.     Th* 
ofl&nal  Betums  of  arrests  given  for  1876 
show  that  they  numbered  1,459,  or  a 
daily  average  of  four  persons.    I  hamea 
to  have,  in  this  case,  a  very  ouriooa  Be- 
turn  of  the  number  of  arrests  for  eveiy 
day  in  the  week.    On  Mondays  thttv 
were  268  arrests,  on  Tuesdays  219,  oo 
Wednesdays  172,  on  Thursdays    161 
on  Fridays  169,  on  Saturdays  535— 4ittt 
double — and  on    Sundays   134.      This 
shows  an  average  of  arrests  on  Simdayi 
of  2^,  as  against  an  average  daily  arreil 
of  4,  and  as  against  an  average  of  8  oa 
Saturdays.    I  cannot,  again,  help  ex- 
pressing my  surprise  that  with  thsst 
mots  and  figures  at  hand,  and  with  xaovt 
of  the  same  kind  in  the  posseastoa  of  ths 
Association,  hon.  (Gentlemen  promotiag 
the  measure  can  come  to  the  Moose  cal 
say — ^'  The  Sunday  in  Ireland  is  a  bmmC 
drunken,  disorderiy  day,  and  we  askt^ 
Honse  to  interfere  for  Qod'e  aake^  aai 
throw  its  legislative  aegis  over  us  lor 
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pvoteotion  affainst  this  terrible  vioe  of 
drankeimefls/'  I  cannot  but  £»el  in- 
di^nmot  that  in  the  face  of  inexorable 
facta  aooh  a  oall  should  be  made. 
HmTing  given  the  daily  number  of 
arrests  in  the  five  towns,  and  brought 
oat  the  proportion  for  each  day,  show- 
ing how  much  less  drunkenness  there  is 
cm  Sundays  than  on  any  other  di^,  I 
will  now  give  a  succinct  summary  of  the 
amregate  Betums  for  the  eight  years. 
The  total  population  of  the  five  towns  is 
691,000,  the  yearly  arrests  were  28,515, 

Saving  an  average  of  79  persons  per 
em ;  while   the  arrests   on   Sundays 
were  2,453,  giving  the  proportion  per 
diem  of  Sunday  arrests  as  46^  or  47,  as 
againet  79  for  the  other  days  of  i^e 
week.    Again,  Sir,  I  ask  how  is  it  pos- 
aihle  to  justify  the  charges  which  mtve 
been  brought  against  the  Irish  people, 
and  the  people  of  those  five  towns  in 
particalar,  in  the  face  of  these  Betums  ? 
But,  Sir,  independenUy  of  these  Be- 
toraa  we  have  other  Ketums  of  an  in* 
tereatinff  characterto  whichlnow  desire 
to  oall  tne  attention  of  the  House.  These 
Betoma  give  us  Uie  total  number  of 
aneata  in  Ireland  in  the  vear  1878,  aa 
well  as  the  total  number  of  arrests  upon 
Sunday  in  the  same  year ,  and  it  is  cunoos 
to  obaerve  how  those  amounts  approxi- 
mate in  ratio  to  the  figures  I  have  already 
E'ven,  showing  how  much  akin  in  tiieir 
kbits  are  the  urban  and  the  rural  po* 
pulations  in  Ireland.     Well,  Sir,  the 
total  number  of  arrests  in  Ireland  in 
that  particular  year — 1876 — was  95,684. 
That  being  the  total  number  of  arrests 
for  the  entire  year,  the  proportion  of 
them  which  would  belong  to  Sunday 
would   be   14,000 ;    but  what  will  the 
House  think  was  the  actual  number? 
Whv,  Sir,  instead  of  being  14,000,  the 
total  number  of  arrests  on  Sunday  was 
only  9,490,  or  less  than  10  per  cent 
Test  these  figures  in  whatever  way  you 
wish,  twist  them  and  turn  them  alKmtas 
vou  will,  and  still  the  same  result  is 
oron^t  out.    Again,  then,  I  say  there 
is  no  pretence  for  the  advocates  of  UnB 
measure  coming  here  and  asking  the 
House  to  pass  it  into  law.    Thev  cannot 
be  ignorant  of  these  fiiusts,  and,  Uiere* 
fore,  they  either  entirely  forget  them, 
or  totally  ignore  them.    Having  gone 
through  these  Betums  with  resrard  to 
the  total  number  of  airesta  in  Ireland 
br  the  year  as  contrasted  with  those 
vhiok  took  place  oa  Sundays,  there  is 


one  other  x>oint  to  which  it  is  necessary 
I  should  direct  the  attention  of  the  House 
before  I  leave  this  branch  of  the  subject, 
and  that  is  the  fact  that  the  number  of 
arrests  for  intemperance,  whether  we 
take  those  for  the  whole  of  Ireland  or 
those  for  the  principal  towns,  is  no  cri- 
terion whatever  as  to  the  number  of  in- 
dividuals charged  with  that  offence. 
What  I  mean  to  say  is,  that  the  amount 
or  number  of  committals  does  not  square 
with  the  iafft  that  there  were  the  same 
number  of  distinct  persons  arrested.  I 
have  proo&  of  this  of  the  most  siaiking 
kind,  obtained  from  the  Courts  of  petty 
sessions,  from  the  ma^strates,  and  from 
o&er  official  sources.  Take,  for  example, 
the  city  of  Waterford.  The  information 
I  obtamed  there  illustrates  the  fact  which 
I  wish  to  impress  on  the  attention  of 
Uie  House.  The  average  number  of 
arrests  on  Sunday  in  Waterford  is  134, 
and  when  I  asked  Uie  derk  of  petty 
sessions  how  many  of  the  persons  duureed 
were  known  to  the  magistrates  as  ha- 
bitual drunkards,  he  torn  me  that  very 
nearly  one-half  of  them  were  of  that  de- 
scription, so  that  Betum  does  not  con- 
cern more  than  about  60  persons.  The 
Gk>vemor  of  Cork  Oaol  has  also  given 
me  Betums  for  the  years  1872,  1873, 
1874,  and  1875,  and  they  go  to  show 
the  total  number  of  committids  for  these 
four  years  with  the  total  number  of  in- 
dividuals committed ;  and  it  may  interest 
Uie  House  to  have  them  stated,  as  they 
further  exemplify  my  proposition.  The 
total  number  of  men,  taken  individually, 
committed  to  Cork  Oaol  in  the  course 
of  these  four  years  was  1,674,  and 
the  total  number  of  women,  similarly 
regarded,  1,125— making  in  all  2,799 
di^inct  persons,  but  what  was  the 
number  of  committals?  Why,  Sir, 
they  numbered  5,118.  The  aver- 
age number  of  distinct  persons  com- 
mitted to  Cork  QboL  in  each  of  those 
years  was  699,  or,  in  round  numbers, 
/OO ;  whereas  the  average  number  of 
committals  was  1,280,  so  that  the  House 
will  again  see  what  I  am  tr3ring  to 
impress  upon  its  attention,  that  the  num- 
ber of  committals  is  no  criterion  what- 
ever of  the  number  of  distinct  persons 
sent  to  prison.  It  does  not  foUow  that 
because  there  were  5, 1 1 8  committals  that 
there  were  5,118  dbtinct  persons  com- 
mitted, for,  as  the  Betom  shows,  they 
did  not  exceed  2,799.  I  have,  moreover^ 
taken  the  trouble   to   consult  a  very 
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valuable  Betum,  which  was  moved  for  by 
Colonel  Ackroyd,  at  one  time  a  Member 
of  this  HousOi  and  it  affords  materials  for 
contrasting  the  several  counties  in  Ire- 
land with  that  of  one  county  where  Sunday 
closing  has  been  voluntarily  adopted  at  the 
instance  of  the  late  Archbishop  of  Oashel, 
the  most  rev.  Dr.  Leahy.  The  Betum 
shows  the  result  which  that  good  and 
esteemed  Prelate  brought  about;  but 
even  with  all  his  personal  influence, 
aided  by  all  the  influence  which  attached 
to  his  clerical  standing,  he  was  not  able 
to  do  in  a  moment  all  that  he  has  done. 
The  good  Archbishop  did  not  rely  on 
**  hey,  j^esto ! "  legislation.  He  did  not 
say — "  Fass  a  Bill,  and  at  once  produce 
an  effect."  His  evidence  shows  that  it 
was  not  bv  any  sudden  edict  published 
from  the  idtar  upon  a  Sunday,  or  by  any 
ukase,  if  I  may  use  the  word,  that  he 
has  brought  about  the  reform  which  is 
associated  with  his  name.  He  himself 
describes  the  process  which  he  adopted, 
and  which  it  took  him  some  years  to 
work  to  any  real  effect.  He  went  about 
from  parish  to  parish  in  his  diocese, 
speakmg  to  publican  after  publican  upon 
the  subject,  until  at  length  he  brought 
about  a  general  consensus  of  opinion  in  re- 
gard to  it;  andhence  the  voluntary  closing 
of  public-houses  on  Sunday  throughout 
his  archdiocese  in  thecounty  of  Tipperary. 
That  consent  was  to  some  extent  attri- 
butable to  religious  influence ;  but  if  the 
Archbishop  had  attempted  to  bring  it 
about  at  once,  he  might  as  well  have  at- 
tempted to  change  the  winds  of  Heaven. 
It  was  by  a  slow  and  tentative  process, 
and  by  that  alone,  he  was  able  to  bring 
about  a  change  which  has  been  pro- 
ductive of  extraordinanr  good  to  the 
people  of  Tipperary,  and  I  believe  that 
the  same  resiut  could  be  brought  about 
in  all  the  other  counties  of  Ireland  by 
the  same  means.  I  say  that  the  only 
mode  of  carrying  out  a  reform  such  as 
this,  is  by  moral  suasion.  Instruct  the 
people ;  hold  out  to  them  eood  ex- 
amples; find  for  them  bettor  dw^ings,  so 
that  the  wretehed  condition  of  the  poor 
man's  home  may  not  drive  him  for  com- 
fort to  the  public-house,  and  there  will  not 
be  any  longer  a  semblance  of  an  excuse 
for  the  introduction  of  a  measure  such 
as  this ;  for  it  is  a  libel — it  is  a  gross 
and  unjust  libel  on  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  say  ikst  legislation  like  this  is  neces- 
sary to  preserve  them  from  the  vice  of 
intomperance.    You  have  to  deal  with  a 
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great  difficulty,  and  one  of  a 
ceptional  character,  and  therefore 
should  deal  with  it  tempentelj;  \m 
do  not  brand  the  people  of  LneJAnd  m 
drunkards  that  you  may  bring  about  %. 
change  which  everyone  will  admit  is  gooi 
and  well-intontioned.     The  means  br 
which  you  attempt  it  are  not  the  ngfe 
means.   I  have  here  a  Betum  wfaic^  cna- 
trasts  the  condition  of  the  people  of  1^ 
perary  with  that  of  the  people  of  Con. 
and  contrasts  the  people  of  Tippenmrwitk 
themselves,  both  before  ana  mtter  tL^ 
voluntary  dosing,  and  the  figures  wilL 
I  think,   speak   for  themselves.      IV 
number  of  persons  committed  in   1M» 
to  gaol  in  Tipperary,  where  the  popsU- 
tion  is  consid!erably  less  than  in  Cork, 
was    2,150.      In    the    same    year   the 
number   committed   to    gaol  in   Cork. 
where  the  population   is  very    nesriv 
one-half  as  much  greater  than  it  is  is 
Tipperary,  was  just  1,357.    In  the  next 
year,  when  the  ukase  came  in  foctt^*. 
the  number  committed  in  Tipperary  wm 
1,562.    This  diminution  I  regard  as  s 
most  gratifying  result.    I  now  torn  Ui 
Ck>rk,  and  find   that   the   nnmber  of 
persons  committed  there  was  only  781. 
as  contrasted  with  1,857  in  ^e  previou 
year,  showing  that  the  population  in  both 
counties  was  even  then  becoming  man 
moderate  in  reg^ard  to  the  use  of  intoxi* 
eating  drink.    Passing  over  a  decadt 
of  years,  I  come  to  1870,  1871,   187J, 
and  1873,  and  I  find  that  in  the  fint- 
mentioned  year  the  committals  in  Tip- 
perary were  1,343,  in  the  second  l,10f« 
in  the  third  797,  and  in  the  fourth  1,0^S. 
The  same  diminution  is  observable  in 
Oork,  where  the  committals,  taking  ^b» 
same  four  years,  were  respectively  1,701. 
956,    1,076,   and  645.     I  have    taken 
these  two  instances  to  show  this,  that 
it  is  altogether  a  mistake  to  vamom 
that  intemperance  is  proeressinff  in  Ire- 
land.    There  may,  perhaps,  be  mor» 
whiskey  and  more  potheen  consumed, 
or  at  least  made  for  consumption,  ht 
the  people  now  than  heretofore,  but  it 
is  a  most  undeniable  fact,  based  upon 
evidence,    that   intemperance  has   noC 
increased  among  the  people ;  and  moti 
distinctly    do    I    deny    that   intempe- 
rance has  increased  there  upon  Sn- 
days,  the  day  when  there  is  the  greaftait 
tomptation  to  it,  but  when,  as  a  nla 
the  greatest  order  and  sobriety  pMM 
among  the  people.    Having  g|nM  '^^ 
House  these  particularsi  itii        ' 
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dotj  to  leflar  to  fhe  opinions  of  official 


given  before  the  Select  Oom- 
mittee  as  to  the  effect  of  Sunday  closing, 
as  that  is  the  real  question  which  the 
House  has  now  to  consider.    You  have 
not  BO  much  to  consider  what  is  the 
amount  of  intemperance.    I  beUeve  my- 
self  it  is,  relatively  speaking,  infinite- 
sinudly  smalL    But  it  is  the  remedy 
for  it  you  have  to  look  to,  for  that  is  the 
real  fact  which  ought  to  engage  the  at- 
tention of  the  House.    If  it  can  be  shown 
by  the  evidence  of  men  above  all  parti- 
jcanship,  who  are  impartial  and  beyond 
prejudice  or  suspicion,   and  who  give 
their  opinion  unaer  the  weight  of  re- 
sponsibility— ^men  who  are  by  the  nature 
of  the  office  which  they  fill  able  to  form 
the  beet  opinion  upon  the  subject — ^that 
Sunday  dosine  in  Scotland  has  not  led 
to  all  those  advantages  which  the  advo- 
cates of  this  measure  claim  for  it,  and  if 
it  can  be  shown  by  the  same  class  of 
evidence  that  it  is  not  likely  to  lead  to 
any  better  results  in  Ireland  should  it 
be   adopted  there,  then,  I  think,  the 
House  will  pause  before  it  passes  this 
Bill.     I  will  now  direct  your  attention 
to  the  evidence  of  the  official  gentlemen 
examined  before  the  Select  Committee. 
Before  I  so  to  that,  it  may  be  desi- 
rable to  show  what  is  the  opinion  of 
men  capable  of  formine  a  correct  opinion 
with  regard  to  the  wondng  of  what  may 
be  called  the  analogous  system  in  Scot- 
land.   As  I  have  already  observed,  a 
great  deal  has  been  said  by  the  advo- 
cates of  this  measure  of  the  working  of 
the  Forbes-Mackenzie  Act  in  Scotland 
as  a  reason  why  Parliament  should  ac- 
cept their  proposal.    They  say — "See 
how  it  works ;  see  the  benefits  which  it 
has  conferred  on  that  country.  Why  not 
try  the  same  experiment  in  Ireland  that 
has  been  tried  in  Scotland  with  such 
marvellous  results !    Let  us  make  Sun- 
day in  Ireland  a  sober  Sabbath,  and  as 
grave  as  it  is  in  Scotland."    That  would 
be  vexT  well,  all  other  things   being 
alike ;  but  is  it  true  that  the  Forbes- 
Mackenzie  Act  has  produced  such  an 
amount  of  temperance  in  Scotland  as  the 
advocates  of  this  measure  allege  ?    Is  it 
true  that  there  is  less  drunkenness  there 
DOW  than  there  was  before  the  passing 
of  that  Act?    Is  it  not,  on  the  other 
hand,  notorious  that  it  is  all  the  other 
waj  ?    Affain,  is  it  not  the  fact  that  the 
oigMt  of  ua  authorsof  that  Act  was  not  so 
aneh  to  sappiosa  intemperance— which, 


of  course,  if  they  could,  they  would  be 
veiy  glad  to  do— as  to  enforce  a  Rreater 
outward  observance  of  the  Siu)bath, 
which,  according  to  traditions  and  Scotch 
feeling,  the  whole  country  were  anxious 
to  preserve,  and  to  which  they  willingly 
subscribed?  Permit  me  on  this  point 
refer  to  the  experience  of  Mr.  Badenoch 
Nicholson,  the  secretary  of  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate. Being  asked  as  to  what  had  been 
the  effect  of  mat  Act  upon  the  habits  of 
the  working  classes,  if  ne  thought  they 
abstained  m>m  the  use  of  alcohoHc  drinks 
on  Sunday,  and  if  not  whether  they 
acquired  ikem  illicitly,  or  whether  they 
laid  in  a  store,  his  answer  was,  that 
it  was  difficult  to  form  an  opinion,  but 
he  was  afraid  he  could  not  represent  it 
in  the  light  of  having  led  to  a  diminu- 
tion of  intemperance  on  Sunday ;  that 
he  thought  the  motive  of  those  who  ffot 
the  Act  passed  was  more  a  consideration 
of  good  order,  than  an  expectation  that 
it  would  increase  temperance.  I  think 
you  will  agree  with  me  that  these  facts 
as  regards  the  working  of  the  system  in 
Scotland  ought  to  make  the  House  pause 
and  consider  before  extending  it  to  Ire- 
land, even  if  they  thought  it  necessary, 
where  the  habits  of  the  people  are  en- 
tirely different.  I  do  not  see  what  would 
1'ustify  us  in  passing  a  law  which  would 
ead  to  secret  and  illicit  drinkine,  an 
evasion  of  the  law,  and  that  which  has 
never  yet  prevailed  in  Ireland — the  intro- 
duction of  spirits  into  the  homes  of  the 
people,  to  be  drunk  in  the  presence  of 
their  wives  and  children,  and  so  gra- 
dually pave  the  way  to  the  corruption  of 
the  morals  of  both — a  result  which  can- 
not fail  to  be  very  terrible  in  its  conse- 
Suences.  I  will  now  refer  the  House  to 
le  evidence  of  Captain  Talbot,  the  As- 
sistant Commissioner  of  Police  in  Dublin, 
who  was  examined  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  this  question.  He  savs,  in 
answer  to  an  inquiry,  that  he  thinxs  the 
total  closing  of  public-houses  on  Sunday 
would  drive  the  people  to  other  places 
in  search  of  stimulants ;  that,  as  a  rule, 
the  people  did  not  drink  before  2  o'clock 
on  that  day;  that  they  then  wanted  a 

glass  of  beer  at  their  dinner,  and  that 
lev  sent  to  the  public-house  for  it.  That 
had  reference  to  a  fact  which  had  been 
proved  before  the  Committee,  that  the 
neater  portion  of  illicit  drinking  in 
Ihiblin  takes  place  before  the  houses  are 
open.  What,  then,  is  the  logical  se- 
quence of  all  this  ?    If  illicit  drinking 


847    SaU  of  IntoofieaHng  Liqmri   {COMMONS]     m  Bmiay  {JMtmi)  BOL     Mi 

takes  plaoe  now,  when  the  hooees  are 
open  for  a  oertain  portion  of  the  day  on 
Sundays,  how  mncn  more  will  it  prevail 
if  they  be  dosed  throughout  the  whole  of 
that  day  ?  He  was  then  asked  if,  sup- 
posing it  were  possible  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  iUicit  sale  of  drink,  what  would  be 
the  effsot  of  the  Bill ;  and  he  replied 
that  the  only  answer  he  had  to  giro  to 
that  question  was  that  if  they  made  it 
possible  fbr  a  man  to  obtain  drink  legally 
ne  would  buy  the  drink  in  regularly- 
lioensed  houses;  that  he  was  entirely 
against  the  total  dosing;  and  that  he 
did  not  think  it  right  the  working  dasses 
should  be  depriyed  of  the  opportunity  of 
obtaining  what  was  necessary  refresh- 
ment. 1  would  now  ask  the  House  if 
that  evidence  is  not  beyond  suspicion  and 
impartial,  given  as  it  was  under  offidal 
responsibility.  Captain  Talbot's  evidence 
goes  to  show  that  the  total  dosing  of 
public-houses  on  Sunday  would  intensify 
the  evil  that  already  exists,  and  while  it 
would  not  prevent  the  drunkard  from 
getting  drink,  it  would  shut  out  the  re- 
spectable tradesmen  and  artisans  iSrom 
ODtaining  it.  In  point  of  fact,  it  would 
punish  the  vast  majorilr  of  the  respect- 
able dtizens  in  order  that  the  minority 
might  be  experimented  upon,  and  the 
BiU  ought  not,  in  the  interests  of  the 
minority,  to  be  allowed  to  pass  into  an  Act 
of  Parliament.  Another  witness,  Sub- 
Inspector  Corr,  was  asked — 

"You  say  there  is  less  drunkenness  on 
Sunday  than  on  other  days  in  Dublin.  How 
much  of  thai  is  to  be  attributed,  do  you  think, 
to  the  earlier  dosing  of  pubUo-honses  P  " 

His  reply  was — 

'*  The  parties  who  go  in  to  drink  at  those  n- 
spectable  public-houses  do  not  go  in  for  the 
purpose  of  indulging  in  drink.  They  go  in 
more  for  the  purpose  of  companionship,  to  have 
tiieir  chat  over  their  glass  of  whatever  they  are 
taking  than  anything  else.  Those  that  go  in 
at  an  early  hour  on  Sunday  are  a  very  respect- 
able dass.  They  are  Tery  young  men  in  some 
of  the  most  respectable  commercial  establish- 
ments in  the  city  of  Dublin.  I  know  that  those 
who  resort  to  these  respectable  houses  on  Sun- 
day do  not  go  in  there,  and  they  would  not  be 
tolerated  in  one  of  these  houses,  if  they  were 
under  the  influence  of  drink.  I  have  never  seen 
E  man  come  out  of  one  who  was  under  the  influ- 
ence of  drink." 

That  is  the  testimony  given  by  a  maa 
who  had  the  best  opportunities  of  form- 
ing an  opinion  on  tne  subject.  In  these 
respectable  houses  there  is  no  such  thing 
as  excess.    Sunday  is  of  all  days  in  the 
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week  theone  on  whidi  there  is  IIm 
intemperance,  imd  yet  yon 
punisn  the  public-houses  and  tfie 
who  frequent  them  for  the 
of  trying  to  wean  drunkards  from  ihms 
evil  courses.  I  will  refer  briefly  to  lb 
evidence  of  two  other  witnesses,  wlio  ai* 
imnortant  from  the  position  thcry 
and  from  their  ability  to  form  an 
upon  the  subject.  One  of  those 
nesses  is  a  mghly  respectabls  gsatf»- 
man,  a  man  of  most  oonacientknis  ofi- 
nions,  and  one  who  entertains  Tsrr 
strong  feelings  on  the  subject  of  th» 
closing  of  puolio-houses  on  Sunday.  Jb 
the  same  time,  he  is  a  gentlemjm  ^o 
would  not  give  an  opinion  he  did  Dot 
believe  to  be  true.  I  allude  to  die  Bs- 
corder  of  Dublin,  Mr.  FaUdner.  He  it 
one  of  the  most  active  sympathixen 
the  measure.  The  House  will  see 
fkr  the  Beport  expresses  his  cnpmxm  as 
to  the  concrete  right — if  I  may  osD  it 
so— of  passing  such  a  measure  as  tbis. 
Mr.  Faikiner  says — 

'*I  may  state  that,  in  coming  owr  to  ghv 
evidence  before  this  Committee,  if  it  I 
been  for  the  principle  of  this  measure 
been  affirmed  by  the  vote  of  ^is  Heoss, 
what  I  believed  to  be  a  yerj  large 
public  opinion  in  Ireland,  I  should 
much  indeed  to  express  my  strong  vi 
it,  because  I  should  be  verysony  to  take 
people  a  single  pleasure  whic^  th^  bar* 
sent  which  is  oonsisteiit  with   mmr 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  I  should  be  iik 
ous,  according  to  mj  humble  judgmeot 
abilify,  to  ada  to  them  as  many  as  migM 
and  I  recogfnise  that  much,  with  regard  to 
future  of  this  measure,  neoessarOj  reiSB  a 
speculation ;  but,  at  the  same  thne,  bariag 
sard  to  the  affirmations  that  I  have  ^tdken 
both  by  the  House  and  by  the  large  ezpn 
of  public  opinion  in  the  sister  country,  I 
not,  after  mature  oonsideratian,  see  any  nH 
dent  reasons  for  a  difforential  legislatiaBi, 
above  all,  in  the  <A\j  of  Dublin,  where,  I 
the  evils  against  which  this  measure  are 
exist  in  a  very  aggravated  form." 

I  have  read  this  evidence  as  sfaowiag 
the  feelings  of  the  learned  Becordsr  oa 
both  sides  of  the  question,  and  I  tf*^«v 
it  would  be  unwise  to  endeavour  to 
conceal  firom  the  House  the  evzdeoee 

given  by  those  who  are  friends  of  te 
ill.  Mr.  Faikiner  was  further  asked 
this  question,  and  I  think  it  advitahb 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
his 


''You  have  seen  the  Returns  of  the 

of  persons  arrested  in  Dublin  for  Simday  dridk* 
v^t  and  you  have  seen  that  there  are  \tm  Osi 
on  any  oUier  day  to  whieh  the  Betans  lelslt  T 
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trate  ^in  DabHn,  a  gentleman  who  lias 
had  the  most  ampe  opportunities  of 
forming  a  judgment  on  the  question, 
and  one  whose  opinion,  if  that  of  any 
official  is  to  be  tf^en  to  weigh  at  all, 
and  to  he  sravely  considered  by  the 
House,  ought  to  be  absc^utely  o(molu- 
siye  on  Ihe  subject.  Mr.  O'Donnell 
said — 

<<  I  most  say  that  after  folly  oonsidermg  the 
qaestioa  as  carefully  as  I  could,  and  from  my 
ezperienoe  as  a  magistrate  for  nearly  11  years, 
I  am  opposed  to  ike  total  closing  of  public- 
houses  on  Sunday." 


His  answer 

« I  did  not  know  that  they  were  less  than  on 
any  other  day  to  which  the  Ketums  relate,  tak- 
ing Thursday  and  Saturday.  There  were  34 
ontiie  Thursday  and  70  on  the  Saturday,  as 
against  24  on  the  Sunday.  That  quite  justifies 
your  question." 

He  was  then  asked — 

"Having  regard  to  this  Bill,  which  deals  al- 
together  with  Sunday  closing,  which  has  no 
reference  to  any  other  days  in  the  week,  would 
yon  o<»iceive  that  there  is  a  reason  for  passing 
this  measure  as  regards  Sunday,  because  thore 
is  less  drunkenness  on  Sunday  than  on  any 
other  d&y  of  the  week  F  "  *'  Not  at  all.  I  said 
that  all  uirough  I  was  aware  that  a  great  deal 
less  crime  was  brought  before  the  ma^strate  on 
Monday  meaning,  and  that  there  was  a  good 
deal  more  ^m  Saturday  than  there  was  trom 
Sunday ;  and  I  said  I  would  not  have  anything 
to  do  with  the  passing  of  this  measure  if  it  were 
not  for  social  reasons,  and  I  therefore  declared 
that  as  I  thought  Sunday  being  the  pleasure 
day,  the  holiday,  and  the  wage-spending  day  to 
a  large  extent,  there  was  mudi  to  be  hoped  for  in 
the  way  of  moral  improvement,  and  I  began  by 
oonsidOTing  that  this  drunkenness,  of  which  I 
speak,  is  not  confined  to  Sunday  at  alL" 

That  is  evidence  called  on  behalf  of  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill. 

'*  Would  you  conceive,"  he  is  asked,  **  having 
regard  to  the  object  of  tiiis  Bill,  which  is  con- 
fined to  Sunday  closing  and  to  nothing  else, 
that,  there  being  less  drunkenness  on  Sunday 
than  on  any  other  day  of  the  week,  therefore  that 
the  BiU  should  be  passed P"  '<  No,  not  at  alL 
That  is  not  the  reason  at  all ;  it  would  be  arith- 
metically absurd;  but  I  laboured  very  hard 
indeed  to  show  that  that  was  not  my  opinion. 
I  must  sa^  that  in  consequence  of  that  possess- 
ing me,  I  never  for  one  moment  suggested  any 
such  arithmetical  consideration,  ana  stated  all 
through  that  my  reason  for  approving  of  Sunday 
closing,  and  for  hoping  for  good  from  it,  was 
the  moral  and  social  grounds  arising  from  a 
variety  of  considerations,  and  I  attempted  to 
explain  that  this  measure  for  Sunday  is  not  ap- 
pUcable  to  Saturday." 

I  ask  the  House  to  consider  whether  the 
opinions  thus  given  by  a  gentleman  so 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  Bill  are  such 
as  woidd  justify  the  House,  in  the  face 
of  admitted  fkcts  plaoed  before  them, 
to  rush  hurriedly  into  the  enactment 
of  this  measure,  which  at  best,  accord- 
ing to  the  views  of  its  own  promoters, 
can  be  but  an  experiment,  and  whether 
the  House  ought  not  to  pause  in  order 
to  enaUe  the  oountry  to  form  a  rational, 
fair,  and  just  opinion  upon  the  evidenee 
plaoed  be&re  them.  Having  now  given 
the  evidence  of  theBecorder,  I  will  read 
very  briefly  an  cmswer  to  a  question 
that  was  adced  of  the  divisional  magis- 


He  was  then  asked  to  state  to  the  Oom- 
mittee  why  he  had  formed  that  opinion. 
He  said — 

*'  It  is  a  verr  large  question,  involving  a  great 
many  views;  but,  of  course,  I  shall  endeavour 
to  convey  to  you,  as  clearly  and  as  briefly  as 
I  can,  how  it  is  I  am  influenced  in  coming  to 
that  conclusion.  Itis,  as  it  were,  a  sort  of  jump 
in  the  dark,  in  trying  a  measure  for  the  first 
time.  None  of  us  can  see  exactiy  how  it  will 
turn  out.  But  I  think  it  is  verv  desirable,  in 
looking  at  a  question  of  this  kino,  to  judge,  as 
far  as  we  can,  of  what  may  happen  in  the 
future  from  what  has  happened  m  the  past, 
under  a  similar  state  of  thmgs.  If  you  look  at 
the  city  of  Dublin  on  Sundays  you  will  find 
that  the  law  as  it  at  present  stands  makes  all 
licensed  houses  for  the  sale  of  drink  to  be  abso- 
lutely dosed  for  one-half  of  Sunday;  and 
therefore,  so  &r  as  the  objects  and  desi^fns  of 
this  Bill  would  g^  in  a  beneficial  direction  by 
closing  for  the  remaining  portion  of  Sunday, 
we  may  have  some  due  to  guide  us  by  noting 
how  it  acts  for  the  first  portion  of  the  Sunday, 
in  which  legally  all  houses  are  dosed  at  pre- 
sent. My  experience  as  a  magistrate  is  this — 
that  during  the  first  portion  of  the  Sunday,  in 
which  no  house  can  be  legally  opened  until  2 
o'dock  in  the  afternoon,  when  pubUc-houses 
are  opened  by  law,  there  is  as  bad  drinking,  as 
much  in  extent  and  more  deteriorating  and  de- 
moralizing to  the  people,  than  the  drinking  that 
goes  on  afterwanis.  That  has  been  dearly 
proved  to  us  over  and  over  again  in  the  nume- 
rous cases  that  came  at  the  licensing  sessions 
before  Mr.  Woodlock  and  myself,  at  which  the 
Ucensed  spirit  grocers  and  beer-dealers,  whole- 
sale and  retail,  applied  for  the  renewal  of  their 
licences.  Then  it  was  for  the  first  time  that 
I  really  became  aware  of  the  enormous  extent, 
and  thie  deplorable  extent,  of  illicit  drinking  in 
Dublin.  It.was  proved  before  us  in  numerous 
cases,  during  the  fortnight  that  we  sat,  in  each 
of  the  two  kst  years,  &r  it  took  us  that  time 
sitting  all  da^  long  to  get  through  all  the  cases 
f(ff  eaioh  period,  that  in  the  low,  squalid  dis- 
tricts, where  there  are  miles  almost  of  poor, 
fiUhy  streets,  with  lanes  off  them  and  court- 
ways  and  alleys  off  those  lanes  agaiil,  there 
wm  known  hoiues,  known  to  the  police  also, 
carrying  on  iUidt  trade,  where  crowds  of 
people  oongregated  and  got  drink;  but  there 
was  no  geUing  legal  evidence  of  the  fact" 
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Mr.  O'Donnell  goes  on  to  describe  the 
impossibilitj  of  the  police  getting  at 
the  facts.    He  goes  on  to  say — 

"  These  facts  come  before  me  as  a  magistrate, 
and  knowing  those  things,  I  ask  mvsdf  what 
astonishing  benefit  will  be  served  by  closing 
pubUo-houses  and  licensed-houses  after  2  o'clo<£ 
if  we  see  that  such  are  the  results,  so  far,  of 
closing  before  2  o*clock  ?" 

He  says,  farther — 

**What  would  take  place  in  Dublin  if,  by 
the  operation  of  this  Act,  if  it  passes,  the 
public-houses  were  suddenly  closed  at  2 
o'clock?  I  ask  myself,  who  are  the  people 
who  frequent  the  public-houses  F  " — ^this  is  im- 
portant, as  giving  his  opinion — *'It  is  a  very 
curious  thing  which  has  appeared  in  evidence 
with  regard  to  illicit  drinking  before  2  o'clock 
tiiat  directly  2  o'clock  arrived  immediately 
the  whole  trade  ceased,  and  of  course  the  after- 
consumption  in  the  city  was  expended  in  the 
public-house.  But  who  are  the  people,  then, 
that  go  to  the  public-house  P  Numbers  upon 
numbers  of  people  who  frequent  the  public- 
houses  have  got  moral  restodnt  over  them- 
selves, and  sense  of  decency  and  self-respect, 
and  refrain  from  going  to  Uie  illicit  houses,  to 
the  beer-houses,  and  to  low-class  places  of  that 
kind.  They  wait  till  2  o'clock  comes,  and 
then  some  of  them  go  to  the  public- 
houses,  and  stay  there  perhaps  for  an  hour  or 
two  hours.  They  go  away,  and  others  come  in 
later  on,  and  those  ase  the  class  of  people 
whom  I  look  upon  as  the  decenter  class,  as  uie 
more  respectable  and  the  humbler  classes  of 
Dublin,  the  working  people  and  the  trades- 
people. Supposing,  now,  that  you  shut  up  the 
publio-houBes  at  2  o'clock,  what  would  become  of 
those  people  P  That  is  what  I  ask  myself.  Can  I 
believe  tnat,  like  good  little  bo3rs  at  sdiool, 
grown-up  men,  men  with  plenty  of  money  in 
their  poolEets,  after  their  hard  week's  work,  and 
earning  good  wages,  from  15f .  to  20#.,  to  £2  10«. 
and  £3,  and  some  of  them  more,  if  they  have  a 
desire  for  drink  wiU  refrain,  because  you  pass 
an  Act  for  shutting  up  those  public-houses.  If 
they  can  get  it  will  the^  refram  from  drinking  P 
Then  comes  the  question,  if  you  shut  up  we 
public-houses  by  law,  and  the  police  are  active 
in  keeping  them  shut,  can  they  prevent  those 
people  wiUi  money  in  their  pockets  from  ^petting 
drunk  in  the  city  of  Dublin  P  I  say  a^un  that 
you  cannot  do  it,  and  for  this  reason :  Dublin  is 
saturated  with  drink,  it  is  flooded  with  drink,  it 
is  the  staple  manufacture.  Every  kind  of  drmk 
which  the  people  care  to  consume  is  manufac- 
tured in  unHmited  quantities  in  Dublin ;  every 
third  or  fourth  house,  even  in  respectable  streets, 
deals  in  drink.  The  whiskey  is  excellent,  and 
the  porter  ditto.  Can  you  prevent  that  drink 
getting  into  the  throat  of  a  thirsty  man  with 
money  in  his  pocket  to  pay  for  it,  even  if  you 
shut  up  the  pubUc-housee  P  My  impression  is, 
that  yon  cannot.  Then  what  will  those  people 
do  to  get  the  drink,  the  public-houses  being 
closed  r  Some  will  adopt  the  practice  whi(£ 
they  never  adopted  before ;  they  vnll  go  to  illicit 
houses,  and  drink  beer  and  whiskey  th^,  of  very 
inferior  quality,  and  those  houses,  by  reason  of 
the  shutting  up  of  the  public-houses,  will  be 

Mr.  Murphy 


greatly 
will  be 
Dublin." 


in  ninnber,  and 
in  every  sqnafid 


I  ask  the  House  if  it  is  poasiUa  to 

evidence  such  as  that,  and  for  « 

to  doubt  the  impropriety  of  this 

now  sought  to  oe  hurried  through 

House,  even  without  adequate  in 

Ration  ?   I  have  confined  myself  to 

ing  the  evidence    given  in  reeaa 

Dublin ;  but  the  same  class  of 

was  given  in  reference  to  Oork,  BalfiHt, 

Limerick,  and  Wateribrd,  and  the  aa- 

pie  I  have  given  with  reference  to  Dnihla 

IS  the  same  in  reference  to  all  the  oths 

towns.  A  p^reat  deal  has  been  said  aboe 

public  opmion  and  the  opinion  of  1^ 

ness.    It  is  very  true  that  a  powvfti 

organization  which  exists,  wita  tofrnm 

and  agents  for  the  circulatioa  of  iL 

views,  has  gained  over  some  conf«tt 

on  the  assumption  that  the  question  wis 

one  that  required  to  be  dealt  with ;  bet 

let  me  read  an  extract    from  a  letter 

written  by  a  most  respectable  magistzati 

of  the  county  of  Oorx,  who  knows  t^ 

country  well,  to  a  Ck)rk  newspi^er.  llr. 

Payne,  writing  from  Bantry,  says — 

*<  I  haye  read  your  article  of  the  l(Ui  initast 
on  this  subject,  and  perhaps  you  will  aQov  br. 
as  a  magistrate  of  32  years'  experience,  to  m% 
that  I  fully  agree  with  the  opinions  jvm  te«t 
there  expressed.  In  the  district  of  thu  ooc^ 
with  which  I  am  connected  as  a  magiatnifte  «t 
haye  an  urban,  a  rural,  and  a  seafaring  p^a^ 
tion  of  oyer  30,000,  and  the  TininbrT  rif  jai—  i 
tions  for  drunkenness  during  the  last  12  ^oatte 
was  311,  which  lust  amounts  to  this — that  ^ 
person  in  eyery  hundred  got  drunk  oooe  in  ^ 
year.  I  do  not  suppose  that  the  ci^  of  Coifc 
and  this  district  differ  yery  materiauy  in  tin 
respect  from  other  parts  of  Ireland,  mtmI  «jik 
these  figures  I  cannot  conoeiye  how  drankooBm 
can  be  called  *  the  national  sin,*  nor  oaii  I  ^ 
the  slightest  necessity  for  what  appears  to  at 
dass  legislation  of  the  most  tryine  and  inrkfiov 
nature.  I  belieye  the  effect  of  it  would  b*  tibc 
yery  opposite  to  the  expectations  of  its  ainiaftb 
promoters,  that  it  would  ma^e  *  Ireland  a  >— t 
of  shebeen  houses,'  and  cause  the  dangow 
habit,  at  present  happily  so  exceptional,  cS  lay* 
ing  in  supplies  for  drinking  in  priyale.** 

I  will  also  read  an  extract  from  a  letter 
addressed  on  the  18th  of  this  month  to  a 
Cork  paper  hy  a  gentleman  of  the  nsBA 
of  Oostello.  Mr.  Coetello  I  find  is  a 
licensed  victualler,  living  in  Queenstovn. 
hut  he  has  not  openedhis  house  for  SO 
years  on  a  Sunday,  so  that  he  can  taralf 
be  regarded  as  impioumi  wurfitr  on  ths 
subject.  The  fleet  was  in  weensknrm 
last  week,  and  the  whole  country  caat 
down  to  look  at  it.  Sunday  was  th» 
great  gala  day,  and  Mr.  Oosldlo  as] 
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^  Tftat  nnmbon  otme  bv  the  exooxtion  tninB 
FronCIimeiiGk,  Waterfora,  Fennoy,  KillAmey, 
^lacfoom,  KinMle,  and  Tooghal  to  arail  them- 
vpWm  of  ihMt  rare  treat  of  inipecting  those  mag- 
liilccflDt  Tn— ell  of  the  Channel  Squadron,  but 
>ajtictilazly  the  Thtmdtrtr,  which  waa  besieged 
yy  ^n  ^ilwtiring  crowd  of  not  less  than  20,000 
Monona,  besides  the  vast  nmnben  that  proceeded 
in  the  river  and  railway  steamers  to  visit  the 
uthor  veaaela  of  the  squadron  in  the  harbour: 
permit  me  to  say  a  few  words.  It  was  computed 
by  many  that  there  must  have  been  no  less  than 
70,000  aoola  in  Queenstown  yesterday,  and  in  no 
tinf  le  inatanoe  haa  it  been  known  that  the  in- 
ttrrcrcnoe  at  the  Constabulary  was  required. 
Wlien  I  dwell  on  the  fact  that  at  the  hour  of  4 
o'clock  DO  atle  or  porter,  lemonade,  ginger-beer, 
or  other  simi'*^^  dnnk  could  be  had  in  any  of  the 
public-hooaca  that  were  open,  and  that  during 
those  hooiv  vast  crowds  of  all  classes,  including 
mn^-of- war's  men,  met  in  those  houses,   and 
nothing  but  social  harmony  and  the  most  kindly 
feelings  prevailed,  I  now  question  any  of  the 
pleaders  for  Sunday  closing,  if  the  measure  were 
in  force  in  Ireland,  would  Queenstown  be  so 
peaocftble  and  orderly  as  it  was  on  this  occasion, 
when  blue-jackets,  civilians,  and  marines  were 
in  close  oommunioation  in  all  parts  of  the  town  P 
If  the  Side  of  drink  on  Sunday  had  not  been  in 
existence  here,  it  is  obvious  to  any  rational  per- 
son what  the  issue  would  have  been ;  and  as  long 
as  railway  companies  continue  to  give  excur- 
sions of  this  kind  on  the  different  railways  of  the 
country  the  total  closing  of  public-houses  would 
be  attended  with  disoraer,  confusion,  andper- 
baps  insubordination  against  authori^.    There 
11  no  denying  that  this  state  of  society  in  Queens- 
town on  Sunday  was  due  in  a  great  measure  to 
the  exemplary  conduct  of  the  men  from  each  of 
Us  Majestr's  vessels.     Not  only  waa  their 
imeral  oonanct  such  as  to  speak  volumes  for 
th»  discipline  of  the  men  on  board  of  those  ves- 
kIs;  but  the  humane  and  kind  attention  be- 
llowed on  the  vast  numbers  that  were  privileged 
to  risit  the  Thtmdtnr  was  the  general  topic  of 
oonyetaation  by  all  on  reaching  the  landing  on 
■here.    From  all  were  eulogiums  conferred  on 
the  officers  aboutl  the  turret  ship,  from  the 
commander.  Lord  Charles  Beresf ora,  to  the  ap- 
ptvstioe  sanor  boy ;  many  were  the  good  wishes 
invfln  them,  which  they  all  in  general  well  de- 
snre,  on  their  departure  from  our  noble  har- 
Wr.** 

This   letter   speakB  the  nentiments  of 

vfery  indiTidiuu  of  the  Blighteet  thought, 

A&d  is,  therefore,  of  peculiar  yalue.    I 

thank   the    House  for  its  indulgence. 

There  are  other  topics  which  I  might 

dwell  upon,  but  as  other  hon.  Members 

have  to  come  after  me  I  will  refrain. 

^^hon  the  facta  go  forth  to  the  country 

which  I  haye  brought  before  the  House, 

uid  men  hare  time  calmly  to  consider 

th«  subject,  then  eren  as  regards  those 

who  may  be  inclined  to  lend  themselves 

to  the  philanthropic  and  humanitarian 

▼i^wsof  the  subject,  I  beliere  that,  so  far 

from  lenduff  themselTes  to  the  support 

of  tUslegi^tion,  they  will  strongqr  o^ 

TOL  OGXXXy.    [tried  skribs.] 


pose  a  measure  which,  although  intro- 
duced in  good  faith,  is  but  at  the  best  a 
makeshift,  and  would  be  oppressive  in 
its  operation.  The  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  M.  brooks,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  said,  it  was  his  duty  to 
inform  the  House,  as  one  of  the  Hepre- 
sentatives  of  the  metropolitan  City  of 
Ireland,  that  the  people  of  Dublin  had 
no  desire  for  the  provisions  of  this  Bill 
to  be  extended  to  that  City.  In  corrobo- 
ration of  that  statement,  it  would  be 
his  duty  to  give  the  House  a  few  of  the 
reasons  which,  in  his  opinion,  justified 
him  in  making  it,  and  the  first  of  which 
was,  that  the  learned  Eecorder  of  Dub- 
lin, in  a  recent  Charge,  had  truly  ob- 
served that  it  was  preposterous  to  think 
that  society  could  be  regenerated  by 
Sunday  closing,  or  by  the  refusal  of 
spirit  licences,  if  nothing  else  was  done. 
On  the  back  of  the  BiU  he  found  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry, (Mr.  Biohard  Sm3rth)  who 
voted  against  the  Bill  for  opening  Mu« 
seums  and  Art  Ghdleries  on  Sundays. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Derry  (Mr. 
Charles  Lewis)  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Belfast  (Mr.  J.  Corry)  who  voted 
against  that  measure,  had  also  backed 
the  present  Bill.  He  also  found  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Cameron)  on  the  back  of  the  Bill, 
and  he  had  also  voted  against  the  open- 
ing of  the  Museums  and  Art  Galleries 
on  Sundays.  He  (Mr.  Brooks)  contended 
that  a  proposal  which  had  been  sup- 
ported by  ail  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
were  members  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church,  and  which  would  be  adl  verv 
well  for  the  Presbyterians  in  the  North 
of  Ireland,  ought  not  to  be.  extended 
to  the  population  of  the  South  of  Ire- 
land, as  it  did  not  accord  with  the  desires 
and  instincts  of  the  people  of  the  South- 
em  districts.  The  loamed  Becorder  of 
Dublin  had  said  in  his  evidence  before 
the  Committee,  that  ho  would  not  vote 
for  any  measure  which  was  simply  one 
of  repression,  and  which  did  not  pro- 
vide for  the  people  some  substitute  for 
the  public-houses.  He  had  further 
said,  in  regard  to  the  BiU,  that  he  did 
not  know  that  any  other  certain  result 
would  follow  its  operation,  except  that 
illicit  drinking  would  be  increased  in 
the  City  of  Dublin.  Well,  he  thought 
these  were  reasons  why  Dublin  should 
be  exempted  from  the  operation  of  the 
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Bill ;  but  he  thought  there  were  other 
reasons  connected  with  Dublin  being 
the  metropolitan  City  which  did  not 
prevail  with  regard  to  Wexford  or 
the  diocese  of  Dublin.  Like  London, 
with  its  Brighton,  Bichmond,  Green- 
wich, ftc,  Dublin  had  its  suburban 
places  of  resort,  and  amongst  them  Kings- 
town and  Braj ;  but,  if  tibis  Bill  passed 
into  law,  the  visitors  to  those  places 
would  be  unreasonably  deprived  of  those 
advantages,  as  respected  refreshments, 
which  were  enjoyed  by  the  people  of 
other  cities  of  which  he  had  knowledge, 
such  as  Paris.  Dublin  had,  moreover, 
large  classes  of  operatives,  and  it  was  a 
garrison  town,  and  a  seaport;  and  if 
this  Bill  passed,  large  bodies  of  soldiers, 
sailors,  and  railway  porters,  &c.,  would 
be  deprived  of  the  opportunity  of  ob- 
taining reasonable  and  moderate  refresh- 
ment on  Sundays.  If  public  opinion  in 
Dublin  had  declared  in  favour  of  closing 
the  public-houses  on  Sundays,  the  clergy 
and  the  inhabitants  would,  as  in  other 
towns,  have  invited  the  licensed  victual- 
lers  to  abstain  from  the  sale  of  intoxicat- 
ing liquors.  Had  they  done  so,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  influence  of  the  clergy 
was  so  great  in  L*el6md  that  the  neces- 
sary reforms  could  be  carried  out  by 
that  means  without  cmy  enactment  of 
this  kind.  He  must  again  say  that,  as 
one  of  the  Members  for  the  City  of  Dub- 
lin, he  could  assert  with  confidence  that 
the  40,000  working  men  of  the  Cily  were 
opposed  to  the  Bui,  which  would  be  a 
stigma  upon  their  character  and  their 
reputation.  Whilst,  undoubtedly,  there 
might  be  in  Dublin  some  few  habitual 
drunkards,  the  wishes  of  the  40,000  men 
ought  to  prevail  over  the  wishes  of  those 
who  did  not  use  public-houses,  and  who 
endeavoured  to  suppress  drunkenness  by 
this  ooercive  measure. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  not  expe- 
dient that  Uie  provisions  of  this  Bill  should  be 
extended  to  the  whole  of  Ireland,"  —  {Mr, 
Murphy  t) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question.'' 


Mb.  BOEBXJCK  said,  he  was  anxious 
to  say  a  few  words  on  the  subject.  He 
had  felt  very  strongly  on  the  question 

Mr.  M.  Brooh 


during  the  whole  of  his 
now,   at  the  close  of  that  career,   li» 
wished  for  the  first  time  to   state  &t 
opinion  he  had  held  as  well  at  the  cos- 
mencement,  as  now  at  the  doeeu    TW 
Bill  was  an  exceptional   one.  and  Ice 
an  exceptional  Bill  there  were  reoiirwd 
reasons  to  justify  that  exception^    Whit 
was  the  measure  ?    It  was  an  \ 
to  infringe  the  liberty  of  &very  ^ 
man  to  do  as  he  pleased  with  respect  ^ 
his  drinking,  by  saving  that  on  a  psr- 
ticular  day  he  diould  be  shut  out  free 
the  ordinary  means  of  obtaining  retCr 
ment  to  assuage  the  necessities  of 
ture,  because,  by  that  means,  ini 
ranee  would  be  prevented  on  the  part  nf 
others.     But  they  must  prove  tut  tk» 
mischief  existed,  and  that  the  mods  of 
remedy  suggested  would  be  efledaaL 
Now,  until  the  present  Bill  was  i]itit>- 
duced  he  had  behoved  that  the  people  of 
Ireland — at  least  the  gpreat  ma|ant3r — 
really  desired  it;   and,  because  he*  m 
believed,  he  had  voted  with  the  Oovsss* 
ment  for  bringing  the  question  on  far 
discussion  to-day.    He  had,   howem, 
heard  a  speech  that  day,  which  had 
entirely  disabused  him  of  that  idea,  DOt 
only  in  re^trd  to  the  feelings  of  th» 
people  of  Ireland,  but  also  as  to  th» 
facts  of  the  present  case.     He  had  bees 
told  that  the  great  body  of  the  people  d 
Ireland  with  regard  to  this  matter  ds^ 
sired  a  Bill  of  C^rcion,  and  he  had  also 
been  told,  and  believed,  that  Simdsj 
drinking  was  peculiar  in  this  respect — 
that  Sunday  was  the  day  on  which  pecpk 
generally  got  drunk,  and  when  tiiey  pre- 
sented a  spectacle  of  intemperance  Isr 
worse  than  was  to  be  found  cAsewhsm. 
Exceptional  legislation  was  therefore  ds- 
manded,  as  he  had  thought,  because  of 
the  great  excesses  which  occurred  oa 
that  day.    The  hon.  Member  for  Coi^ 
(Mr.  Murphy)  had,  however,  shown,  xi 
the  first  place,  that  there  was  not  that 

feneral  demand  for  the  Bill  which  had 
een  represented,  and,  in  the  next  plsoe, 
that  Sunday,  so  far  from  being  the  ex- 
ceptional day  of  intemperance,  was  tbe 
exceptional  day  of  temperance  in  Irelasd. 
Now,  this  was  a  snmptuazy  law  to  gvids 
the  people  in  their  private  haUts,  bet 
where  was  this  kind  of  legisladoa  l» 
stop  ?  It  was  all  very  well  to  say  Oil 
this  was  a  great  evil  to  be  deah  wBL 
No  one  was  more  convinced  than  Ht^ 
self  of  the  vaiaa^m  at  intempemnos;  m 
one  der'  "^ma  he  didtli*» 
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cess  of  intemperanoe  in  this  country; 
but  to  say  that  snoh  an  eyil  existed  was 
not  to  show  him  that  the  remedy  pro- 
pounded bv  this  Bin  would  be  effectual. 
What  would  be  Idie  result  if  this  Bill 
became  law?    Would  anyone  be  pre- 

Sared  to  say  that  it  woula  in  any  way 
iminish  drunkenness?  This  was  a 
question  of  importance,  and  one  that 
ought  to  be  satisfactorily  answered.  Did 
anypne  mean  to  say  that  by  shuttine  ud 
the  public-houses  on  Sunday  in  Irelana 
the  People  would  become  more  tempe- 
rate r  He  asserted  that  they  would  not. 
The  House  knew  what  the  consequence 
would  be.  A  man  who  wanted  drink, 
and  who  had  money  in  his  pocket,  would 
always  be  able  to  get  it.  £et  the  House 
make  laws  of  the  most  restrictive  cha- 
racter, and  put  a  policeman  in  every 
street,  and  yet  if  people  who  had  the 
means  wanted  to  get  drunk,  they  would 
do  so.  It  was  not  at  that  ena  of  the 
scale  that  Parliament  could  put  down 
drunkenness.  It  was  not  by  restrictiye 
legislation  that  drunkenness  was  to  be 
checked;  but  by  education,  and,  more 
than  that,  by  allowing  the  people  on 
Sunday  to  have  rational  amusement 
and  innocent  means  of  recreation  by 
the  opening  of  Museums  and  Oalleries. 
Those  persons  who  opposed  in  evexy 
possible  way  the  openiuj^  of  Museums — 
the  opening  of  modes  of  really  innocent 
and  rational  amusement,  had  done  more 
to  promote  drunkenness  than  all  the 
licensed  victuallers  in  the  Kingdom ; 
nay,  they  must  provide  for  the  people 
of  the  country  the  mode  of  passing  their 
days  and  hours  of  leisure  in  a  rational 
and  innocent  manner,  and  afford  them 
the  means  of  enjoyins^  themselves  in  the 
bosom  of  their  famihes,  and  of  getting 
to  places  where  they  could  derive  amuse- 
ment from  the  the  treasures  of  art  and 
science,  and  they  would  be  doing  their 
duty ;  but  they  would  not  be  doing  their 
duty  by  making  restrictive  laws  against 
keeping  open  public-houses  on  Sundays, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  keeping  our 
Galleries  and  Museums  closed.  j3y  so 
doing,  the  House  would  only  open 
10,000  shebeen  houses.  For  evexy  pub- 
lic-house that  would  be  shut  up,  depend 
upon  it  10  or  20  of  these  wretched  hovels 
would  be  opened.  A  man  who  now 
wanted  refreshment  went  honestlv  and 
fairly  into  a  public-house,  and  did  not 
feel  that  he  degraded  himself;  but  if 
the  Bill  passed,  the  same  man  would 


skulk  into  a  shebeen  house  in  order  to 
avoid  publicity,  and  men  would  be  com- 
mitting a  crime  in  their  hearts  when 
they  were  now  only  doing  what  was 
innocent  and  proper  in  itself.  He  felt 
deeply  on  the  subject,  and  if  the  House 
of  Commons  sanctioned  these  restrictive 
rules,  it  would  only  be  offering  a  pre- 
mium upon  bigotry  and, intolerance. 

Mr.  BEUEN  said,  he  would  support 
the  Bill,  although  he  candidly  admitted 
that,  seeing  the  influential  minority  op- 

Eosed  to  it,  he  was  inclined  to  pause 
efore  giving  his  assent  to  all  its  provi- 
sions. The  constituencies  of  Ireland, 
except  those  [of  five  large  towns,  had 
shown  that  they  were  practically  in 
favour  of  the  Bill ;  but  as  to  those  five 
large  towns,  no  one  could  deny  that  a 
very  considerable,  respectable,  and  sober 
minority  were  opposed  to  the  application 
of  some  of  the  principles  of  this  mea- 
sure. The  question  then  arose  whether, 
if  the  public-houses  were  closed  on  Sun- 
days against  the  will  of  the  people, 
drinking  would  be  stopped.  He  did  not 
believe  that  it^would.  Another  question 
was  how  Parliament  could  refuse  to 
adopt  the  same  principle  in  England 
when  it  had  been  put  in  force  in  Ire- 
land ?  If  such  a  Bill  were  proposed  for 
England,  he  should  oppose  it,  because  a 
very  large  number  of  the  working  classes 
would  be  coerced  by  it  against  their  will. 
In  the  case  of  the  Bill  under  notice,  he 
was  himself  opposed  to  coercing  the 
minority ;  but  he  could  not  support  the 
Amendment,  because,  while  he  would 
not  force  the  measure  on  those  parts  of 
Ireland  where  there  was  no  general 
feeling  in  its  favour,  yet  he  desired  to 
see  it  put  in  force  where  there  was  such 
general  feeling  in  its  favour.  To  pass 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Murphy),  would  be  to  defeat 
the  Bill,  and  prevent  its  application  to 
those  parts  of  the  country  where  it  could 
be  applied  safely  and  beneficially,  and 
he  thought  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment, with  which  he  so  far  sympathized, 
could  be  sufficiently  met  by  Amendments 
on  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  in  Committee, 
such  as  those  of  which  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  g^ven  Notice.  He 
should,  therefore,  vote  against  the 
Amendment,  reserving  to  himself  the 
right  of  voting  in  Committee  for  the 
exemption  of  certain  parts  of  Ireland 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill  where  he 
thought  it  might  be  done  without  injury 
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to  the  morality  of  the  people.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  Act  would  work  bene- 
ficially where  the  majority  of  the  people 
were  in  favour  of  it,  but  that  its  results 
would  not  be  so  satisfactory  when  any 
large  proportion  of  the  working  classes 
was  opposed  to  it. 

Me.  E.  POWEE:  Sir,  one  effect  of 
the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  city  of  Cork  (Mr.  Murphy) 
has  been  to  drive  from  the  House  all  the 
advocates  of  the  Bill.  No  doubt,  they 
will  return  by-and-bye  and  say  that  they 
were  not  at  all  convinced  by  the  argu- 
ments of  my  hon.  Friend.  As  I  have  al- 
ways voted  against  the  measure,  and 
have  never  trespassed  on  the  patience 
of  the  House  to  give  my  reasons  for 
doing  so,  I  hope  I  may  now  be  allowed 
to  say  why  I  object  to  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemcm  the  Member  for  London- 
derry. In  opposing  this  Motion  I  am 
no  advocate  of  intemperance  on  a  Sun- 
day or  a  week-dav,  for  I  believe  it  to  be 
the  greatest  social  curse  of  any  country ; 
but  I  am  firmly  convinced  that  the  Bill 
now  before  us,  if  carried  out,  will  pro- 
duce a  very  different  result  from  that 
which  its  promoters  anticipate.  Instead 
of  checking  it  will  give  a  fresh  impetus 
and  zest  to  the  vice  of  drunkenness — a 
vice  which  proves  that  in  one  respect,  at 
least,  the  brute  creation  can  rise  superior 
to  man.  This  Bill,  in  effect,  proposes  to 
establish  one  law  for  England  and  an- 
other law  for  Ireland — at  least,  for  the 
present,  for  if  my  hon.  Friend  extended 
the  provisions  of  his  Bill  to  this  country, 
I  should  like  to  know  how  many  Eng- 
lish Members  would  follow  him  into  the 
Lobby;  but  he  is  too  good  a  tactician 
to  propose  anything  like  this.  He 
knows  very  well  that  the  generosity  of 
his  English  Friends  would  only  foUow 
him  to  Ireland,  and  that  they  dare  not 
do  in  their  own  country  what  they  pro- 
pose to  do  at  the  other  side  of  the 
Channel.  The  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry (Mr.  Eichard  Smyth)  has  con- 
sulted the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson) — for  these  temperance 
agitators  play  into  the  hands  of  one 
another — and  they  have  aereed  that  the 
Irish  Sunday  Closing  BiU  is  the  thin 
end  of  a  very  thick  wedge.  I  believe 
that  Sunday  closing  will  give  a  zest  to 
Sunday  drinking,  for  it  is  human  nature 
to  value  that  which  is  most  difficult  to 
obtain.  Forbidden  fruit  is  always  the 
sweetest.    Even  liberty  is  sweeter  to  a 

Mr.  Brum 


nation  that  has  been  deprived  of  il  Ai 
College  I  used  to  smoke  because  it  vai 
not  sdlowed.  Now,  I  seldoni  smoke  it 
all;  and  we  all  know  that  a  oertuE. 
French  lady  once  said — ''  What  a  d^ 
cious  thing  a  glass  of  cold  water  would  bt 
if  it  were  only  a  sin ;  "  and  so  a  ^a«  of 
beer  on  a  Sunday  will  be  a  most  dsB- 
cious  thing  when  your  Bill  becomes  lar. 
Hon.  Members  say  that  as  the  Insk 
people  are  almost  unanimously  in  fkrcwr 
of  this  Bill,  and  as  it  does  not  effect  th« 
integrity  of  the  Empire,  thej  will  vu> 
for  it.  I  deny  both  these  propositiaat. 
The  Irish  people  are  not  in  favoitr  <# 
the  measure,  as  I  shall  presently  piovci. 
and  no  measure  of  importance  has  er?r 
passed  this  House  which  does  not  work. 
directly  or  indirectly,  for  the  good  s 
evil  of  this  country.  Now,  let  ns  set 
what  they  mean  by  saying  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  are  in  favour  of  thii 
coercive  measure.  This  agitation  his 
been  going  on  for  years,  supported  hj 
a  powerful  and  wealthy  organuatioa, 
sparing  no  money  or  pains  to  influffarwi 
opinion  in  their  favour — ^Petitions,  meet- 
ings, threatening  speeches  —  and  jrt 
upon  the  last  occasion  they  could  aaJj 
get  49  Irish  Members  out  of  103  to 
record  their  votes  in  favour  of  this  BilL 
But  I  do  not  rely  on  this  feu^  alone  to 
dispel  the  popular  error  that  unanimity 
exists  in  Ireland  upon  this  question.  I 
will  take  the  card  supplied  by  those  tem- 
perance reformers  to  hon.  Membos  ef 
this  House.    It  b  headed — 


<<  Memorial  in  fovour  of  Simday_ 
Abstract  of  ngnatnres: — Clergy  — 
Episcopalian,  1,119,  oat  of  2,221;  Roman  Gath»> 
lie,  864,  out  of  3,136;  Presbyterian,  342,  ««£ 
of  679;  physicians,  surgeons,  Ac,  744,  oat  cf 
2,420 ;  merchants  and  employers  of  labour,  &c.« 
463,  out  of  726,636." 

Do  these  figures  prove  that  the  pe(»^ 
of  Ireland  are  in  favour  of  this  Bui? 
Then,  again,  when  I  look  to  tnj  own 
constituents,  I  can  confidently  state  that 
a  majority  of  them  are  not  in  fkrovr  of 
the  ^ill.    At  the  last  Election  no  few9 
than  13  candidates  endeayonred  to  g«t 
in  for  Waterford,  and  of  these  fire  went 
to  the  poll.    Of  the  five,  three  ^edged 
themselyes  in  favour  of  the    Sood^ 
Closing  Bill.     The  League  made  tft# 
fact  known  far  and  wide,  adding  an  es* 
pression  of  their  regret  that  Mr.  Poww 
and  Major  0' Gorman  .were  opposed  to 
the  Bill.    What  was  the  result  of  the 
election  ?   Why,  that  the  two  csndidatus 
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who  were  opposed  to  the  Bill  were  re- 
tamed  at  the  head  of  the  poll.    In  one 
of  the  many  pamphlets  which  have  been 
iasaed  bj  those  who  seek  to  have  the 
Bill  passed,  it  is  stated  that  there  are 
only  two  ways  of  making  men  sober: 
one  is  to  g^t  them  to  abstain  altogether 
— the  course  which  they,  of  coarse,  ad* 
Tocate ;  the  other  is  to  educate  them  to 
drink ;  and  it  is  sought  to  be  shown  by 
statistics,  and  particularly  by  the  num- 
ber of  convictions  for  drunkenness  in  one 
year   as  compared  with  another  that, 
while  in  the  former  year  of  the  two— 
1 864 — it  took  50  gallons  of  whiskey  to 
make  a  man  drunk,  in  the  latter — 1874 
—  it  took  60  gallons  to  make  a  man 
drunk,  he  had  become  so  acclimatized. 
The  effect  of  closing  has  been  tried  once 
in  Waterford.     At  the  request  of  the 
Bishop  of  Waterford  the  public-houses 
were  closed  on  the  24th   and  25th  of 
December;  but  on  the  26th  no  fewer 
than    35   cases    of  drunkenness    were 
brought  before  the  magistrates;  and  a 
greater  number  of  arrests  would  hare 
been  made,  but  that  the  lock-up  was  so 
full  that  there  was  no  use  in  taking  up 
any  more   drunkards,   and,   as  it  was 
Christmas  time,  many  cases  were  over- 
looked which  would  otherwise  have  been 
dealt  with.  But  it  is  said  that  the  clergy 
are  in  favour  of  the  Bill.    I  believe  they 
will  be  found  to  concur  in  the  opinion 
expressed  by  one  of  their  Bishops,  to  the 
effect  that — "Coercive  means  can  never 
cure;  the  will  and  the  mind  must  be 
acted   upon."     Lord   Emly  stated  the 
other  day,  that  the  experiment  of  Sun- 
day clotting  had  been  tried  in  a  portion 
of  the  diocese  of  Limerick,  and  that  it 
had  been    found    that  where    Sunday 
closing    was  carried  out,  1  in  212  was 
found  to  be  drunk ;  while,  where  it  was 
not,    the    proportion    was    1    in  332. 
Now,  Scotland  has  been  held  up  as  an 
example  of  how  well  the  Act  works,  but 
what  are  the  facts  as  shown  by  reliable 
statistics?    It  is  stated  that  while  vir- 
tuous Scotland    distils  17  odd  million 
gallons  of  whiskey  in  the  year,  drunken 
Ireland  distils    10,000,000    only;  that 
Scotland   consumes  6,872,000   gallons, 
while  Ireland,  with  her  greater  popula- 
tion, consumes  6,490,000  gallons.     In 
the  words  of  one  of  the  Scotch  Inspec- 
tors Oeneral,  writing  a  Report  on  the 
subject  of  drunkenness  in  that  country, 
"  Scotland  is  drinking  herself  to  death." 
In  Glasgow  alone  there  are  no  fewer 


than  1,856  houses  in  which  whiskey  is 
sold,  besides  ale  cmd  beer-houses.  That 
is  the  evidence  in  reference  to  Scotland. 
With  respect  to  the  Bill,  I  maintain  that 
this  is  not  the  time  to  propose  that 
public-houses  should  be  closed  in  Ireland 
upon  Sunday.  Temperance  reformers 
are  in  advance  of  public  opinion,  and 
no  measure  has  ever  been  carried  in 
this  House  until  public  opinion  preceded 
it.  Let  them  wait  untH  places  of  re- 
creation and  innocent  amusement  are 
open  for  the  working  man.  Museums 
and  picture  galleries  may  wean  the  mind 
from  the  gin-shop  and  elevate  the  moral 
tone  of  a  people;  but  you  cannot  by 
mere  Act  of  Parliament  teach  that  seK- 
respect  and  sobriety  which  are  so  neces- 
sary for  the  welfare  of  a  nation.  You 
must  give  the  working  man  some  rational 
enjoyment  on  the  Sunday,  for  idleness  is 
the  parent  of  intemperance.  It  has  been 
said  that  the  love  of  opposition  is  a  pre- 
dominant feature  in  the  Irish  character, 
and  I  have  heard  several  facts  quoted 
in  confirmation  of  that  opinion.  For 
instance,  Bianconi,  who  was  the  first  to 
introduce  into  Ireland  that  elegant  and 
useful  article  called  an  Irish  jaunting- 
car,  and  who  realized  a  large  fortune  by 
running  those  cars  between  different 
towns  in  Ireland,  once  told  me  that 
when  he  started  his  first  car  in  the 
county  Gtdway,  he  could  get  no  passen- 
gers. No  one  would  travel  on  his  car, 
although  he  offered  every  inducement, 
and  he  was  about  giving  up  the  busi- 
ness. But  being  a  close  observer  of 
human  nature,  he  got  an  insight,  al- 
though an  Italian,  into  the  Irish  cha- 
racter, and  he  started  an  opposition  car 
under  a  fictitious  name.  From  that 
moment,  his  cars  began  to  fill,  and  for 
ever  after  he  had  plenty  of  passengers. 
Now,  if  this  trait  is  so  strong  in  the 
Irish  character,  I  would  seriously  ask  is 
there  not  some  danger  in  carrying  a  Bill 
opposed  to  their  wishes  and  feelings? 
Even  in  this  House  I  must  admit  the 
national  failing  is  conspicuous,  for  Irish 
Members  of  Parliament  are  generally  in 
Opposition ;  but  here  the  national  trait  is 
rather  a  virtue  than  a  fault ;  for  a  strong 
Opposition  is  almost  as  necessary  to  the 
good  government  of  a  country  as  a  strong 
Government.  The  only  difference  I  can 
see  between  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  Her  Majesty's  Opposition  is,  that 
the  latter  work  for  their  country  without 
pay,  or,  as  we  say  in  Ireland,  for  the 
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to  g^  ft  glass  or  two  of  beer,  IH  dmk 
the  pig."  Well,  lie  did  ro  ofl;  ttd  k 
kept  hiB  word.  He  drau  tlie  pg,  m 
came  home  to  his  wife  yeary  iiwik  ii- 
deed,  and  without  a  ahilling  in  ka 
pocket;  and  you  may  imagine,  if  jn 
can,  the  kind  of  interview  that  took 
place  between  them  on  his  umiL 
Now  this  man  was  neyer  known  hj  uj 
of  his  neighbours  to  be  drunk  bdon 
Therefore,  I  contend  that  if  yon  pnikili: 
the  working  man  firom  taking  ms  gks 
of  beer  on  a  Sunday,  you  are  foUowii^ 
the  example  of  the  fanner's  wife.  Tot 
will  drive  the  working  man  to  imiA 
the  oountxyman  who  drank  his  pig.  Ton 
may  depend  that  you  cannot  make  4 
people  sober  by  any  Act  of  Pariisaiai 
Your  only  remedy  is  education,  b«t  i 
must  be  education  with  relifl;ion.  Eds- 
cation  alone  will  not  teach  tne  euomitT 
of  the  sin  of  intemperance.  Bdigi& 
alone  can  instil  into  the  young  md 
that  horror  of  the  vice  of  drunkenDMi 
which,  in  after  life,  will  be  the  bestsi^ 
guard  against  the  publio-house.  T^ 
is  a  case  which  proves  that  reli^ 
without  education  is  better  for  a  people 
than  education  without  religion;  wUb 
both  combined  is  the  perfection  of  hamB 
government.  Civil  and  religioiislibeftT 
is  of  little  value  to  a  oountiy  widkod 
civil  and  religious  education.  Lei  in- 
perance  orators  advocate  a  STstem  d 
education  based  upon  religion,  and  ihfrt 
will  do  more  to  promote  the  sobriatjf'f 
the  people  than  all  tbe  arffum^its  wlB 
have  ever  been  advanced  by  melaneliolT 
Sabbatarians  and  bilious  Teetotalkn. 
Parliament  can  do  neat  things.  Yoami 
establish  a  Ohurch  oy  Act  of  Pariismwrt. 
and  disestablish  it,  too,  as  you  have  lalalj 
done.  Ton  can  found  a  Gon8titutio&  ^ 
Act  of  Parliament,  or  sunpend  a  Ooasti- 
tution — as  the  Irish  people  know.  Tot 
can  make  an  Empress  by  Act  of  FtAr 
ment — as  all  the  world  knows.  Vmmj 
and  strange  are  the  things  you  caa  io 
and  have  done  by  Act  of  Parliament;  btf 
legislation  steps  beyond  its  preoBctt 
when  it  seeks  to  establish  sobns^  ^ 
unequal  and  coercive  laws.  I  acre 
never  given  to  my  constituents  a  provi* 
upon  wis  question.  I  am  not  bonad  to 
vote  one  way  or  another.  I  am  not»  tf 
others  may  be,  overloaded  with  «fe> 
tioneering  pledges ;  but  I  oppose  tto 
Bill,  because  I  believe  it  to  be  ooafnxf 
to  the  rules  of  free  government,  viow 
in  principle,  and  tyrtuuucal  in  piMtioi. 


"honour  and  glory  of  the  thing."  In 
saying  this,  I  believe  I  am  giving  Her 
Majesty's  Opposition  more  honour  than 
they  deserve,  for,  at  all  events,  they 
have  the  prospect  of  pay— although  I 
fear  just  now  the  prospect  is  rather  dis- 
tant ;  and  I  doubt  if  Her  Majesty's  Op- 
position fully  appreciate  the  sentiment 
*'  that  distance  lends  enchantment  to  the 
view."  Because  a  few  drink  too  much 
you  would  prevent  the  many  from  drink- 
ing at  all.  That  is,  the  principle  of  your 
Bin  extends  that  principle  to  the  other 
relations  of  social  life ;  and  into  what 
labyrinths  of  coercion  and  confusion  will 
it  not  lead  you  ?  Why,  anything  taken 
in  excess  is  bad.  Tobacco  is  as  injurious 
as  whiskey.  Why  not  protect  the  British 
subject  from  its  evil  influences?  I 
wonder  if  the  advocates  of  this  Bill  ever 
drink  a  glass  of  beer  themselves  on  Sun- 
day ?  Are  there  no  thirsty  souls  amongst 
them  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry has  not  told  the  House  whether 
he  has  given  up  his  glass  of  sher^  on  a 
Sunday,  or  whether  he  indulges  in  any- 
thing stronger  than  sweet  lemonade  or 
explosive  soda  water.  Of  course  we  are 
bound  to  presume  that  the  hon.  Member 
and  all  hon.  Members  who  support  him 
practice  what  they  preach.  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Member's  great  zeal  in  this  cause 
originates  in  that  failing  ^of  human  na- 
ture— 

<*  To  compound  for  siziB  we  are  inclined  to, 
By  ^ftWTTiiTig  those  we  have  a  mind  to." 

The  over-zeal  of  an  advocate  often  does 
more  injury  to  his  cause  than  all  the 
arguments  of  his  opponents.  The  effect 
of  the  proposed  law  wotdd  be  to  create 
a  re-action  in  favour  of  Sunday  drink- 
ing. But  we  shall  have  to  contend  with 
a  perverse  principle  of  human  nature, 
which  is  always  prone  to  run  into  ex- 
tremes. If  you  dose  up  the  publio- 
house  altogether  on  Sunday  and  prohibit 
a  man  from  drinking  moderately,  he 
will,  in  all  probability,  if  he  gets^the 
opportunity,  drink  to  excess.  I  will 
quote  for  the  House  just  one  case  as  an 
illustration  of  this  principle.  A  respect- 
able farmer,  and  a  most  sober  man,  was 
ffoing  to  a  fair  to  sell  his  pig.  He  asked 
his  wife  for  a  shilling,  for  Ske  kept  the 
key  of  the  till,  as  all  wives  ought  to  do 
— when  they  can.  Well,  he  asked  his 
wife  for  a  shilling  to  get  a  glass  of  beer. 
**  No,"  says  she,  **  I'll  do  no  such  thing; 
be  off  and  sell  my  pig."  "  WeU,"  says 
he,  '^if  you  don't  give  me  a  shilling 


Mr.  R,  Power 
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Mr.  O'CONNOE  POWER  said,  that 
nehen  he  came  down  to  the  House  he 
did  not  intend  to  speak;  but  he  felt 
bound  to  make  a  lew  remarks  after 
listening  to  the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Murphy), 
which  was  in  a  great  part  a  repetition 
of  the  unjustifiable  attack  upon  the 
organization  from  which  the  Bill  ema- 
nated. The  hon.  Member,  however, 
admitted  that  that  organization  was 
actuated  by  beneyolent  motives,  which 
was  more  than  could  be  said  for  those 
whom  the  hon.  Member  represented. 
He  regretted  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  R. 
Power)  had  followed,  not  very  success- 
fully, in  the  same  line;  nor  was  he 
▼ery  happy  in  his  references  to  the 
fate  which  three  supporters  of  the  mea- 
sure had  met  at  the  hands  of  the  electors 
of  Waterford.  For  although  it  was 
true  that  they  had  been  rejected  by  the 
borough  of  Waterford,  one  of  them  had 
since  been,  in  the  face  of  the  most  active 
opposition,  returned  by  a  much  greater 
constituency — ^namely,  that  of  the  county 
of  Waterford.  A  great  deal  had  been 
said  as  to  the  opinion  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  in  reference  to  the  measure,  and 
as  it  was  desirable  there  should  be  no 
mistake  upon  the  point,  he  regretted 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  should  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  majority 
of  the  people  were  opposed  to  it,  and 
have  changed  his  opinion  of  the  measure 
in  consequence.  For  his  part,  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  could  say  that,  repre- 
senting one  of  the  largest  counties  in 
Ireland — Mayo — his  hands  had  been 
filled  with  Petitions  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  while  not  one  single  individual  in 
the  county  had  expressed  a  desire  that 
he  should  oppose  it.  On  the  other  hand, 
many  of  them,  including  Catholic  Bishops 
and  clergymen.  Episcopalians,  Presby- 
terians, and  others,  had  urged  upon  him, 
as  he  valued  the  welfare  of  the  country, 
to  do  all  he  could  to  remove  a  great 
temptation  from  the  people.  They  all 
desired,  he  had  no  doubt,  to  put  down 
drunkenness,  but  he  could  not  but  ex- 
press his  belief  that  the  opposition  to 
the  measure  was  based  to  a  great  extent 
on  interested  motives.  [**  Oh,  oh !  "] 
He  did  not  say  that  of  his  Colleagues 
in  that  House — ^they  were  all  honour- 
able men — but  transferred  the  charge 
to  the  organization  of  licensed  victuallers 


throughout  the  Kingdom  who,  it  was 
well  known,  at  the  last  Election  had 
intimidated  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject.  On  the  other  hand, 
it  was  clear  that  if  the  officers  of  the 
Sunday  Closing  movement  were  actu- 
ated by  such  motives,  they  were  taking 
the  worst  mode  to  defeat  their  objects, 
because  the  moment  the  Bill  passed 
their  occupation  would  be  gone.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield 
had  asked  whether  anyone  believed  that 
the  passing  of  the  Bill  would  diminish 
drunkenness?  Well,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power)  believed  that  it  would  not,  per- 
haps, immediately;  but  that,  on  the 
contrary,  the  arbitrary  repression  of  a 
desire  shared  by  a  large  number  might 
increase  that  desire,  but  that  would  not 
last  long.  The  hiding  away  of  tempta- 
tions and  allurements  might  not  have 
the  effect  immediately  upon  the  old  and 
hardened  which  they  all  desired,  but  it 
assuredly  would  upon  the  young.  The 
rising  generation,  at  all  events,  would 
not  be  drawn  into  public-houses,  or  on 
Sundays,  into  shebeens,  as  those  who 
preceded  them  had  been.  That  it  would 
do  so  had  been  proved  by  the  experience 
of  the  diocese  of  Galway  and  Emly,  in 
which  Sunday  closing  had  been  volun- 
tarily adopted.  He  knew  that  in 
America,  even  in  the  States  where  the 
Maine  Liquor  Law  prevailed,  there  was 
Sunday  drinking,  but  it  was  confined  to 
middle-aged  men  and  women,  those  who 
had  brought  with  them,  with  their 
European  prejudices,  European  vices  to 
America,  and  among  them  were  ndt  to 
be  found  any  young  men  from  18  to  25 
years  of  age.  It  was  true  also  that  the 
Maine  Liquor  Law  had  in  some  cases 
been  repealed;  but  that  had  been  ac- 
counted for  by  Professor  Wendell  Phil- 
lips, a  champion  of  the  masses  of  the 
people,  who  said,  in  a  recent  speech 
delivered  at  Boston,  that  it  arose  from 
the  fact  that  since  the  American  War 
the  country  was  controlled  by  the  large 
cities,  and  the  large  cities  by  their 
criminal  population^  His  own  county 
of  Mayo  was,  as  far  as  he  knew,  unani- 
mously in  favour  of  the  Bill.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  City  had 
quoted  figures  to  show  that  there  wets 
less  drinking  on  Sunday  than  on  any 
other  day.  But  if  people  did  not  drink 
so  much  on  Sunday  as  on  other  days, 
it  was  because  their  facilities  for  drink- 
ing on  that  day  had  already  been  re- 
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stricted.  He  said,  therefore,  increase 
those  restrictions  and  you  will  further 
diminish  drunkenness.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  asked  whether  they  desired  to 

Srevent  the  peasantry  meeting  on  Sun- 
ay,  the  only  day  on  which  they  could 
meet.    By  no  means.    Let  them  meet 
by  all  means,  but  not  in  public-houses. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  also  said  this  Bill 
was  based  upon  Sabbatarianism,  and  he 
(Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  had  no  objection 
to  base  his  support  of  the  Bill  on  that 
ground;    but  his  Sabbatarianism  was 
similar  to  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield,  who  would  open 
the    Museums    and    other    educational 
institutions  on  the  Sabbath  to  the  people 
rather  than  allow  them  to  have  me 
access  to  the  public-houses.    His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  had  ridi- 
culed the  idea  of  proposing  a  measure 
of  this  kind  in  the  name  of  patriotism ; 
but  he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  would  not 
hesitate  to  support  it  on  that  ground. 
In  the  proportion  in  which  the  people 
were  addicted  to  this  vice,  the  arm  of 
popular  freedom  was  paralyzed ;  and  if 
they  were  to  have  a  free  Irish  people 
they  must  have  a  sober  Irish  people 
— and  if  they  could  not  make  them  sober 
by  suasion,  he  was  prepared  to  remove 
the  drink  from  them.    If  he  had  spoken 
somewhat  warmly,  it  was  because  he 
felt  strongly,  and  he  had  never  before 
trespassed  upon    the    House  with  re- 
gard to  this  subject.    He  would  con- 
clude with  a  brief  reference  to  the  last 
argument    of  the   Member    for  Cork. 
The  hon.  Member  referred  in  glowing 
terms  to  the  reception  of  the  Fleet  at 
Queenstown,    and    talked     about   the 
70,000    or    80,000    people    who    went 
there,  remarking  how  sober  the  people 
were ;  but  the  fact  was  that  the  demand 
on  the  public-houses  was  so  great  that 
all  the  drink  was  exhausted.   There  was 
not  a  glass  of  ale  or  porter  to  be  got, 
for  the  peasantry  took  Queenstown  by 
storm. 

Mr.  murphy,  rising  to  Order,  said, 
he  referred  to  the  large  consumption  of 
ginger-beer,  soda-water,  and  other  non- 
intoxicating  drinks,  and  not  to  that  of 
alcoholic  beverages. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said  he 
was  glad  to  hear  and  to  accept  the  ex- 
planation. It  appeared,  then,  that  the 
70,000  or  80,000  people  there  on  that 
occasion  so  far  sympathized  with  the 
Irish  Sunday  Closing  Association  as  to 

Jfr.  ff  Connor  Power 


prefer  ginger-beer  and  soda-witsr  te 
porter.  He  was  glad  that  the  In 
Member  for  Cork  wought  it  neceMuj 
to  rise  and  interrupt  him  for  theponow 
of  showing  that  me  people  of  IranJ 
did  not  want  ale  and  porter,  and  ^ 
they  could  be  perfectly  satisfied  wit^ 
temperance  drinks. 

The  O'DONOOHUE  :  I  think,  St 
that  very  many  interesting  speedief 
have  been  addressed  to  you  to-daj,  ui 
prominently  amongst  them  that  of  titf 
hon.  and  learned  Member  far  Sheffidii 
(Mr.  Roebuck) ;  and  I  am  sure  I  mij 
venture  to  give  expression  to  what  I  be 
lieve  to  be  the  feeling  of  the  Hoom,  ike 
that  hon.  and  learned  Member  may  bag 
be  amongst  us  to  impart  to  our  ddiben* 
tions  a  share  of  tnat  public  tpint  lor 
which  he  has  been  conspicuous  throvig^- 
out  his  career,  and  to  charm  as  by  lit; 
eloquence.  My  hon.  Friends  who  kiTt 
spoken  on  this  side  have  soaroely  kitof 
anything  to  say ;  and  the  hon.  Msmber 
for  Carlow  (Mr.  Bruen),  who  spi^  (e 
the  other  side,  seemed  to  have  so  socL 
difficulty  in  making  up  his  mind,  thai  h 
has  relieved  me  from  any  attempt  t: 
that  most  difficult  of  Parliamentaiy  pe^ 
formanoes — a  reply.  I  believe  it  is  ge- 
nerally supposed  that  the  promotenof 
this  Bill  are  good  men,  with  thew 
best  intentions.  I,  for  one,  accept  thi: 
supposition.     Indeed,  the  nearest  if^ 

E roach  to  a  charge  that  I  have  e*^ 
eard  brought  against  any  of  themu 
that  some  of  them  are  rather  too  gooi- 
that  their  goodness  is  somewhat  repfi^* 
sive  from  being  too  demonstratiTe;  tbi 
it  is  a  phase  of  that  Puritanism  whic^ 
thinks  it  necessary  to  close  Masevm^ 
and  Picture  G^eries  to  the  people  » 
Sundays,  and  assume  a  dejected  ]o(^ 
and  a  nasal  twang  on  the  Lord's  Dij 
The  promoters  of  this  Bill  mopots  to 
enact  that  henceforth  on  Sunday  in  h^* 
land,  no  farmer,  no  labourer  in  town  or 
country,  no  artizan — no  man,  in  sbori 
who  is  not  rich  enough  to  keep  eithsri 
well-stocked  cellar  or  cupboard— di«B  ^ 
permitted  to  moisten  his  lips  with  vhtt 
IS  understood  by  the  term  ^urink.  Tkit* 
is  to  say,  that,  taking  the  popnliti<»  « 
Ireland  at  about  5,600,000,  verylitt^ 
short  of  5,000,000  are  to  be  oompsiM 
to  abstain  for  ever  on  Sundays  froin  t^ 
use  of  alcohol.  The  advocates  of  ^ 
Bill,  in  fact,  seek  to  amend  thi  Cbv- 
mandment  which  declares  thai  M^ 
in  the  week  shall  be  set  agMlMtW 
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of  reflt,  by  the  addition  of  a  penal  clause 
that  it  shall  also  be  a  day  of  unassuaged 
thirst ;  and  the  peculiarity  of  this  latest 
addition  to  the  Decalogue  is,  that  it  will 
only  affect  that  unfortunately  too  large 
section  of  our  community  who  are  so 
poor  as  to  be  unable  to  make  a  provision 
against  this  gust  of  fanaticism.    Why, 
as  compared  with  the  consequences  of 
this  Bill»  the  consequences  of  the  Per- 
missiTe  Prohibitory  Ldquor  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfred  Lawson)  will  be  as  a  mere 
nothing,  because  all  that  one  would  haye 
to  do  to  escape  firom  the  consequences 
of  that  Bill  would  be  to  slip  round  into 
the  next  parish  in  order  to  procure  what 
one  wanted.    But  this  Bill  is  in  direct 
violation  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Uarlisle — a  fiEdsifi- 
cation  of  the  professions  by  which  the 
advocatee  of  tnat  measure  have  been 
able  to  obtain  even  a  hearing  for  it  in 
this  House  and  the  country.    We  are 
constantly  being  told  that  everything  is 
to  be  left  to  the  people ;  that  periodically 
in  eadi  district  a  great  cry  is  to  be  raised 
of  grog  or  no  grog,  and  that  this  mo- 
mentous issue  is  to  be  left  to  a  free  po- 
pulation.    Then,   we  are  told,  if  the 
grogites  have  it,  they  will  practically  be 
able  to  lush  in  ease  at  home ;  and  if  they 
are  so  unfortunate  as  to  lose  the  day,  all 
that  will  happen  will  be  that  they  will 
have  to  imbibe  after  they  have  had  to 
endure  nothing  worse  than  a  short  stroll 
and  an  agreeable  jaunt.    Now,  we  see 
the  real  animus  of  these  voluntaries,  and 
can  form  some  idea  of  the  lengths  to 
which  they  are  anxious  to  go  if  they  had 
the  power.    These  advocates  of  the  Per- 
missive Bill  are  swarming  around  the 
hon.    Member   for    Londonderxr  (Mr. 
Richard  Smyth)  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member   for    Louth     (Mr.     Sullivan), 
to  assist  them  in  stamping  upon  the 
Statute  Book  a  Bill  which  seeks  to  ac- 
complish, in  a  modified  degree,  the  same 
objections  as  the  Permissive  Bill,  which 
has  its   origin    in  the    same  spirit  of 
quackery,  and  as  much  finality  as  can  be 
pressed  upon  any  act  of  man.    There 
cannot  be  a  doubt  that  this  Bill  is  being 
pnahed  on  bv  a  party  of  monomaniacs. 
The    hon.    Member    for    Ma^    (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power),  who  has  just   ad- 
dressed the  House,  has  adverted  to  the 
use  of  strong  language.    I  admit  that 
tUsis  just  one  of  Uiose  questions  where 
the  use  of  particular  language  may  be 


said  to  be  exclusively  a  matter  of  taste. 
But  I  must  be  again  permitted  to  say  that 
those  who  are  pushing  on  this  Bill  are 
a  party  of  monomaniacs.  Many  of  them 
certainly,  influenced  by  a  high  religious 
enthusiasm,  are  convinced  that  the  Devil 
is  the  suggestor,  if  not  the  inventor,  of 
fermentation,  quite  forgetting  who  it 
was  that  changed  the  water  into  wine  at 
the  marriage  feast.  There  is,  ag^ain, 
without  being  at  all  exercised  by  reli- 
gion, a  large  number  of  persons  who 
consider  total  abstention  trom  alcohol 
an  infiedlible  preservative  ag^nst  rheu- 
matism, chilblains,  gout,  and  all  the  ills 
which  flesh  is  heir  to.  Not  a  few  of 
them  are  converted  topers,  filled  with 
aU  the  furious  zeal  of^  neoph3rtes ;  and 
some  of  them,  owing  to  some  defects  in 
their  private  cellular  departments,  re- 
ject everything  spirituous,  as  the  doctors 
would  say,  "  by  the  spontaneous  action 
of  nature."  It  will  not  be  denied  that 
they  are  a  select  party.  I  am  far  from  say- 
ing that  they  are  not  actuated  by  kindly 
feelings  towards  mankind;  but  this  I 
may  say — that  their  advances  are  not 
at  all  reciprocated;  that  they  are  se- 
parated more  effectually  by  their  ec- 
centricities from  the  rest  of  man- 
kind than  any  artificial  barrier  could 
separate  them ;  and  that  they  are  the 
veiT  last  men  that  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  legislate  for  that  great  agg^eate  of 
ordinary  mortals  who  constitute  me  ma- 
jority of  the  world.  But,  Sir,  I  should 
not  be  the  least  afraid  of  their  being 
allowed  to  legislate  if  the  drumming  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 
had  not  brought  the  swarm  to  fasten 
upon  Ireland,  the  subject  and  victim  of 
so  many  experiments.  The  majority  of 
the  Iri^  M!embers  have  voted  in  favour 
of  this  measure,  and  from  that  it  might 
be  inferred  that  a  majority  of  the  Irish 
people  are  in  favour  of  it,  and  that  its 
advocates  would  not  avowedly  press  it 
forward  in  opposition  to  the  wish  of  the 
people.  Assuming  it  to  be  true  that  a 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  are  in 
favour  of  this  measure,  one  thing  at  all 
events  is  clear,  that  in  this  respect  they 
differ  from  all  the  people  on  the  Oon- 
tinent  of  Europe,  from  tne  vast  majority 
on  the  Oontinent  of  America,  from  the 
people  of  England ;  and  when  we  search 
the  Universe  to  find  another  nation 
which  agrees  with  the  Irish  in  desirinff 
to  put  it  out  of  its  power  to  take  a  drink 
on  Bundays,  we  have  to  turn  to  the  North 
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of  this  Island,  to  the  people  of  Scotland. 
Beyond  all  question  that  is  a  curious 
and  extraordinary  statement;  one  of 
those  things  which  show  that  if  miracles 
have  ceased,  wonders  have  certainly  not. 
If  drunkenness  has  ceased  in  SooUand, 
why  have  you  not  long  since  applied  the 
same  measure  to  this  countiy?  Here 
are  two  nations  of  whom  it  is  said  by 
the  advocates  of  the  PermissiTe  Bill  that 
they  are  the  greatest  drunkards  in  the 
world,  and  whose  partiality  for  drink  is 
said  to  be  notorious,  and  yet  these  are 
the  only  two  nations  in  the  world  who, 
according  to  the  advocates  of  this  Bill, 
are  actually  clamouring  that  they  should 
be  prevented  from  indulgino;  in  intem- 

Serance,  and  that,  too,  on  we  only  one 
ay  in  the  week  on  which  they  can  enjoy 
themselves,  and  further  insisting  that 
the  least  infringement  of  that  restraint 
shall  render  them  amenable  to  prosecu- 
tion, and  subject  them  to  severe  penal- 
ties. We  protest,  Sir,  against  this 
charge  of  want  of  self-restraint  which 
has  been  brought  against  us  by  the  ad- 
vocates of  Sunday  cn>sing.  The  people 
of  Ireland  are  renowned  for  being  most 
convivial  and  most  hospitable;  but  I 
entirely  deny  that  they  are  in  favour  of 
Sunday  closing.  I  would  ask  those  who 
point  llieir  to  majorities  among  the  Irish 
Members,  if  the  majority  of  £ish  Mem- 
bers always  represented  the  views  of  the 
majorities  of  the  Irish  people  who  are 
their  constituents  ?  There  was  a  time 
when  the  majority  of  Irish  Members 
would  exclude  Koman  Oatholics  from  a 
seat  in  this  House  and  from  any  share 
of  power  in  our  municipal  corporations. 
It  is  not  a  very  long  time  since  Idie  ma- 
jority of  the  Irish  Members  favoured 
the  maintenance  of  the  Irish  Ohurch, 
and  scouted  Idie  idea  of  any  improve- 
ment in  the  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant.  I  do  not  say  that  the  ma- 
jority of  to-day  is  not  a  better  represen- 
tative of  the  feelinffs  and  wishes  of  the 
people  than  were  tne  majorities  of  the 
times  to  which  I  have  alluded ;  but  I  do 
tell  them  they  are  now  taking  the  same 
course  which  was  taken  by  those  ma- 
jorities of  former  days  in  acting  without 
consulting  their  oonstituenoies  and  in 
utter  ignorance  of  what  are  their  real 
feeling.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
majonty  of  to-dav  would  act  in  defiance 
of  the  wishes  of  the  majority  of  tiie 
people.  The  consideration  of  the  question 
never  came  before  them,  and  it  never 
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entered  into  their  heada  that  tksf 
to  be  compelled  to  become  teetotaUaav 
Sunday.  The  question  is  one  wbkkk» 
only  in  a  few  instances  entered  iolot^ 
add^resses  which  the  candidates  ibr  Pir< 
liamentary  election  have  made  to  t&c 
constituents.  Only  two  or  three  of  tkta 
have  at  all  alludea  to  the  subject,  irl 
these  have  been  the  noble  Lord  the  Ma- 
ber  for  Enniskillen  (Yisoount  Oricktoc^ 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  oounty  <A  Lot 
donderry,  and  the  hon.  and  Iflsnud 
Member  for  Louth.  I  chanced  to  tee  i 
report  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentk- 
man's  speech,  and  I  just  threw  mj  ^ 
over  it  to  see  what  he  was  after.  Tbr 
hon.  and  learned  (Gentleman  is  ^ 
leader  of  the  teetotal  party  in  Irdud. 
and  therefore  it  is  of  no  small  ifflpcr' 
tance  that  I  should  mention  to  tb 
House  what  he  said  to  his  oon8titMS^ 
I  have  not  the  report  by  me,  and,  Hbett- 
fore,  I  can  only  raraphrase  his  remck* 
from  memoiy.  He  first  annomioed  t. 
them  as  a  piece  of  information  that  t: 
ante-Saxon  feeling  still  fired  his  bnait; 
and  then  he  avowed  that  his  prospecb  >v 
eternal  salvation  were  mixed  up  witk  tk 
siottlement  of  this  momentous  questioa 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  rose  to  Order,  iwi 
asked  the  hon.  Member  what  report  ^ 
his  speech  he  was  quoting  from,  u  V 
did  not  recoUect  having  used  the  wonii 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  hadrep6at«i 
He  was  not  in  the  habit  of  repndiftinf: 
speeches,  the  proofs  of  which  he  bd 
mmself  corrected. 

The  O'DONOGHXJE  :  I  am  refenic 
to  the  report  which  appeared  in  T^ 
FVeemanU  Journal^  and  I  deem  it  a  fi- 
traordinary  circumstance  that  on  thi^ 
occasion  my  memory  is  better  thin  ^ 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  G^tlemso'f. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  tm  t.» 
Order.  He  did  not  gather  from  vj^ 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee  hsd  jw^ 
said  that  he  mentioned  the  date  of  H' 
I\re$maWs  </b«ma/ in  which  he  hsd  to^ 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mw* 
ber  for  Louth.  It  was  desirable  tbit  b* 
should  do  so,  as  then  hon.  VemWr* 
would  be  able  to  consult  it. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  That  is  not  a  qoff- 
tion  of  Order.  The  hon.  Membff  ^ 
Tralee  prefaced  his  remarks  bj  ^fH 
that  he  quoted  from  memory,  snd  i^  ^ 
competent  for  the  hon.  and  Uv**^ 
Member  for  Louth  to  contradiot  tks  k** 
Member  fbr  Tralee  if  he  diodd 
present  him. 


I 
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Trx  O'DONOOHITE  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  then  went  on  to  say 
that  he  could  not  at  the  last  day  appear 
before  his  Maker  in  the  valley  oiJe* 
hoehaphat  with  any  conscience  unless  he 
had  prerionsly  put  a  padlock  upon  all 
the  public-houses  on  Sunday. 

Mm.  SULLIVAN  would  be  glad,  at 
any  rate,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
quote  his  words  correctly,  for  he  would 
give  the  fullest  contradiction  to  what  he 
now  said.       

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tralee  was  in  possession  of 
the  House,  and  at  the  end  of  his  spoedi 
Ml  opportunity  would  be  given  to  any 
hon.  Member  who  wished  to  correct  him 
in  what  he  had  said. 

Tn  O'DONOGHnE :  It  is.  Sir,  in- 
deed, very  difficult  to  go  on ;  but  what 
followed  was  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  wished  to  see  the  decanter  and 
porter-jug  replaced  by  the  teapot,  and 
It  was  to  ms  e£fecting  the  fblfiunent  of 
this  that  he  looked  forward  to  his  being 
recognixed  in  that  multitudinous  assem- 
bly of  many  nations.  That  was  poai- 
tivehr  the  substance  of  what  ihe  lion, 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  to  say  to  his 
constituents,  although  I  admit  it  is  but 
an  humble  imitation  of  the  grandeur  of 
his  etfle.  The  noble  Lord  &e  Member 
for  Fainiskillen  has  also  addressed  his 
constituents,  and  he  told  them  to  return 
him  again  to  Parliament  in  order  diat 
an  exponent  of  teetotalism  should  have 
a  plai^  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  Well, 
he  has  been  returned,  but  he  observes  a 
masteriy  silence  on  the  subject.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Londondernr  has  undoubt- 
edly introduced  Uie  subject  in  two  or 
three  meetings  in  the  North  of  Lrdand ; 
bat  it  shouU  be  noticed  that  he  ad- 
dressed the  same  meeting  two  or  three 
times,  and  the  few  meetings  which  had 
been  held  elsewhere  certain^  cannot 
be  rdied  upon  to  show  that  unanimity 
in  favour  of  the  BiU  which  it  is  pretendea 
by  the  supporters  of  this  measure  pre- 
yails  in  Ireland.  I  feel  I  am  perfectly 
justified  in  asserting  that  there  has  been 
no  interchange  of  opinion  at  all  in  Lre- 
land  on  this  question ;  and  I  say  it  is  a 
misrepresentation  to  tell  the  Mouse  of 
Commons  that  there  is  but  one  opinion 
in  Ireland  in  favour  of  this  Sunday 
closing.  But  there  are  droumatancee 
whieh  have  given  to  this  Bill  an  im- 
poitanoe  whidi  intrinaoally  it  does  not 
Many  leaders  of  public  opinion. 


and  notably  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
the  Members  for  Gbeenwioh  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) and  Birmin^am  (Mr.  Bright), 
the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, and  many  others  having  observed 
that  ^e  majority  of  Irish  Members  are 
in  favour  of  the  Bill,  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  they  expressed  the 
opinion  of  the  Irish  people,  and  that 
such  opinion  should  not  be  resisted, 
however  much  the  House  might  dislike 
this  BilL  I  rejoice  that  this  has  been 
the  means  of  eliciting  troia  statesmen  of 
such  hig^  authority  the  annunciation  of 
a  principle  so  indicative  of  an  auspicious 
dawn  on  Irish  politics.  Those  who  have 
taken  the  trouble  to  take  note  of  my 
humble  career  in  this  House  will  acknow- 
ledge that  I  have  urged  it  over  and  over 
again  in  respect  to  the  settlement  of  the 
Land  Question  and  of  the  question  of 
Education.  These  are  questions  to  a 
well-defined  settlement  of  which  many 
Irish  Members  stand  pledeed,  and  in 
support  at.  which  there  have  been  nume- 
rous public  meetings  held  in  every  part 
of  Iroland.  I  recoUect  that  upon  one 
occasion  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Gbeenwich  entered  into  an 
argument  with  me,  that  I  could  hot 
M^y  this  general  principle  to  the  set- 
tlement of  the  question  of  Education. 
WeU,  I  do  not  know  how  it  is  that  this 
question  has  brought  conviction  to  so 
many  minds,  although  I  confess  it  is 
little  complimentary  to  the  intelligence 
of  my  feUow-countrymen,  as  showing 
that  in  the  opinion  of  those  statesmen 
the  only  thing  with  which  they  can  be 
entrusted  is  ttxe  management  of  their 
own  public-houses.  The  recognition  of 
the  principle  now  will  be  new  and  sur- 
prising to  the  Irish  people,  and  I  appeal 
to  the  House  not  to  signalise  this  new 
departure  by  a  course  very  much  like  a 
practical  joke,  and  give  to  Ireland  what 
she  does  not  want  at  all.  If  there  has 
been  no  expression  of  opinion  heard 
from  the  Inah  people,  it  is  because 
nothing  has  been  more  constantly  im- 
pressed upon  them,  than  that  sudi  ex- 
p^ressions  of  opinion  are  of  no  avail. 
The  first  article  of  their  creed  is  want  of 
faith  in  this  House ;  but  now  that  this 
want  of  faith  is  about  to  be  removed, 
you  may  be  sure  that  they  will  meak 
out  once  again  with  redoubled  force 
upon  many  aquestion,  andunmistakeably 
upon  this  question,  when  the  proper 
time  arrives.    They  will  tell  you  they 
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look  upon  tliis  Bill  as  one  calculated  to 
change  their  day  of  rest  into  a  dismal 
Sunday;  that  it  is  designed  to  deprive 
the  working  population  of  the  great 
towns,  the  cities,  and  villages  of  Ireland 
of  the  enjoyment  which  the'  sea  coasts, 
the  lakes,  and  the  mountain  scenery 
afford.  Every  man  will  feel  that  if  he 
leaves  his  home  he  cannot  be  provided 
with  refreshment ;  that  he  must  stand 
about  all  day,  rain  or  no  rain,  and  re- 
main upon  his  feet,  because  every  place 
of  shelter  or  rest  will  be  closed  against 
him.  If  any  place  of  refreshment  were 
opened  to  him  the  police  would  insist  on 
joining  him,  urged  on  by  the  haggard 
and  jaundiced  emissaries  of  the  big 
teapot  party.  This  Bill  really  means 
that  every  working  man  must  limit  his 
exercise  to  a  circle  described  round  his 
own  dwelling,  and  be  satisfied  with  his 
tea  in  a  mug.  I  thank  the  House  for 
the  attention  with  which  it  has  listened 
to  me,  cmd  I  can  only  say  that  this  Bill 
has  never  been  brought  before,  the  people 
of  Ireland,  and  as  I  believe  they  will 
never  assent  to  it,  I  shall  at  every  stage 
give  it  all  the  opposition  which  the  Forms 
of  this  House  wUl  allow. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  said,  he  only 
rose  to  reply  to  some  observations  which 
had  been  made  with  respect  to  the  feel- 
ing of  the  working  classes  in  regard  to 
this  Bill.  On  referring  to  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Select  Committee,  he 
found  that  the  Society  of  Amalgamated 
Engineers  of  Belfast  district,  represent- 
ing 5,000  skilled  artizans,  had  been 
asked  to  express  an  opinion  upon  the 
question,  when  it  was  found  that  only 
about  100  members  were  opposed  to 
imiversal  Sunday  closing.  Another  wit- 
ness was  the  sub-Inspector  of  Constabu- 
lary, and  he,  from  his  acquaintance  with 
a  district  of  70,000  inhabitants,  said  the 
general  opinion  in  that  district  was  in 
favour  of  closing  public-houses  on  Sun- 
day. He  (Mr.  Johnston)  had  entered 
largely  into  communication  with  the 
working  classes  of  BeKast,  and  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  great  majority  were 
in  favour  of  Sunday  closing. 

Db.  BRADY  said,  he  was  quite  satis- 
fied that  the  great  majority  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  were  in  favour  of  this  mea- 
sure. [**No,  no!"]  The  discussion 
itself,  he  thought,  anorded  evidence  of 
this,  for  during  the  whole  afternoon  not 
one  Bepresentative  of  an  Irish  county 
had  spolcen  in  opposition  to  the  Bill,  but 

The  (yDonoghue 


only  those  hon.  Members  representing 
cities  and  boroughs.  An  hon.  Member 
who  had  spoken  had  declared  that  his 
constituents  were  not  in  favour  of  the 
Bill;  but  he  (Dr.  Brady)  was  free  to  teD 
him  that  they  were ;  and  if  he  had  not 
found  that  out  it  was  because  he  had 
not  taken  the  opportunity  to  consult  his 
constituents. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  the  hon. 
Member's  remarks  appeared  to  be 
pointed  at  him,  and  he  took  the  oppor- 
tunity of  denying  that  he  had  had  com- 
munications from  his  constituents  in 
favour  of  the  Bill. 

Db.  BBADY  surmised  that  the  hon. 
Member  could  have  no  knowledge  of 
what  his  constituents  required.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Boebuck)  had  asked  what  good 
had  followed  a  restrictive  law?  In  reply, 
he  would  refer  him  to  the  state  of  things 
existing  before  1 830.  Then  Ihe  publ^ 
houses  were  open  all  day  on  Sunday, 
and  scenes  of  the  greatest  dissipation, 
drunkenness,  immorality,  and  disorder 
disgraced  the  streets ;  but  after  the  Act 
of  1830  all  thb  gave  place  to  public 
order,  and  so  also  the  present  Bill  would 
be  most  beneficial  to  uie  people  and  to 
Ireland.  It  would  offer  the  beet  ex- 
ample possible  to  the  people  of  England, 
and  the  most  happy  results  would  be 
likely  to  flow  from  it. 

Mr.  p.  J.  SMYTH :  I  wish  to  refer 
very  briefly  to  a  point  of  great  import- 
ance, to  which  attention  has  been  (billed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee  (the 
O'Donoghue).  I  should  not  have  taken 
part  in  the  debate  at  all,  but  for  the 
remark  that  the  House  is  asked  to  pas» 
this  Bill,  not  on  the  grounds  of  its  intrin- 
sic justice,  its  necessity,  or  expediency, 
but  in  order  to  prove  its  willingness  it 
all  times  to  complv  with  the  reasonable 
wishes  of  the  Inui  people — that  is,  in 
substance,  to  legislate  for  Ireland  in  ac- 
cordance with  Msh  ideas.  The  motive 
of  the  suggestion  is  most  amiable ;  but 
the  House  should  not  close  its  eyes  to 
the  fact  that  it  leads  logically  to  the 
oonclusion  that  this  House  should  not 
legislate  for  Ireland  at  all.  If  hoa. 
Members  are  prepared  to  accept  the 
conclusion,  well  and  good,  we  will  go 
into  Oonmiittee  on  the  subject;  but  I 
submit  that  until  that  tune  arrivet 
the  proper,  the  loyal,  and  the  Oonstitn- 
tional  course  is  to  examine  and  decide 
upon  all  matters  which  come  before  thi» 
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Hooae  on  their  merits,  taking  into  ao- 
count,  indeed,  local  wishes  and  oiroum- 
stancea,    but  mindful  always  that  the 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  must 
leg^ialate  with  a  view  to  the  general  in- 
teresta  of  the  United  Kingdom.  So  long 
as  this  House  continues  to  be  the  Legis- 
lature of  a  United  Kingdom  the  idea 
that  controls  its  le^slation  must  neces- 
sarily be  not  an  Insh,  an  English,  or  a 
8cotch,  but  an  Imperial  idea.    That  is 
the  doctrine  oontrolline  the  action  of  the 
House,  and  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand 
why  there  should  be  a  departure  from 
it  in  this   instance,   and   this  instance 
only.     It  is  said,  I  know  not  how  truly, 
that  England  is  not  a  country  of  ideas ; 
but  surely  a  more  extravagant  flight  of 
fancy  is  not  to  be  met  with  in  the  whole 
rang^  of  modem  poetry  than  that  this 
House  should,  would,  or  could  legislate 
for  Ireland  in    accordance  with  Irish 
ideas.      Where  the  raw  material  is  pro- 
duced,   there  let  it    be  wrought    mto 
fabrics  for  home  consumption.  But  what 
is  the  Irish  idea  on  the  question  before 
us  ?    My  hon.  Friends  the  Members  for 
Cork  City  (Mr.  Miu^hy)  and  Limerick 
County  (Mr.  O'SuUivan)  may  claim  to 
be  as  true  exponents  of  the  national 
feeling  as  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Bichard  Sm3rth). 
If  the  preponderance  of  Petitions  is  on 
his  side,  topography  and  ethnology  are 
with  the  southern  Bepresentatives.     In 
m^  Tiew,  too  much  stress  should  not  be 
laid  upon  Petitions  signed  by  magistrates, 
lawyers,  doctors,  town  councillors,  and 
officers  on  half-pay.  I  am  not  disposed  to 
undervalue  Petitions  as  a  test  of  public 
opinion ;  but  when  a  measure  like  this 
of  class  legislation  is  proposed,  I  submit 
with  confidence  that  it  is  the  opinion  of 
the  class  whose  interests  are  directly 
affected  which  should  sway  the  decision 
of  this  House.    If  the  Petitions  are  ex- 
amined, it  will  probably  be  found  that 
the  signers  in  favour  of  Sunday  closing 
are,  almost  without  an  exception,  per- 
sons who  never  by  anv  chance  make  use 
of  the  public-house  either  on  Sunday  or 
week-day.    Their  motives  in  petitioning 
are,  I  have  no  doubt,  good  and  philan- 
thropic ;  but  in  estimating  the  value  of 
their  Petitions,  the  House  should  re- 
member that  this  Bill  inflicts  no  loss  or 
privation  on  them,  collectively  or  indi- 
^ually,  nor  altera  in  any  manner  their 
Madition  of  life.    It  leaves  untouched 
&•  wsD-stooked  cellars  of  the  rich,  it 


leaves  open  still  the  door  of  the  hospit- 
able dub  or  hotel ;  but  how  will  it  anect 
the  working  man,  the  man  who  is  forced 
by  the  necessities  of  his  position  to  resort 
to  the  public-house  for  needful  refresh- 
ment? It  deprives  him  at  once  of  a  right 
which  he  has  enjoyed,  a  legal  and  na- 
tural right,  which  it  is  not  alleged  that 
on  the  whole  he  has  abused,  compelling 
him  to  introduce,  and  in  a  more  perilous 
form,  into  the  family  the  drink  which 
heretofore  he  has  been  free  to  consume 
at  the  coimter.  Will  that  man  be  dis- 
posed to  look  kindly  on  the  class  legis- 
lation that  thus  abridges  his  Hberty? 
Will  his  domestic  peace  and  the  morality 
of  his  humble  household  be  more  secure 
after  the  wife  and  the  little  children,  one 
by  one,  shall  have  been  trained  to  pay 
their  furtive  vidto  each  Saturday  ni^t 
to  the  pubHc-house,  in  order  to  procure 
the  supply  for  the  Sunday  ?  At  present, 
regularly  as  each  Sabbath  morning 
breaks,  he  hears  the  call  of  the  chapd 
bell,  and  to  his  place  of  worship  he 
repairs ;  but  the  service  over,  he  repairs 
to  the  country,  and  in  the  afternoon  he 
is  free  to  take  a  glass  of  beer  with  friend 
or  neighbour ;  but  if  this  Bill  becomes 
law,  there  is  the  risk  at  least  that  the 
bells  will  ring  and  he  will  not  hear,  and 
that  the  fields,  be  they  ever  so  pleasant, 
will  in  vain  invite  to  innocent  enjoy- 
ment. The  fact  that  Sunday  closing  has 
been  voluntarily  adopted  in  one  or  two 
counties  is  no  argument  in  favour  of  this 
measure.  Those  counties  contain  no 
large  cities.  But  if  Sunday  closing  be, 
as  alleged,  a  popular  measure  in  the 
country,  and  if  there  be  no  law  to  pre- 
vent its  imiversal  adoption,  whv  sub- 
ject Ireland  to  the  humiliation  of  being 
presented  at  the  Bar  of  this  House 
as  a  suppliant  for  a  Coercion  Act. 
For,  disguise  it  as  we  may,  this  is 
a  Coercion  Act.  Any  Act  which,  le- 
velled by  one  class  against  another, 
wantonly  restricts  personal  liberty,  de- 
serves to  be  so  characterized.  To  for- 
bid a  man  to  procure  needful  refresh- 
ment at  a  seasonable  hour  on  any  day 
of  the  week  is,  in  principle,  quite  as  ob- 
jectionable as  to  forbid  him  to  be  abroad 
after  sunset.  The  evidence  of  Mr. 
O'Donnell,  the  magistrate,  before  the 
Select  Committee,  ought  to  be  conclusive 
as  to  the  fate  of  this  Bill.  He  proved 
that  during  the  hours  when  the  public- 
houses  are  closed  there  is  more  drunken- 
ness in  the  City  of  Dublin  than  during 
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those  in  whioh  they  are  open.  Is  it  not, 
then,  a  yeiy  reductio  ad  wsurdum  to  ex- 
tend to  the  entire  day  a  prohibition  thus 
proved  to  be  promotiye  of  inebriety? 
The  licensed  Tintners  of  DubUn  are  a 
respectable  body  of  traders ;  no  crime 
is  alleged  against  them,  no  complaint  is 
made  respecting  the  manner  in  which, 
as  a  rale,  their  bnsiness  is  conducted; 
on  the  faith  of  the  law  as  it  stands  they 
have  expended  large  sums  of  money  in 
the  enlargement  and  improvement  of 
their  premises;  and  I  ask  if  be  consistent 
with  justice  or  fair  play,  if  it  be  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  custom  of  Parliament 
and  the  spirit  of  the  law,  thus  uncere- 
moniously to  confiscate  their  property — 
for,  here,  there  is  no  hint  of  compensa- 
tion— and  attach  to  them  and  to  their 
calling  an  undeserved  stigma  ?  If  drunk- 
enness and  disorder  were  proved  to  be 
more  rife  on  a  Sunday  afternoon  than  on 
any  other  day  of  the  week,  I  might  admit 
a  justification  for  an  Act  of  this  descrip- 
tion, but  the  contrary  has  been  shown 
to  be  the  case  in  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  city  of  Cork. 
Of  the  numbers  who  use  the  public- 
house,  the  persons  with  whom  the  use 
degenerates  into  abuse  form  but  a  very 
small  percentage.  Let  such  persons  be 
visitea  with  the  full  severity  of  the  law ; 
but  let  not  the  innocent  multitude  be 
associated  with  the  guilty  few  in  one  act 
of  indiscriminate  condemnation.  I  have 
examined  the  measure  very  carefully, 
and  I  find  in  it  every  fault  that  a  mea- 
sure professing  to  aim  at  social  reform 
can  possibly  have.  It  abridges  liberty, 
it  disturbs  vested  rights,  it  embitters 
class  feelings,  it  imperils  the  family,  and 
it  aggravates  the  evil  for  which  it  pro- 
fesses to  be  a  cure.  Not  by  coercive 
enactments,  nor  sumptuary  laws^not 
by  curtailing  the  scant  privileges  of  the 
people,  nor  harassing  interference  with 
the  prosecution  of  legitimate  trade,  will 
the  vice  of  drunkenness  be  eradicated 
and  public  morality  promoted.  Leave 
open  the  public-house — it  is  a  necessity 
of  our  social  state ;  but  in  juxtaposition 
with  it  throw  open  the  public  library, 
the  gallery  of  art,  the  museum;  level 
the  barriers  which  exclude  the  people 
from  places  designed  by  nature  for 
healthy  recreation — and  tnanks  are  due 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  and  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Dublin  (Sir  Arthur 
Guinness)  for  the  Stephen's  Qreen  Bill — 

Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth 


look,  above  all,  to  the  dwelling*  of  ^ 
labourer  in  the  fields  and  the 
the  towns — ^help  morality  in  her 
less  struggle  with  vice,  and  then 
look  forward  to  the  time  when 
at  least  realize  the  picture  of  Bnrke, 
vice  will  lose  half  its  evil  by  losing  ■£ 
its  coarseness. 

Mb.  KINO-HABMAN  said,  it  8eea«d 
to  him  that  there  was  great  donbt  wm  to 
whether  the  people  were  ananimons,  or 
nearly  unanimous,  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
It  was  perfectly  dear  that  a  large  por- 
tion  of  the  upper  and  the  ixi>per  middk 
classes  were  in  favour  of  it;    bnt  ha 
doubted  whether  the  voice  of  the  people 
j^erally  had  been  sounded  npon  it.   If 
it  was  brought  forward  as  a  tentsliTv 
measure,  to  be  passed  for  only  three  or 
four  years,  he  might  have  been  dispoM^ 
to  support  it ;  but  this  waa  a  Bill  to  de- 
prive thepoor  man  for  ever  of  his  Bva^dsj 
beer.    £[e  thought  much  might  be  dow 
to  decrease  Sunday  drinking  in  Irelaiid, 
without  having  recourse  to  ropieMiii 
legislation.    From  the  evidence   gnm 
befbre  the  Select  Committee,   it  would 
appear  that  in  no  part  of  Ir^and  dSd 
the  people  so  Httle  understand  the  art  o^ 
amusing  themselves  as  in  DubHn ;  bat, 
at  present,  if  there  was  on  Sonday  s 
game  of  football  or  cricket  going  on,  die 
police  came  down,  and  the  sonunoniiif 
and  fining  of  the  players  followed;  so 
what  were  the  unfortunate  men  to  do 
who,  not  possessing  comfortable  hornet, 
were  deprived  of  the  shelter  of  tlit 
public-house?    Some  harm,  he  allowed* 
was  done  in  public-houses  in  some  of 
the  worse   districts.      Bibbonism   and 
secret  societies  grew  from  such  plaees ; 
but  if  the  authorities  could  be  tauffht  to 
see  that  there  was  not  necessarily  Feni* 
anism  in  a  game  of  football  on  8undsj» 
and  that  cricket  could  be  played  on  thai 
day  without  being  a  conspiracy  againat 
the  British    Constitution,   there  would 
not  be  this  influence  in  public-houses,  or 
the  necessity  for  this  kind  of  legialatiooL 
In  towns  there  was  no  doubt  that  the 
Sunday  closing  would  merely  lead  to  tht 
purchase  of  drink  on  Saturday,  and  pro- 
oably  an  increased  consumption  among 
the  family,  which  would  not  be  Vikdj 
to  have  a  beneficial  effect  on  the  lifiu 
generation.    He  was  certainly  surpriaiS 
at  the  very  varied  colours  in  whioohQit 
Gentlemen  opposite  at  difiSeient  €mi 
painted  the  lower  classes  in  IniH& 
the  contrast  between  the  IndoMftS 
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would  be  any  neoeesity  for  the  present 

measure.  

Mb.  M'CAETHT  DOWNING  said, 
that  he  could  not  proceed  with  his  speech 
at  that  hour,  and  he  would  therefore 
move  the  Adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr,  McCarthy  Douminy.) 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Motion  is,  that 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.  [Cries  of 
"No!"] 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  37;  Noes 
256:  Majority  219.— (Div.  List,  No.  197.) 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  position  of  the 
question  now  is  this — the  debate  must 
now,  according  to  the  Standing  Orders, 
be  adjourned  until  to-morrow. 

And  it  being  after  a  quarter  of  an 
hour  before  Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate 
stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

And  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day 
having  been  gone  through — 

House  a^jottmed  at  Six  o'clock. 


boToogha   desiring   the   franchise  and 
Irishmen  requiring  to  be  protected  from 
the  rioe  of  drunkenness  being  especially 
remarkable.      The   hon.    Member   for 
Tralee  (the  O'Donoghue)  thought  that 
the  Sunaay  outings  would  be  disoouraffed 
by  the  Bill;  but  it  appeared  to  be  rather 
in  the  other  direction,  for  the  Bill  did 
not  restrict  the  sale  of  drink  on  steamers 
and  railways.    If  he  were  a  publican, 
he  should  establish  a  pleasure  steamer 
or  two,  and  give  to  his  customers  all  the 
adrantages  of  getting  drink  on  board. 
Short  trains,  too,  would  lead  to  a  roaring 
trade  at  refreshment  rooms  of  railway 
stations.     He  did  not  doubt  that  of  late 
years  the  moral  tone  of  the  Irish  people 
had  been  lowered  by  drink,  but  not  so 
much  by  the  quantity,  as  the  quality  of 
the  drink  consumed.    He  had  been  told 
by  those  whose  business  required  them 
to  be  out  in  all  weathers,  that   they 
had  been  obliged  to  become  teetotallers 
because  of  the  poisonous  adulteration 
practised,  and  he  had  seen  the  lapel  of 
a  man's  coat  burnt  by  the  drops  of  spirit 
falling  from  his  mouth.    He  left  the 
House  to  imagine  what  could  have  been 
the  effect  on  the  coats  of  the  stomach. 
A  more  carefol  exercise  of  the  law  by 
the  proper  authorities  would  check  this 
poisonous  adulteration,  and  there  would 
be  no  need  for  this  legislation.    The 
Grand  Juries  of  counties  had  directed 
attention  to  the  question,  but  the  police 
authorities  refused  to  authorize  the  In- 
spectors to  carry  out  the  Adulteration 
Act.    If  the  duties  under  the  present 
Bill    were    carried    out  on    the   same 
principle  it  would  be  a  dead  letter,  for 
if  they  allowed  the  people  to  be  poisoned 
by  licence,  they  would  also  allow  them 
without  licence.  If  the  people  of  Ireland 
nelly  believed  in  this  measure,  let  it  be 
brought  forward  tentatively,  or  let  it  be 
applied  to  those  localities  which  asked 
for  it.    Dublin  wished  to  take  its  re- 
frMhment,  and  Belfast  desired  the  Bill 
to  be  passed.    Let  the  measure  be  ap- 
plied to  Belfast,  and  if  its  effects  were 
undeniable  it  could  be  extended  from 
comrtiy  to  town ;  but  if,  on  the  contrary, 
after  two  or  three  years'  trial,  it  was 
foand  not  to  act,   then   drop   it  alto- 
K^er ;    but    they   must  never   think 
^h«j  could   make  people   virtuous    by 
Act  of    Parliament      If  the   present 
•y«tem  were  only  properly  carried  out, 
^VBlasB  games  allowed,  and  restrio- 
tioos  rsmmdi  he  did  not  think  there 


HOUSE    OF    L0ED8, 

ThuTiday,  2Sth  June,  1877. 

ION  UTE8.]— PvBUc  BnAA^Fir$t  Remding^ 
New  Forest  *  (123),  and  referrtd  to  the  Exa- 
minerB. 

Second  Readina  —  Priaons  (116) ;  Public  Works 
Loans  •  (881. 

Committe4  —  Norfolk  and  Soffolk  Fisheries  * 
fl04) ;  Local  Ooyemment  Board's  Proyisional 
Orders  Ckmfirmation  (Belper  Union,  &c.)  * 

(87). 

Report — Gas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation 
(Abingdon,  &c)  •  (66). 

Royai  Aeeent — Law  of  Evidence  Amendment 
[40  k  41  Viet,  c.  14];  PubUc  Libraries  Act 
(Ireland)  Amendment  [40  k  41  Vict.  c.  161; 
Kemoral  of  Wrecks  [40  &  41  Viet,  c  16]; 
Quarter  Sessions  (Boroughs)  [40  k  41  Viet, 
c  17] ;  SetUed  EsUtes  [40  k  41  Viet,  c  181 ; 
Marnages  Legalisation,  Saint  Peter*s,  Ai- 
mondsbury  [40  k  41  Vict,  c  72] ;  Local  Go^ 
Temment  (Oas)  Provisional  Orders  (Pen- 
rith, kc)  [40  k  41  Vict.  c.  73] ;  Pier  and 
Harbour  Oilers  Confirmation  [No.  3)  [40  &  41 
Viet,  c  74];  Elementary  Eaucation  Provi- 
nooal  Orders  Confirmation  (Cardiff,  ftc.)  [40 
k  41  ViH,  0.  76] ;  Oas  and  Water  Orden 
Confirmation  (Brotton,  kc^  [40  k  41  Viet, 
c  76] ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Altnncham,  ko,)  [40  &  41  Vict,  c.  77]. 
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PRISONS  BILL— [No.  116.] 
{The  Lord  Steward,) 

SEOOin)  BEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Beading,  read. 

Eakl  BEAUOHAMP,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time, 
said,  that  he  desired  in  the  first  place  to 
draw  their  Lordships'  attention  to  cer- 
tain statistics,  which  would  show  the 
necessity  for  the  present  legislation.  It 
appeared  from  a  Betum  made  to  Parlia- 
ment in  the  present  year,  that  the  daily 
average  number  of  prisoners  in  England 
and  Wales  in  the  year  1872  was  17,500, 
and  in  the  year  1876,  18,986;  and  the 
daily  average  number  during  the  five 
years  ending  1 876  gave  a  total  of  1 8, 11 1 . 
The  Bill  dealt  with  prisons  113  in  num- 
ber, which  gave  on  an  average  one  prison 
for  every  22  square  miles  of  area,  and 
for  every  200,000  of  the  population. 
These  figures,  however,  did  not  give 
altogether  a  correct  idea,  for  the  prisons 
were  very  unequally  distributed  in  the 
different  counties.  Norfolk  had  as  many 
as  five  prisons,  whilst  other  counties 
with  a  greater  population  had  only  one. 
Eutland,  with  a  population  of  only 
20,000  had  one  prison,  whilst  the  county 
of  Stafford,  with  a  population  of  858,000, 
had  only  one.  In  some  prisons  the 
average  number  of  prisoners  was  13,  in 
others  it  was  less  than  100,  and  only  11 
prisons  had  upwards  of  400  prisoners. 
The  cost  of  prisons  and  prisoners  in 
1876  was  £575,380.  These  statistics 
showed  the  necessity  for  inquiry  and 
investigation.  He  would  briefly  draw 
their  Lordships'  attention  to  the  course 
of  prison  legislation  during  the  last  few 
years.  In  1863  the  noble  Earl  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  moved  for  a  Com- 
mittee of  their  Lordships'  House,  which 
was  appointed,  and  which  included 
among  its  number  several  very  able  and 
experienced  Members  of  the  House. 
That  Committee  made  a  Beport  con- 
taining 15  recommendations,  in  confor- 
mity with  which  Sir  George  Grey  in  the 
following  year  introduced  a  Bill  into  the 
House  of  Commons.  That  Bill,  how- 
ever, did  not  receive  the  assent  of  Parlia- 
ment; but  in  the  year  1865  the  Prisons 
Act  was  passed.  That  Act  was  not  onlv 
an  alteration  in,  but  a  consolidation  of, 
the  law  relating  to  county  and  borough 
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prisons.    It  also  made  some  Aharstaon 
m  the  matter  of  prison  labour  aiMl  &- 
cipline,  into  the  general  principles  «l 
which  be  would  not  enter.     The  Tnintfir 
in  which  these  principles  were  enforoed. 
however,  varied  according  to  the 
tion  of  the  local  authoritieB.     What 
known  as  the  ''separate  system" 
provided  and  enforced  by  the  Act ;  \mi 
with  regard  to  prison  labour,  prison  dic^ 
and  other  details,  the  various  jurifidi«N 
tions  under  which  these  prisons  wc9« 
administered    enforced    different    |»ic' 
ciples.    Considerable  variations  existad 
under  the  present  system  in  the  mles  <!i 
the   different   prisons   relating    to  t2)d 
amount  and  nature  of  the   labour  re- 
quired to  be  performed  by  the  priscmen. 
the  quality  and  quantity  of  the  fooft 
supplied  to  them,  the  enforcement  of 
separation,   and   the    pecuniary    »o& 
which  resulted  from  their  labour.   Nov, 
he  thought  their  Lordships  would  agrw 
with  him  that  if  there  was  one  matter 
more  important  than  another  it  was  thst 
all  punishment  should  be  uniform.    Qm 
sentence  ought  to  correspond  more  thsL 
verbally  with  another,  and  a  man  in 
receiving  punishment   for  his    oficnet 
ought  to  be  subjected  to  the  same  di*- 
cijmne  in  one  county  as  in  another.     H» 
thought  he  had  shown  that  the  Prisou 
Act,  1865,  wise  and  iudicious  as  it  was. 
required  to  be  supplemented  by  bobm 
further  provisions,  and  those  of  ^im 
Lordships  who  took  part  in  the  admiais- 
tration  of  our  local   goals   would  UA 
that  the  necessity  for  some  such  measure 
as  the  present  had  been  fully  and  dearly 
made  out.    This  measure  was  one  id- 
tended  to  carry  out  the  proposals  indi- 
cated in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  firom  ^ 
Throne,  inasmuch  as  it  was  framed  witk 
the  view  not  only  of  effecting  imprors- 
ment  in  the  management  of  our  prisoDS, 
but  also  of  relieving  local  burdens.    It 
was  not,  however,  to  be  expected  that 
the  Exchequer  would  accept  the  whde 
charge  for  the  prisons  throughout  the 
country,  unless  at  the  same  time  ^ 
Gbvemment  assumed  their  management 
In  1846  a  system  was  established  nods 
which  half  of  the  cost  of  the  food  and 
clothing  of  prisoners  was  paid  for  hj 
money   voted  by  Parliament  for  thai 
purpose ;  but  it  was  felt  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  extend  the  system  fiuther 
without  the  Gbvemment  taking,  as  was 
proposed  they  should  do  under  this  BilL 
the  whole  responsibiUty  for  the 
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mant  of  the  prisons.    Taming  to  the 
daoses  of  the  Bill,  it  would  be  found 
that   the    8rd   and   4th   dauses   were 
the   foundation  of  the  measure;    the 
former  providing  that  from  the  time  it 
came  into  operation  all  the  expenses  of 
the    prisons  were  to  be   paid   out  of 
moneys  to  be  voted  by  Parliament,  and 
the  latter   providing  that    all  prisons 
should  be  vested  in  and  all  prison  officers 
should  be  appointed  by  uie  Secretary 
of   State    for  the    Home  Department 
With  regard  to  the  number  of  prisons, 
their  Lordships  all  knew  how  difficult  it 
was  to  induce  local  authorities  to  com- 
bine for  the   purpose  of  eoonomv  of 
management ;  therefore  by  this  Bill,  by 
the  33rd  dause,  power  was  conferred  on 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  discontinue 
such  prisons  as  he  thought  were  unne- 
cessary.   These  were  aU  the  clauses  of 
the  Bm  which  he  thought  it  was  incum- 
bent of  him  to  advert  to  specially,  with 
the  exception  of  those  which  related  to 
the  Yisitmff  Justices.    It  would  be  seen 
that  when  me  management  of  the  prisons 
was  transferred  to  the  Government  the 
necessiW  of  local  control  would  no  lon^r 
exist    ^v  Clause  1 3,  however,  provision 
was   madfe  for  the   appointment  of  a 
Yisitinff   Oommittee   of  Justices,  who 
would  have  very  hifi;h  and  important 
duties  entrusted  to  them  in  connection 
with  the  manaffement  of  the  gaols.    The 
rules  under  which  the  prisons  were  to 
be  mansged  would  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment be&re  they  came  into  force.    One 
result  that  was   anticipated  from  the 
passing  of  this  measure  was,  that  there 
would  be  a  better  and  more  efficient 
classification  of  prisoners  than  was  pos- 
sible under  the  present  system.    The 
measore  had  been  denounced  as  savour- 
ing too  much  of  centralusation  and  as 
being  destructive  of  the  ancient  juris- 
diction of  the  Visiting  Justices,  while  it 
would  establish  an  undesirable  unifor- 
mity in  our  prisons,  and  that  on  the 
whole  it  womd  be  subversive  of  the 
position  of  the  local  gentry,  which  was 
a  chief  element  in  thepower  and  pros- 
perity of  England.    He  did  not  think 
that  those  aUegations  could  be  sustained. 
The  truth  was  that  the  so^mlled  ancient 
jurisdiction  of  the  Visiting  Justices  was 
reallv  an  invention  of  modem  times,  it 
not  having  been  created  until  the  year 
1784,  rather  leas  than  100  years  ago. 
Then  as  to  uniformity,  it  might  be  a 
Tsry  good  thing  or  a  very  bM  thing, 

TOL.OOXXZV.    [THm  snns.] 


according  to  the  subject-matter  referred 
to.     Applied  to  circumstances  wholly 
different,  or  only  having  a  superficial 
resemblance,  it  might  be  a  very  bad 
thing ;  but  if  the  circumstances  were  the 
same  it  was  clear  that  uniformity  must 
lead  to  advantage.    In  reference  to  the 
financial  aspect  of  the  question — it  might 
be  said  that  local  administration  was  at 
least  the  most  economical  and  efficient. 
He  was  prepared  to  show  that  it  was  far 
from  being  so.    The  actual  average  net 
cost  of  prisoners  in  county  and  borough 
in  1874-76  was  £21  13#.  Id.;  but  it  ap- 
peared  from  the  Papers  in  the  hands  of 
their  Lordships  that  in  the  county  of 
York,  which  contained  four  county  and 
four  borough  prisons,  there  were  2,331 
prisoners.    The  cost  of  the  prisoners  per 
head  varied  from  £15  11«.  4d.  in  the 
county  prisons  to  £34  U,  2d,    The  total 
cost  was  £66,690,  but  on  the  scale  of 
the  lowest  cost  it  would  be  £40,202,  or 
a    saving    of   about  £16,400.    In  the 
county  of  Nottingham  there  were  two 
county  prisons  and  a  city  prison ;  in  one 
of  the  former  the  average  cost  per  head 
was  £46  16«.,  in  the  other  £34  3s.  Id. 
Again,  in  the  county  of  Lincoln  there 
were  five  county  prisons,  containing  ac- 
commodation for  472  prisoners — whereas 
the  average  number  was  194,  the  great- 
est number  known  being  299.    The  194 
prisoners  cost,   during  the  year    1874, 
£8,430;  whereas  if  they  had  been  main- 
tained at  the  cost  per  head  of  the  lowest 
county  prison,  that  at  Lindsev,  the  cost 
would  be  only  £4,438  ;  showing  a  sav- 
ing of  cost  on  the  three  gaols — and  they 
were  within  three  miles  of  each  other — 
of  £1,608 ;  or,  if  taken  at  the  average 
cost    of    the    whole    county  —  namely, 
£21  IZs.  U.— of  £3,408.    Then,  as  re- 
garded Cambridge  county,  there    were 
three  prisons — Cambridge  county,  Ely, 
and  Wisbeach.  In  the  first-named  there 
was  accommodation  for   107  prisoners, 
in  the  second  for  48,  in  the  third  for  60 
— making  206  ;  but  the  average  number 
was  60^,  and  the  greatest  number  known 
was  91.  The  cost  of  the  60^  was  £2,947 ; 
but  if  they  had  been  maintained  at  the 
same  rate  as  prevailed  at  Ely — that  was, 
at  an  average  cost,  after  deductions,  of 
£36  10«.  10a. — the  total  cost  would  be 
only  £2,141 — showing  a  savins  in  Cam- 
bridgeshire alone  of  £806 ;  and  if  at  the 
average  cost  of  the  whole  county,  a 
savinff  of  £1,648.  Li  face  of  these  facts, 
he  did  not  think  it  could  be  contended 
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that  local  admimstratioii  conduced  to 
economy  or  to  a  saving  of  the  money  of 
the  ratepayers.     It  was  calculated  that 
in  carrying  oat  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  at  least  one-haLf  of  the  existing 
number  of  prisons  might  be  dispensed 
with,   still  leaving  one    gaol   to  each 
county;  and  it  was  computed — and  he 
considered  the  computation  a  moderate 
one — that  the  saving  which  would  be 
effected  by  doing  away  with  superfluous 
prisons  would  be  £50,000.  Witn  regard 
to  prison  labour,  it  was  estimated  in  con- 
nection with  the  Bill  that  the  profits  of 
such  labour  might  be  largely  increased ; 
and  for  himself  he  did  not  see  any  rea- 
son whatever  why  the  work   of  those 
who   were  incarcerated  in  county  and 
borough  gaols  should  not  be  as  remune- 
rative as  that  of  those  who  were  in  con- 
vict prisons.    At  present  the  annual  cost 
of  the  county  and  borough  prisons  was 
estimated  at  £575,380;   or,    deducting 
interest  on  loans,  £538,921,  of  which 
£110,800  was    already  contributed   by 
the  Treasury;  but,  looking  to  the  in- 
creased profit  to  be  derived  from  prison 
labour,  the  reduction  of  the  number  of 
gaols,  and  the  consequent  saving  upon 
repairs,  it  was  estimated  that  the  total 
cost  to  the  country  under  the  Bill  would 
not  exceed  £367,500.    Deducting  from 
this  amount  what  was  paid  by  the  Trea- 
sury, there  was  left;  to  be  provided  for 
by  taxes  a  sum  of  £257,200.     There 
would  evidently,   therefore,  be   a  con- 
siderable saving  to   the  ratepayers  as 
the  result  of  carrying  out  this  measure. 
The  value  of  labour  in  the  convict  pri- 
sons was  £19  5«.  per  head,  which  was 
more  than  double  the  value  of  the  la- 
bour in  the  county  and  borough  prisons, 
and  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  under 
an  improved  administration  the  value 
of  labour  in  these  prisons  would  be 
greatly  increased.    There  was  no  reason 
why  their  labour  should  not  be  as  re- 
munerative as  was  that  of  convicts.  The 
profit  was  taken  at  the  sum  of  £  1 1 3, 1 89 ; 
there  would  be   a  considerable  saving 
arising  from  the  concentration  of  stafiEis, 
and  also  in  the  repairs  of  prisons — in- 
deed, there  appeared  to  be  no  reason 
why  those  repairs  should  not  be  effected 
by  prisoners.    He  could  not  but  think 
that  by  effecting  greater  uniformity  in 
the  administration  of  our  prisons  they 
would  be  giving  effect  to  wise  provisions 
of  our  pnson  law,  that  they  would  be 
able  to  some  extent  to  counteract  wicked- 


£arlBeauehmp 


ness  and  vice,  and  thus  strezifffteii  &» 
administration  of  justioe  ana  immofv 
the  social  and  moral  condition  m  fta 
people.  He  begged  to  more  the  nrifinni 
reaoing  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  reftd  2*.'* 
-^{The  Lord  Steward). 

The  Eabl  of  KEMBERLET  nid, 
that  this  Bill  was  one  to  whicsh  he  iA 
considerable  objection.      He   adimttad 
that  there  were  considerable  defects  is 
our    system   of  prison    admxnifltmtkA 
which  required  to  be  remedied ;  but  1h 
did  not  agree  with  the  noble  £^  that  if 
this  Bill  should  be  passed  it  would  had 
to  any  great  benefit  to  the  ooontiy.   If 
no  remedy  could  be  found,  except  that, 
proposed  by  the  Bill,  then  it  ought  to 
pass ;  but  he  could  not  help  feeling  tkst 
means  could  have  been  found  to  impvow 
and  make  better  the  management  tl 
prisons  without  placing  the  whole  d 
such  management  in  the  hands  of  a 
central  authority.    The  noble  £ari  had 
referred  to  the  Act  of  1865.      Now  that 
Act  gave  additional  powers  to  the  magi»> 
trates  and  to  the  Secretary  of  State  hi 
the  Home  Department  in  the  manage- 
ment of  prisons.     There  was  to  be  a 
imiformity  of  diet  and  other  things  done, 
and  he  would  like  to  know  whether  aZl 
the  powers  of  the  Secretary  of  State  ia 
that  ren>eot  had  been  exerciBed  ?    As  to 
prison  labour,   were  was  the  difficohy 
under  the  existinglaw  of  enforcing  a 
uniform  system  ?    The  Act  of  1866  went 
a  considerable  way  in  that  direotioa. 
He  did  not  see  why  there  should  not  be 
more  imiformity  in  all  matters  withoot 
centralizing  in  the  Secretary  of  State  tk» 
entire  management  of  all  the  priaons  of 
the  country.      There  was  no  doubt  a 
great  superabundance  of  prisons,    aad 
that  was  one  of  the  strong  points  of  the 
Bill ;    the  number   of  useless  prisons 
which  existed  was  a  positive  disgrace  to 
those  who  had  the  management  of  Umb 
— but  even  as  regarded  them  they  might 
have  had  a  Schedule  to  the  Bill,  aad 
enacted  that  those  that  were  unneees- 
sary  should  be  closed,  following  up  tiM 
example  of  the  Act  of  1865.     ustead  ai 
that,    they    followed  up   the  princapk 
adopted  by  the  Chinaman  who  bant 
his  house  in  order  to  roast  his  pig.    H* 
believed  that  this  Bill  would,  instead  cl 
bringing  about    economy,   lead  to  m 
increased  expenditure.    He  felt 
at  the  principles  on  whioh  this  BiD 
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based  and  at  the  argnmentB  which  had 
bean  oflfored  to  justify  its  passing 
through  Parliament — ^they  were  prinoi- 
pke  and  arguments  whioh  might  lead 
to  the  abolhion  of  local  management 
ilirong^iont  the  country  ;  at  any  rate, 
the  arguments  which  had  been  used  in 
&your  of  this  Bill  would  equally  apply 
to  ereiy  braneh  of  local  administration. 
Por  instance,  th^  would  appl^  to  the 
Poor  Law  administration,  and  it  might 
be  raid  to  the  Education  Acts,  the  ad- 
mmistration  of  which  had  become  of  so 
much  importance,  and  as  to  which  rery 
ttztensiTe  powers  had  been  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  President  of  the  Council. 
Por  his  part  he  regarded  centralization 
not  as  a  Dugbear,  but  as  an  actual  evil. 
In  France  nothing  was  so  much  re- 
petted  by  all  sensible  men  as  the  want 
of  those  centres  of  local  administration 
which  they  had  in  this  country.  No 
doubt  there  were  advantages  in  cen- 
tralization which  local  administration 
did  not  possess ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  were  advantages  in  local  govern- 
ment which  a  central  system  did  not 
give ;  and  the  question  was,  whether  it 
could  not  be  ^wn  that  tiiere  was  a 
hffge  balance  of  advantages  in  local 
admrnistration.  It  had  its  advantages 
and  its  disadvantages ;  but  what  we  bad 
to  do  was  to  show  tluit  the  balance  of 
adrantaffes  was  in  favour  of  change. 
It  must  be  further  remembered  that  tne 
Government  of  this  countrv  was  already 
heavily  burdened;  and  if  Parliament 
went  on  placing  on  the  Administration 
-«— open  the  Heads  of  the  Departments 
— ^more  and  more  detailed  business, 
thare  could  be  but  one  result,  and  that 
would  be  neglect  in  transacting  it.  The 
bnainess  would  be  left  to  subordinate 
officials,  and  there  would  be  what  would 
be  called  Executive  Boards— not  Boards 
like  the  Board  of  Trade,  or  the  Local 
Government  Board,  but  Boards  that 
would  be  responsible  to  the  Minister, 
who  would  not  have  time  either  to  at- 
tend to  the  duties  of  his  office,  or  to 
esereise  any  real  control  over  the  pro- 
ceedings of  theee  officials.  Were  not 
the  gnat  administrative  Departments 
of  the  country  already  overburdened  ? 
And  he  would  ask  was  not  the  House  of 
OoBHaotts  overwhelmed  with  business; 
whether  it'  in  addition  to  their  pre- 
[  bwwuess,  there  were  to  be  inquiries 
into  the  appointment  of  tumkets  and 
oChsr  prison  offiosvsy  dieHoaaeof  Oom* 


mens  would  not  find  itself  neglecting  its 
legislative  functions  in  order  to  discharge 
duties  which  would  be  much  better  per- 
formed by  Courts  of  Quarter  SessionB. 
He  looked  with  much  anxiety  upon  the 
economical  reasonsjput  forward  m  sup- 
port of  this  Bill.  He  knew  that  the  Bill 
held  out  a  bait  to  the  ratepayers — there 
was  to  be  saved  to  the  whole  country  the 
munificent  relief  of  £364,000  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill.  He  by  no  means 
depreciated  such  a  saving  to  the  rate- 
payers ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  worth 
making  so  large  a  change  for  bo  com- 

Saratively  insignificant  a  saving.  He 
id  not  undervfdue  changes  which  would 
produce  economy ;  but  when  they  were 
told  that  it  was  Hkely  there  would  be  a 
larg^  financial  gain  under  this  Bill  he 
very  much  doubted  whether  that  would 
be  so.  He  did  not  dispute  the  noble 
Earl's  figures,  but  he  doubted  whether 
his  prophecies  would  come  right.  He 
did  not  think^  the  central  managers 
would  spend  leiss  money  than  the  pre- 
sent local  managers  had  done,  and  as  to 
the  large  revenue  from  prison  labour 
which  Uie  noble  Earl  calculated  upon, 
he  was  afraid  his  noble  Friend  would 
find  that  a  very  serious  opposition  would 
arise  to  the  employment  of  prisoners  in 
remunerative  labour  —  and  he  saw  by 
Clause  1 1  that  it  was  intended  to  place 
some  limit  on  the  nature  and  amount  of 
this  labour.  The  Gbvemment  had  al- 
ready received  a  clear  warning  of  the 
pressure  that  would  be  brought  to  bear 
upon  them,  and  it  frimished  another 
instance  of  the  danger  of  bringing  these 
matters  of  local  administration  under 
the  control  of  Parliament.  With  regard 
to  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  he  would  ad- 
mit that  they  had  been  carefully  and 
wisely  drawn.  K,  however,  we  were  to 
have  a  centralized  system  in  such  mat- 
ters— which  he  deprecated — the  natural 
consequence  would  be  to  place  the 
lunatic  asylums  and  the  constabulary 
under  the  control  of  the  Government. 
Every  argument  which  had  been  used 
for  taJdng  over  the  prisons  applied  equally 
to  the  lunatic  asylums  ana  the  consta- 
bulary— and  he  was  not  aware,  indeed, 
of  a  sinffle  argument  that  did  not  apply 
with  stiU  greater  force  to  those  brancnes 
of  administration.  He  trusted  that  noble 
Lords  opposite  would  turn  their  atten- 
tion to  toe  improvement  and  strengUien- 
ing  of  our  fooal  administration,  and 
ihat^  so  fSur  ftmn  doing  anything  to 
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destroy  local  joriBdiction,  they  would, 
by  means  of  County  Boards  and  in  other 
ways,  strengthen  a  system  of  local  self- 
government  from  which  it  would  be 
exceedingly  imwise  to  depart. 

Viscount  HAEDINGE  agreed  with 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley) 
as  to  the  evils  arising  from  centraliza- 
tion, and  hoped  that  legislation  which 
would  attack  our  system  of  local  admin- 
istration would  form  no  part  of  the 
policy  of  the  Government.  At  the  same 
time  he  contended  that  many  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill  were  necessary.  The 
evils  of  the  present  system  were  admitted. 
For  instance,  the  only  way  in  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  could  act  under  the 
statute  of  1865  was  to  recommend  that 
certain  prisons  not  required  should  be 
abolished ;  and  if  the  county  refused  to 
adopt  the  recommendation,  all  he  could 
do  was  to  withdraw  the  Government 
grant ;  but  that  was  a  very  strong  mea- 
sure. Therefore,  looking  at  all  me  cir- 
cumstances, and  considering  what  had 
been  said  about  imiformi^  of  prison 
diet,  and  labour  and  management  gene- 
rally, he  saw  no  other  way  of  meeting 
the  difficulties  than  by  accepting  the 
measure  now  proposed  by  the  Gbvem- 
ment.  The  real  difficulty  had  always 
been  the  extreme  jealousy  with  which 
such  changes  had  been  received  by  the 
local  authorities.  In  the  county  of 
Kent,  not  long  ago,  it  was  proposed  to 
abolish  a  small  prison  in  the  Eastern 
Division  of  the  county,  and  to  build 
a  central  one,  in  consequence  of  the 
present  gaol  not  having  cells  of  a  model 
character.  This  raised  an  immense  storm 
of  opposition  —  indignation  meetings 
were  held,  and  eventually  the  proposal 
was  thrown  out  by  a  large  majority. 
This  only  showed  how  difficult  it  was, 
under  the  present  system,  to  efiPect  the 
changes  required.  One  word  as  to  the 
suggested  saving  there  would  be  in 
prison  labour.  He  submitted  that  it  was 
not  fair  to  compare  what  was  earned  in 
convict  prisons  with  what  was  earned  in 
other  prisons,  as  it  was  quite  impossible 
to  teach  persons  who  were  sent  to  prison 
for  short  periods — say  for  three  or  four 
weeks — anything  that  would  be  remu- 
nerative. He  was  sceptical  as  to  any  great 
saving  firom  prison  labour;  and  as  to 

Erison  labour  not  interfering  with  free 
ibour,  he  imderstood  that  me  products 
of  a  prison  in  the  northern  part  of  the 
country  were  sold  in  competition  with 
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the  trades  of  the  country.  In 
northern  prison  machinery  wi 
which  showed  the  great  want  of  mi- 
formity  of  management.  He  hmd  hmtd 
that  the  Gbvemment  proposed  to  leaaa 
more  or  less  the  punishment  of  hard 
labour ;  but  if  the  crank,  shot-drill,  tad 
other  things  were  abolished^  it  would  b* 
a  serious  matter,  because  there  w«tt 
some  hardened  criminals  who  came  t» 
prison  very  frequently,  and  hard  laboor 
was  the  only  thing  to  deter  them.  At 
any  rate,  they  could  not  obtain  remm- 
nerative  labour  out  of  them.  Am  ta 
the  change  which  would  be  made  ia 
regard  to  the  Yisiting  Justioee,  ht 
thought  that  they  would  be  perfeedj 
willing  to  carry  out  their  dutiee  under 
the  new  system,  but  these,  he  thooffht 
would  be  somewhat  invidious,  for  mmr 
business  would  be  to  listen  to  trompeiy 
complaints  and  report  them  to  the  QonH 
Office.  He  thought,  however,  no  better 
system  could  be  devised  than  tint 
of  Visiting  Justices,  for  it  waa  neoa»- 
sary  that  mere  should  be  some  anthodsj 
on  the  spot  in  order  to  prevent  Tarioai 
abuses  springing  up.  He  would  repeat 
that,  though  he  agreed  with  the  noUe 
Earl  as  to  the  g^reat  evils  of  oentraliia- 
tion,  yet  he  saw  no  other  means  of  meet- 
ing the  difficulties  and  evils  of  tba 
present  e^stem  which  everybody  oob- 
plained  of  than  bypassing  this  Bill,  aad 
therefore  he  should  support  the  MoCiaa 
for  the  second  reading. 

Lord  EGEETON  of  TATTON  wm 
imderstood  to  say  he  did  not  share  the 
apprehensions  which  had  been  expreeBcd 
by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Eari  of 
Kimberley),  and  therefore  supported  the 
Bill  without  hesitation.  

The  Eabl  of  MOBLEY  aaid  he  did 
not  rise  to  oppose  the  Bill,  becanae  ao 
one  could  doubt  the  expediency  of  aim- 
ing at  economy  and  imiformity  in  the 
management  of  our  prisons;  but  he 
doubted  whether  it  would  not  have  been 
better  to  seek  those  objects  in  a  way 
different  from  that  proposed  by  the  BiE 
Indeed,  he  did  not  see  why  the  Goven* 
ment  should  not  be  able  to  obtain  bodi 
these  results  without  any  Bill  at  alL  Hs 
shared  the  apprehensions  ezpreesed  hf 
the  noble  Earl  below  him  Tthe  Eazl  dT 
Kimberley),  and  regretted  that  we 
changing  local  administration  with 
tral  control  for  central  oontrol  and  central 
administration  too.  He  ooold  not  mi 
how  local  authority  would  remain 
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in  the  Visiting  Justices  nnder  the  Bill, 
for  their  only  power  would  be  that  of 
making  complaints  to  Commissioners  and 
Inspectors,  and  they  would  have  no 
power  of  giving  effect  to  their  own  re- 
commendations. The  governor  of  a  gaol, 
who  was  now  their  responsible  servant, 
would  be  so  no  longer;  and  he  could  not 
see  what  authority  would  remain  to  them. 
The  estimated  economical  saving  was 
£50,000,  with  an  increase  in  the  profit 
from  prison  labour;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  were  to  be  Commissioners 
and  Inspectors,  a  new  Department  of  the 
State,  and  an  army  of  superior  and  infe- 
rior officials,  and  he  doubted  whether 
any  great  saving  would  be  effected.  But 
it  was  still  a  question  whether  all  that 
was  contemplated  might  not  have  been 
attained  without  tre^ferring  adminis- 
tration from  the  local  to  a  central  autho- 
rity. He  did  not  see  why  the  principle 
embodied  in  this  Bill  should  not  be 
applied  to  the  police,  for  there  was  Httle 
difference  between  the  governor  of  a 
gaol  and  a  chief  constable  or  the  go- 
vernor of  a  workhouse.  The  principle 
underlying  the  Bill  went  to  the  root  of 
all  local  governments.  There  were  ad- 
vantages in  classifying  prisoners  accord- 
ing to  their  sentences;  but  he  feared 
uniformity  would  be  obtained  at  too  high 
a  price.  He  did  not  entertain  the  sug- 
gestion that  magistrates  were  jealous  of 
the  loss  of  dignity,  for  in  many  cases 
they  would  be  only  too  glad  to  be  rid  of 
a  by  no  means  pleasant  duty.  The 
underlying  principle  of  this  and  some 
other  Bills — the  weakening  of  local  ad- 
ministration— was  not  a  good  one,  and, 
as  the  Gbvemment  were  dealing  by  in- 
stalments with  various  matters  of  local 
administration,  it  was  important  to  see 
that  it  was  not  carried  any  further. 
Therefore,  he  deprecated  the  passing  of 
this  Bill,  because  though  some  good 
might  come  from  it,  that  good  might  be 
got  without  undermining  that  principle  of 
self-government  under  which  the  local 
affioirs  of  the  country  had  hitherto  been 
administered. 

LoBD  HENNIEER  said,  he  would 
not  detain  their  Lordships  at  any  great 
length  in  discussing  this  measure,  which 
had  been  well  thrashed  out  both  in  and 
outside  Parliament ;  but,  as  a  Chairman 
of  Quarter  Sessions  of  some  years'  stand- 
ing, he  desired  to  make  a  few  observa- 
tions on  some  of  its  provisions.  The 
most  serious  opposition  to  the  Bill  of 
last  yeari  as  weU  as  to  the  present,  was 


urged  on  the  ground  that  it  would  lead 
to  centralization.  No  doubt  too  much 
centralization  would  be  a  bad  thing; 
but  did  this  Bill  really  increase  the  pro- 
bability of  local  affairs  being  placed  en- 
tirely under  the  control  of  Government  ? 
He  thought  not.  There  was  nothing  in  the 
Bill  to  indicate  that  the  principle  would 
be  carried  any  further.  It  might  as 
well  be  said  that  Government  interfer- 
ence of  any  kind  would  lead  to  centra- 
lization. Again,  it  would  be  almost  im- 
possible to  conduct  local  affairs  in 
London.  The  offices  were  already  over- 
taxed, and  to  attempt  anything  of  the 
kind  would  brin^  public  Business  to  a 
standstill;  already  a  new  line  of  Go- 
vernment offices  had  been  planned  for 
present  requirements.  Where  was  it  to 
end  if  more  and  more  public  Business 
was  to  be  transacted  in  London  ?  He,  for 
one,  should  not  mind  going  a  Httle  further 
in  the  direction  of  centraUzation  in  some 
matters — the  police,  for  instance;  but 
those  who  disliked  centralization  might 
be  sure  there  was  not  much  chance  of 
the  result  they  dreaded.  After  all,  what 
power  had  the  magistrates  in  regard  to 
prisons  ?  Very  little.  Merely  tiie  ap- 
pointment of  officers,  their  payment  and 
superannuation  allowance,  and  so  forth. 
The  Bill  gave  up  no  ereat  principle; 
but  even  if  it  gave  up  the  semblance  of 
a  principle,  what  was  that  when  weighed 
against  the  good  the  Bill  would  do  f  It 
had  been  said  that  magistrates  would  no 
longer  take  an  interest  in  their  business, 
because  their  sense  of  dignity  would  be 
offended.  He  was  sure  no  really  useful 
magistrate  would  act  in  that  manner. 
What  was  the  real  state  of  the  case? 
He  had  said  the  duties  of  Visiting  Jus- 
tices were  very  limited,  and  on  that  cui- 
count  they  were  very  little  sought  after ; 
and  it  ended  in  this — that  the  magistrates 
residing  nearest  to  the  gaol  were  gene- 
rally appointed  Visiting  Justices.  He 
used  to  attend  the  gaol  when  he  lived 
near  his  own  county  town;  and  when  he 
ceased  to  reside  there,  he  asked  to  be 
taken  off  the  committee  in  order  that 
some  one  living  near  the  gaol  might 
take  his  place.  He  never  thought  of 
any  loss  of  dignity  occurring  thereby, 
nor  had  he  ever  heard  of  the  intention 
of  magistrates  to  relax  their  efforts  to 
perform  their  duties  properly.  Under 
the  Bill,  probably,  magistrates  might 
be  less  desirous  to  serve  on  a  Visiting 
Committee;  with  less  power  there  would 
be  less  desire  to  serve ;  but  it  would  not 
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cause  any  maffistrates  who  were  really 
useful,  and  really  took  an  interest  in  their 
district  gaols  to  relax  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duties.    He  did  not  for  a  moment 
suppose  that  any    Secretary    of   State 
would  frame  rules  that  would  have  the 
effect  of  diminishing  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree the  interest  which  magistrates  took 
in  the  discharge  of  their  duties.    As  to 
the  supposed  slur  upon  magistrates,  he 
ventured  to  say  no  one  could  seriously 
entertain  such  an  idea.    The  Bill  would 
provide  for  a  long-felt  want.     When  he 
reflected  on  the  large  economies  that 
could  be  effected — in  such  a  case  as  the 
gaol  at  Bury  St.  Edmund^s,  in  Suffolk, 
lOT  instance,  where  there  were  27  pri- 
soners with  nine  officers  to  look  after 
them — ^when  he  looked  to  the  spirit  of 
emulation  which  would  prevail  among 
prison  officers,  when  he  considered  that 
a  uniform  system  of  punishment  and  a 
uniform  system  of  management  would, 
in  all  probability,   have  the  effect  of 
diminishing  crime — he  could  see  nothing 
in  all  that  was  urged  against  the  Bill  to 
counterbalance  the  good  it  would  do. 
He  was  extremely  pleased  to  see  Dis- 
charged Prisoners'  Aid  Societies  recog- 
nized in  the  Bill;  but  the  provision  which 
allowed  the  money  belonging  to  a  pri- 
soner on  leaving  gaol  to  be  handed  over 
to  a  societv  was  a  very  important  mat- 
ter.   A  dole  to  a  prisoner  would  often 
take  him  b^k  to  nis  old  friends  or  his 
old  habits;  but  these  societies  were  fre- 
quently the  means  of  starting  men  in  an 
honest  course  of  life  who,  with  the  least 
encouragement  would  have  relapsed  into 
crime.    He  hoped  that  too  large  prisons 
would  not  be  created  under  the  Bill. 
The  experience  in  Poor  Law  and  other 
establishments  had  not  been  of  a  nature 
to  encourage  the  concentration  of  many 
persons  in  the  same  place.    It  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  they  were  not 
dealing  with  the  convict  class  only,  but 
more  especially  with   prisoners,  many 
of  whom  might  be  reformed.    On  sam- 
tary  grounds,  too,  it  was  undesirable  to 
bring  large  numbers  of  prisoners  toge- 
ther.    As   to    the    superannuation    of 
officers,  he  would  have  preferred  that 
the  Government  should  have  paid  these 
allowances  where  an  officer  was    dis- 
missed.   At  aU  events,  it  would  be  wiser 
to  limit  the  proportion  which  the  local 
authority  was  to  contribute  to  the  pay- 
ment of  superannuation  allowances  to 
officers  dismissed  within  a  short  period, 
say,  a  year,  or  two  years.    Under  the 
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Bill  this  remnant  of  tiie  pajroiflBte  it 
present  made  by  local  auth^tios  sigkl^ 
and  would,  no  doubt,  go  on  Sat  yma 
in  many  cases.  In  condoaioxiy  lie  g*»« 
his  hearty  support  to  the 
which  he  believed  would  be 
of  much  public  advantage. 

Yisoouirr  lODLETON  said,  Hmt  A* 
Bill  was  a  stop,  and  a  very  decided  ste 
indeed,  towaids  centralization.  He  d» 
not  think  that  anybody  could  read  ito 
provisions  without  seeing  that  that  was 
the  direct  and  necessaiy  tondeaey  of  t^M 
measure.     He   also  thought  that   th» 

Jowers  and  responsibilities  of  l^diti^ 
ustices  must,  as  a  matter  of  ooorBe,  b« 
seriously  lessened  by  the  BilL     Bot,  ia 
his  opinion,  the  arguments  in  favoiir  of 
the  measure  outweighed  any  ooDsadena- 
tion  which  might  be  urged  in  faToor  of 
the  retention  of  the  existing   stats  gf 
things.    Those  arguments  ranged  th<i- 
selves  under  these  three  heads — BriL, 
the  economy  of  space ;  seocmd,  the  ooo- 
centration  of  prisoners;  and  last,  but  not 
least,  uniformity  of  discipline.      Thoan 
were  all  objects  so  valuable  in  themiwJyeB 
and  so  essential  to  the  good  gorenimcitf 
of  prisons,  that  the  fact  that  they  wovdd 
be   practically   attained,   if  thiat    Bill 
became  law,  counterbahuiced  the  oljee- 
tions  to  which  he  had  referred.    H« 
knew  of  an  instance  of  a  county  pnaoa, 
with  all  the  ordinary  staff  attached  to 
it,  in  which  at  one  time  there  was  not  a 
single  prisoner.    Nobody  could  say  that 
that  was  a  stato  of  things  which  either 
conduced  to  economy,  or  promoted  enecgy 
or  efficiency  on  the  part  of  the  prison 
officials.      Again,  in   the  county  with 
which  he  was  connected  (Surrey),  then 
was  a  prison  built  about  26  years  ago 
on   the   most   approved   principle,    a 
which,  he  was  happy  to  say,  they  had 
200  or  800  cells  orcUnarily  vacant    He 
hoped  care  would  be  taken  not  to  mix 
up  short-sentonce  prisoners  and  oonViel 
felons.    He  thourat  it  was  a  great  pigr 
that  when  this  Bill   was    introdoee^ 
certain  powers  which  Visiting  Jnsdosi 
formerly  possessed  were  not  zeneved. 
The  most  difficult  class  of  priaonezs  with 
whom  Visiting  Justices,  or  he  tboo^ 
anybody  else  who  had  to  do  with  ths 
management  of  prisons,  had  to  deal,  wai 
the  refractory,  and,  e^ecially,  the  zafrao- 
tory  female  class.    With  regard  to  a 
male  prisoner,  there  was  aSravs  tfas 
alternative    of    oorpooral    puniJuiMBt, 
which  generally  kept  the  prisoner  in 
order ;  out  with  female  prisoneca  it  wai 
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otiierwise.  At  the  present  moment  j 
there  was  no  adequate  check  within  the 
power  of  the  magistrates  upon  a  violent 
lemale  prisoner.  With  regard  to  super- 
annuation, he  was  not  sure  whether  a 
prison  official  who  had  served  part  of 
his  time  in  one  prison  and  part  in 
another  would  be  able  to  count  the 
whole  time  of  his  service  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  superannuation.  He  had 
intended  to  nave  proposed  Amendments 
in  Committee  with  reference  to  super- 
annuation; but  as  he  now  understood 
that  such  Amendments  ought  to  be 
introduced  not  in  this,  but  in  the  other 
House,  he  did  not  propose  to  submit  any 
Amendment  in  Committee  on  that  sub- 
ject. He  hoped,  however,  that  his  noble 
^Friend  would  give  the  point  his  best 
oonsideration. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
inglv»  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Friday,  the  6^A  of 
July  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Seven 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half- 
past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  2Sth  June,  1877. 
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Withdrawn—'TnmwB.jB*  [165] ;  Maritime  Con- 
tracts •[90]. 

QUESTIONS. 


VACCINATION  ACT— PENALTIES. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  OBEENE  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Goyemment  Board,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
meeting  of  the  Liverpool  Health  Oom- 
znittee,  reported  in  the  ''Times"  on 
Saturday  the  16th  June,  wherein  it  is 
stated  that  the  father  of  a  familj  of  eight 
children  had  paid  the  fines  rather  than 
have  his  diildren  vaccinated,  and  that 
no  sooxMT  did  the  small-pox  attack  one 


member  of  the  family  than  all  succumbed 
and  were  lying  in  the  hospital  suffering 
from  the  disease ;  and,  whether  it  is  true 
that  the  anti- vaccinationists  paid  the  fines 
inflicted  on  people  for  not  complying 
with  the  Vaccination  Act  ? 

Me.  SCLATEE-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  his  attention  had  been  directed  to 
the  case,  and  he  had  made  some  in- 
quiries about  it.  He  found  that  the 
mther  of  the  family  alluded  to  resided 
in  the  township  of  Toxteth  Park.  A 
short  time  ago  one  of  his  children  caught 
the  small-pox,  and  the  remaining  seven 
took  the  disease.  None  of  them  had  been 
vaccinated.  One  of  them  died,  and  the 
rest  were  lying  dangerously  ill  in  the 
workhouse  of  Toxteth  Park.  The  family 
came  &om  Glasgow  about  four  months 
ago,  where,  according  to  the  father's 
statement,  he  had  been  repeatedly  fined 
for  the  violation  of  the  Vaccination  Law ; 
but  he  stated  that  he  paid  the  fines  him- 
self. Cases  had  been  repeatedly  brought 
imder  his  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth's)  notice, 
in  which  it  was  distinctly  stated  that  the 
fines  had  been  paid  by  the  Anti- Vacci- 
nation Society.  To  what  extent  that  had 
been  done  he  had  no  official  means  of 
informing  the  House. 


SPONTANEOUS  COMBUSTION  OF  COAL 
—REPORT  OF  THE  ROYAL  COMMIS- 
SION.—QUESTION. 

Me.  CHILDEES  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  What  steps  the 
Government  have  taken  to  carry  out  the 
recommendations  of  the  Koyal  Commis- 
sion on  the  Spontaneous  Combustion  of 
Coal  at  Sea  ? 

SiE  CHAELES  ADDERLEY :  There 
were  two  special  recommendations  made 
in  the  very  valuable  Eeport  of  the  Boyal 
Commission  over  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  presided — (1)  that  in  order 
to  make  known  the  descriptions  of  coal 
liable  to  combustion,  the  Inspectors  of 
Mines  should  inquire  into  all  cases  oc- 
curring in  cargoes  taken  from  their  dis- 
tricts ;  (2)  that  exporters  should  record 
in  their  specifications  the  denomination 
of  the  coals  in  their  cargo.  The  Customs 
at  once  undertook  to  carry  out  the  second, 
and  have  caused  a  form  to  be  filled  up 
accordingly  at  entry  outwards.  The 
Board  of  Trade  consulted  the  Home  Office 
on  the  first  recommendation,  but  no 
general  rule  has  been  found  necessary. 
At  a  recent  inquiry  into  a  case  of  com- 
bustion before  me  Wreck  Commissioner, 
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Mr.  Botheiy,  he  stated  that  Inspectors 
were  not  wanted,  but  that  he  had  himself 
found  this  Beport  very  useful,  and,  no 
doubt,  in  some  cases,  Inspectors  might 
be  useful  assessors. 

NAVIGATION  OF  THE  RED  SEA. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  D.  JENKINS  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  seeing  the  in- 
creasing importance  of  our  trade  to 
India  and  China  by  the  Bed  Sea  route, 
and  the  dangerous  nature  of  the  navi- 
gation and  consequent  serious  loss  of 
life  and  property  in  British  ships  which 
has  taken  place  from  time  to  time  since 
the  opening  of  the  Suez  Canal  on  ap- 
proaching me  African  coast  near  Cape 
Guardafui,  owing  to  the  absence  or  a 
light,  Whether  mere  is  any  recognised 
authority  in  possession  of  that  territory 
with  whom  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment 
are  prepared  to  enter  into  negotiations 
for  the  erection  and  maintenance  of  a 
lighthouse ;  and,  if  there  is  no  such  au- 
thority, whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  take  into  consideration  the 
advisability  of  occupying  such  territory 
as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purpose, 
and  erecting  and  maintaining  a  hght- 
house  thereupon  ?  

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QI7EE,  in  reply,  said,  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  for  some  time 
been  impressed  with  the  importance  of 
the  better  lighting  of  the  Bed  Sea. 
Whether  the  particular  point,  Guardafui, 
was  the  right  point  for  a  lighthouse  was 
a  question  on  which  he  understood  there 
was  some  difference  of  opinion;  but 
there  was  no  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
the  importance  of  making  better  provi- 
sion for  lighting  that  part  of  the  coast. 
The  Government  were  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Khedive  of  Egypt  on  the 
subject,  and  he  hoped  before  long  it 
would  be  in  their  power  to  oome  to 
some  proper  arrangement. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "REPULSE." 

QX7E8TIOK. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TATLOE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  has 
any  objection  to  produce  the  papers  de- 
tailing the  circumstances  wmch  led  to 
the  command  of  H.M.S.  "Repulse" 
having  been  taken  from  Captain  F.  W. 
Wilson  by  his  inferior  officer  Commander 
Yander-Meulen  ? 

Sir  Charhe  Adderley 


Mr.  a.  F.  EGEETON,  in  TOplj, 
the  facts  of  the  case  were  briefly  thait 
— The  captain  of  the  HepuUe  dnriag  t 
passage  nome  showed  symptofm  of 
aberration  of  mind,  and  was  there&rv 
invalided,  and  sent  home  in  charge  ef 
the  doctor,  the  conmiand  of  the  ik» 
being  taken  over  by  the  oomnianderit 
did  not  appear  to  the  Admiralty  tks: 
any  public  object  would  be  gained  hj 
producing  the  Papers,  and  thereibxe  \m 
did  not  propose  to  lay  thezn  on  titf 
Table. 

NAVY-GUNNERY  LIEUTENANTS. 
QXTESnOH. 

Captain  PRICE  asked  the  l^zit 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  ii 
the  case  that  several  gunneiy  llentieDflBto 
are  now  on  half  pay ;  and,  if  that  is  w, 
whether,  considering  the  expense  to  the 
State  at  which  these  offioers  have  beet 
trained,  he  will  consider  the  propnetr 
of  appointing  them  as  supenmmfflmritt 
to  the  guzmery  ships,  or  elsewheie  w 
their  special  knowledge  may  be  of 
vice? 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGEBTON,  in  reply,  aul 
it  was  true  that  a  certain  number  ti 
these  officers — ^he  believed  eight — were 
on  half-pay.  It  was  not  desizmUe  t» 
appoint  them  to  the  supemumenuy  liil 
as  the  staff  for  the  gunnery  ahipe  vai 
complete  and  fiilly  adequate  to  meec 
the  requirements  of  the  Service.  Mon^ 
over,  such  appointments  could  not  b« 
made  without  obtaining  a  Vote. 

AEMY— LIEUTENANT  COLONEL 
DA  WKIN8.— QUESTION. 

LoBD  CLAXTD  HAMILTON  aak>d 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  hk 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  pamphkc 
circulated  by  lieutenant  Colonel  Dev- 
kins,  late  Coldstream  Ghiards,  on  th« 
Half  Pay  list,  entitled  '<  The  Duke  of 
Cambridge,"  and  containing  diarm  of 
the  gravest  character  against  His  Koril 
Highness,  as  well  as  against  other  m- 
tinguished  officers,  his  military  flsp»- 
riors ;  and,  whether,  having  regard  ts 
the  whole  droumstanoes  of  lienteiuDt 
Colonel  Dawkins*  ease,  he  ia  preparri 
to  recommend  Her  Majesty  to  dixpsaM 
with  that  officer's  further  servioea  7 

Mr.  GATHOBNE  HABDY  :  In  nfij 
to  my  noble  Friend,  I  may  state  that  tl^ 
pamphlet  droulatedbyLieutenantOokail 
Dawkinfl,  entitted  X*$  J)ui$  rf  CwmJn^, 
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which  is  of  a  yery  extraordinary  charao- 
tar,  has  been  sent  to  me  in  common  with 
other  hon.  Members.  On  becoming  ac- 
aoainted  with  its  contents  I  directed 
that  a  letter  should  be  written  to  Colonel 
Dawkins  to  ask  him  if  he  was  reslly  the 
anther  of  it — ^because,  of  course,  without 
proof  of  the  authorship  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  proceed  in  the  matter.  To 
that  letter  no  answer  has  jet  been  re- 
ceiTed.  It  was  written  three  or  four  days 
ago.  I  am  not  quite  aware  of  the  fact, 
but  I  beliere  that  Oolonel  Dawkins  is 
not  in  town.  I  think  until  I  have  re- 
cetTed  BOipe  communication  firom  the 
person  responsible  for  the  publication  of 
a  pamphlet  of  such  a  ohaxticter  I  ought 
not  to  take  any  steps. 

8iB  ATiFiXANPfe  OOBDON  said, 
he  happened  to  know  that  Oolonel 
Dawkins  was  abroad. 

Lord  CLAITD  HAMILTON :  In  the 
public  interest  I  will  repeat  the  Question 
on  a  future  day. 


EU88IA  AND  TURKEY— AU8TBI/LN 
POLIOY.— QUESTION. 

LoBD  BOBEBT  MONTAGU  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  the  protest  sent  by  Count 
Andrassy  on  June  2l8t  to  Prince  Gk>rt- 
chakow,  at  Flqjesti,  concerning  the  di- 
rect negotiations  between  Turkey  and 
Bussia,  together  with  the  previous  nego- 
tiations between  Austria  and  England, 
and  Despatches  between  Austria  and 
England  concerning  the  Declaration  of 
Independence  by  Rumania ;  and,  whe- 
ther Count  Andrassy  said  that  he  would 
gire  those  papers  to  the  Hungarian 
Chambers  if  the  British  Gbyemment 
vould  consent  to  lay  them  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  of  Commons  r 

Mb.  BOUBEE  :  I  am  unable  to  hiy 
^ipon  the  Table  the  protest  which  in 
the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord  is  as- 
nuned  to  hare  been  sent  by  Count  An- 
drssiy.  We  hare  no  knowledge  of  such 
a  document.  There  has  been  no  cor- 
fMpondenoe  between  Her  Majesty's  (}o- 
Tsnunent  and  that  of  Austria-Hunmry 
'vgarding  the  independence  of  Kou- 
i&«aia.  There  are,  therefore,  no  Papers 
tlist  oould  be  presented  to  Parliament. 
With  regard  to  the  statement  alleged  in 
Ae  latter  part  of  the  Question  to  hare 
«>««i  made  by  Count  Andrassy,  we  hare 
no  iaConnation. 


FOREST  OF  DEAN  — SALE  OF 
LANDS.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  KING8C0TE  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he 
is  prepared  to  lay  before  the  House  the 
opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
as  to  the  powers  possessed  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Commissioners  of  Woods  and 
Forests  to  sell  land  in  the  Forest  of 
Dean  under  the  Act  10  Geo.  3,  c.  50, 
s.  98,  or  under  any  other  Act  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  communicated  with  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  found  that  the  opinion  of 
the  Law  Officers  had  not  yet  been  ob- 
tained. There  had  been  a  conference  on 
the  subject,  and  when  the  opinion  was 
expressed  he  would  state  the  substance 
of  it.  It  was  not  usual  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  opinions  themselyes. 


ROUMANIA— TREATMENT  OF  THE 
JEWS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  SsBJZAiTT  SIMON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  information  has  been 
received  at  the  Foreign  Office  respecting 
the  atrocities  lately  committed  upon  the 
Jews  in  Boumania,  where,  according  to 
accounts  through  public  and  private 
channels,  the  Jews  in  the  district  of 
Darabina  were  attacked,  and,  without 
reference  to  age  or  sex,  brutally  ill-used, 
their  houses  sacked  or  pulled  down,  their 
property  destroyed  or  plundered,  and 
over  a  thousand  persons,  including  wo- 
men and  children,  wounded,  many  of 
whom  have  since  died  of  their  wounds ; 
whether  information  has  reached  the 
Foreign  Office  of  similar  outrages  in 
JassY,  where  a  synagogue  and  many  of 
the  houses  of  the  Jews  have  been  pulled 
down  or  burnt,  their  nroperty  plunaered, 
and  several  hundrea  Jews  reduced  in 
consequence  to  a  state  of  destitution ; 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
cause  inquiry  to  oe  made  respecting 
these  alleged  proceeding  and,  if  true, 
use  their  good  offices  to  mduce  the  Bou- 
manian  (k>vemment  to  punish  the  of- 
fenders and  give  redress  to  the  injured 
Jews;  and|  whether  they  will  at  the 
same  time  endeavour  to  impress  u|K>n 
the  Oovemment  of  Boumania  the  im- 
portance and  the  duty  of  adopting  a 
course  of  treatment  towards  the  Jews  in 
that  Oountry  more  in  harmony  with  the 
usages  of  civilised  Oovemment  f 
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Mb.  BOUEKE:  The  only  Eepoit 
that  has  reached  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment,  with  regard  to  the  iU-treatment 
of  Jews  in  Eoumania,  since  the  Seports 
that  are  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  is 
contained  in  a  Beport  from  the  Vice 
Consul  at  Jassy,  dated  the  15th  of  April 
last,  relative  to  an  outrage  on  two  Jews 
at  YaBhii  by  the  police  of  that  town. 
One  of  these  was  a  Kussian  subject,  and 
a  representation  was  made  by  me  Bus- 
sian  Consul  to  the  Prooureur  06n6ral 
upon  the  subject  and  redress  was  pro- 
mised. With  regard  to  the  outrage 
said  to  have  occurred  at  a  place  called 
Darabina,  to  which  the  first  Question  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  GFentleman  refers, 
no  account  of  that  outrage  has  reached 
the  Foreign  Office;  but  the  Consul 
General  at  Bucharest  has  been  ordered 
to  address  inquiries  to  the  authorities 
upon  the  subject,  and  if  such  an  outrage 
has  occurred  representations  will  be 
made  by  the  Consul  General  to  the 
authorities  upon  the  subject  and  the 
same  remonslrances  will  be  made  by  the 
Consul  General  as  have  been  made  in 
similar  instances  before. 


MERCANTHiB    MARINE  —  HOLYHEAD 
HAEBOUB— WRECK  OF  THE  "  EDITH  " 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  FRENCH  asked  the  President 
of  tiie  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  steamship  "£dith^'  has 
now  been  allowed  to  remain  in  Holy- 
head Harbour,  where  she  is  sunk,  for  a 
period  of  nearly  two  years;  whether 
any  accidents  have  occurred  in  conse- 
quence of  her  being  allowed  so  to  re- 
main; whether  she  is  not  in  a  very 
dangerous  position,  and  in  the  direct 
way  of  the  mail  boats  approaching  and 
leaving  the  pier ;  and,  if  ne  can  mform 
the  House  when  she  is  likely  to  be 
removed  ? 

Sm  CHAELB8  ADDEELEY :  The 
steamship  £dith,  belonging  to  the  Lon- 
don and  North- Western  Kailway  Com- 
pany, was  sunk  in  a  collision  in  Holy- 
head harbour  on  September  8,  1875,  and 
still  remains  there.  The  only  accident 
which  has  come  to  my  knowledge  is  t^e 
destruction  of  the  apparatus  for  raising 
her,  which  was  caused  by  the  mail  boat 
St.  Fairick  running  on  to  the  wreck,  on 
a  calm  and  light  morning,  on  the  3 1st  of 
October  last,  and  for  wmoh  collision  the 
Admiralty  Court  has  pronounced  the 
St.  Patnck  alone  to  blame.     Though 


this  wreck  is  unquestionabl j  in  flie 
of  navigation,  no  other  craft  haa 
her.  The  owners,  the  railway  ooa 
and  their  contractors,  are  dotn^ 
utmost,  at  ^^reat  expense,  to  ramov*  ^ 
wreck,  which  they  would  hare  dam 
already  but  for  the  destructiaa  of  tiw 
appsoatus  by  the  steamboat.  Hie? 
have  now  nearly  got  the  gear  i<eMu«4 
and  ready  for  lifting  the  vosaoL  A 
telegram  Las  been  put  into  my  hands  ia 
which  Uiey  say  that  no  attempt  baa  j^ 
been  made,  but  an  attempt  will  be  mn^ 
at  the  end  of  next  week,  or  the  beginmiLf 
of  the  following  one.  The  drcomataiiBM 
of  the  case  are  detailed  in  a  PariiasMa- 
tary  Paper  which  was  laid  on  Ike  Tabk 
of  tike  House  in  March  last. 


OBDfE    (IRELAND)— MURDER    OF 
YOUNa— QUESTION. 

Mb.  £.  JENKINS  asked  the  Oad 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  What  steps  hsr* 
been  taken  by  the  Irish  ExecatiT»  w 
discover  the  perpetrator  of  the  nunder 
of  Mr.  Young,  J.I^.,  county  BosooauaoB. 
and  of  an  attempt  to  shoot  a  Mr.  Bsr^ 
rett,  of  county  Galway;  whether  ^bm» 
two  gentlemen  were  shot  at  in  broad 
daylight ;  whether  it  is  not  known  tbic 
one  at  least  of  the  outrages  was  per- 
petrated in  the  presence  of  a  nnmber  <tf 
witnesses;  if  he  would  state  how  sue 
after  the  conmiission  of  the  crimes  stef* 
were  taken  by  the  Government  to  dik* 
cover  the  perpetrators ;  whether  rewardi 
have  been  offered  for  such  disoovsrj  xk 
both  cases;  and,  whether  there  is  sbj 
reason  to  believe  that  these  outrages  sie 
of  an  agrarian  character  ? 

Sib  MIOHAEL  HIOKS  -  BEACH : 
Mr.  Young  and  Mr.  Barrett  were  bod 
fired  at  in  broad  daylight,  but  it  is  bdI 
known  that  either  of  the  two  outrsm 
was  perpetrated  in  the  presenoe  oc  • 
number  of  witnesses.  In  Mr.  BanettV 
case  it  was  reported  that  some  pecstm 
were  working  in  the  fields  near;  ituj 
stated  they  heard  the  shot,  but  took  w> 
notice  of  it,  believing  it  had  been  fii«4 
at  some  crows.  Immediately  after  Mr. 
Barrett  had  been  fired  at  two  eosp^eM 
persons  were  arrestedi  and  another  hu 
since  been  apprehended.  In  Mr. 
Young's  case  no  sufficient  evidence  kai 
as  yet  been  obtained  to  warrant  iIm 
arrest  of  any  person.  In  both  owv 
rewards  have  been  offered  lor  the  im- 
covery  of  the  perpetrators  of  the 
though  in  a  somewhat  diflinent 
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a  ICr.  Toung's  case,  in  additioa  to  a 
award  of  JS500  offered  by  the  Gtovern- 
lenty  OTer  £],000  has  been  looallj  sub- 
cribed  for  the  same  purpose;  andlcan- 
ot  bat  hope  such  an  expression  of  public 
pinioo,  ocMning,  as  it  has,  from  persons  of 
il  oln—OB  of  society,  may  not  oe  without 
>flieot,  both  in  leading  to  the  discovery 
if  the  murderer  and  in  deterring  eyil- 
Liapoaed  persons  in  the  neighbourhood 
rofa  ^wr^AAy  crime.  Other  steps  hare 
^een  taken  by  the  OoTemment,  indud- 
ng  the  strengthoiing  of  the  local  con- 
(t^Hilary  loroe,  but  X  do  not  think  it 
idyiaable  to  state  them  in  detaiL  I  fear 
;here  is  some  reason  to  su{^K>se  that 
[>iie  of  tfaoeo  crimes  was  of  an  agrarian 
Datore. 

VAOCINATION  ACT— CASE  OF  J.  ABEL. 

auxsnov. 

Ma.  PENNINGTON  (for  Mr.  Hop- 
wood)    aaked   Mr.    Attorney   General, 
WheUier  he  is  aware  that  another  sum- 
mons waSy  on  the  19th  instant,  issued 
against  Joseph  A^el,  Faringdon,  for  the 
▼aocination  (m  his  child  Frederick  Joseph 
Aba!  under  30  and  81  Yic.  c.  84,  s.  81 ; 
andf  whether  it  is  discretionary  with  the 
justioey  under  the  words  ''  he  may  if  he 
see  fity"  to  refuse  to  make  the  order  to 
Taocinate  ? 

Ths  ATTOBNET  GENERAL:  I  am 
not  in  possession  of   any  information 
with  respect  to  the  case  of  Joseph  Abel's 
child,   and  therefore  I  am  unable  to 
inform  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  whe- 
ther another  summons  has  been  issued. 
With  regard  to  the  legal  point  upon 
which  I  am  interrogateo,  I  beg  to  state 
that  in  my  view  a  magistrate  who  acts 
under  the  81st  section  of  the  Vaccination 
Act,  1667,  acts  judiciaily,  and  may  make 
an  order  or  not  as  he  pleases.    In  this 
sense  he  has  adiscretion ;  but  I  consider 
that  a  magistrate  who,  after  it  has  been 
dearly  proved  before  him  that  a  child 
has  not  been  raccinated,  and  that  there 
is  no  reason  why  the  operation  should 
not  be  performed,  should  exercise  his 
discretion  b^  declining  to  make  an  order 
for  vaooination  would  disregard  his  duty, 
juii  as  much    as   another  magistrate 
would  disregard  his  who,  after  the  com- 
mission of  an  offence  had  been  clearly 
wtsWished  by  eridenoe,  should  exendse 
his  discretion  by  dedining  to  coarict  the 
<>flender.    In  oondnsion,  I  beg  to  refer 
Qty  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  an  an- 
twity   bearing   on  this   question  — 


namelv,  ''Morisse  v.  the  Soyal  British 
Bao^,''  reported  in  the  26th  rolume  of 
n^  Law  Journal, 

POST    OFFICE  —  CLOSINO    OF    TELE- 
GRAPH OFFICES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  W.  BEOEETT-DENISON  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  If  he  would  ex- 
plain what  is  the  reason  of  the  issue  of 
the  circular  from  the  Post  Office  (No. 
10),  dated  tibe  18th  inst.  whereby 
fif^-four  Telegraph  Offices  at  stations 
on  the  North  Eastern  Bailway  have 
been  suddenly  dosed  to  the  public; 
whether  the  reason  of  twenty-two  other 
offices  at  stations  on  the  same  EaUway 
having,  by  the  same  circular,  been  re- 
duced to  offices  for  collection  {i.e,  de- 
spatch) only  of  messages  from  the 
public  is  that  the  Post  Office  declines  to 
allow  the  Bailway  Oompany  sixpence 
for  the  first  mile  in  the  delivery  of  mes- 
sages reoeiTed  at  such  stations,  and  re- 
quires them  to  deUrer  ihe  messages  free 
of  dmrge  within  that  limit ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  great  inconvenience 
that  will  be  caused  to  the  public  by  this 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Post  Office,  the 
Postmaster  General  will  take  measures 
to  restore  the  status  quo  with  re^^ard,  at 
any  rate,  to  the  last-named  stations,  as 
soon  as  possible  ?  

LosD  JOHN  MANNEBS,  in  reply, 
explained  that  in  several  instances  the 
Post  Office  having  incurred  the  expense 
of  opening  post  offices  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  those  stations,  deemed  it  inex- 
pedient to  retain  the  offices  at  the  rail- 
wav  stations  in  questicm.  Oareful  in- 
quiries had,  however,  been  made  in  the 
circumstances  of  each  particular  case 
before  a  decision  in  the  matter  had  been 
arrived  at.  Twenty-two  other  offices  at 
stations  on  the  same  line  had  been  closed 
as  regarded  the  delivery  of  messages, 
because  the  Post  Office  had  been  in- 
fbnned  by  ^e  Bailway  Oompany  that  it 
was  difficult  to  find  mossongers  to  deliver 
the  telegrams. 

HEROANTHiE  HABINE-IJME  JUICE. 

avxsnoir. 

Mb.  ANDEB80N  asked  Mr.  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  has  con- 
sidered the  difficulty  British  ships  trad- 
ing between  foreign  parts  have  had  in 
pocuring  fortifiedlime  juice ;  and,  if  he 
has  made  such  alterations  in  '^e  Customs 
regulations  as  will  enable  them  in  fiiture 
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to  have  it  freely  exported  to  them  with- 
out their  coining  home  for  it  ?  

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  Yes.  After  consultation  with 
the  Board  of  Trade  authorities  and  the 
Custom  House  officers,  the  Treasury 
have  decided  to  allow  lime  juice,  after 
having  been  fortified  in  accordance  with 
the  law,  to  be  exported  from  the  Cus- 
toms' warehouses  as  general  merchan- 
dize, and  not  to  confine  that  privilege  to 
juice  intended  only  for  ship^s  stores  for 
particular  ships.  Orders  to  that  effect 
will  be  given  by  the  Custom  House  with- 
out delay. 

THE  CONFESSIONAL— "THE  PETEST  IN 
ABSOLUTION."— QUESTION. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
adopt  any  measure  for  the  protection  of 
members  of  the  Established  Church 
against  the  Confessional  practices  of 
such  of  the  clergy  of  that  Church  as  re- 
cog^ses  the  doctrines  disclosed  in  the 
book  called  **  The  Priest  in  Absolution," 
having  regard  to  the  Act  known  as 
Lord  Campbell's  Act,  which  prohibits 
the  publieation  of  such  doctrines  and 
practices  ?  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: I  must  confess  that  the  last 
part  of  the  Question  appears  to  me  to  be 
not  altogether  intelligible.  I  have  looked 
at  the  Act  to  which  it  refers,  and  I  do 
not  see  that  there  is  anything  in  it  re- 
lating to  **  doctrines  and  practices ; "  but 
with  reg^ard  to  the  main  Question  which 
the  hon.  Member  puts,  I  do  not  see  that 
there  are  any  measures  which  the  Go- 
vernment could  adopt  in  this  matter,  and 
I  must  venture  to  express  my  own  opi- 
nion that  members  of  the  Cnuroh  will 
find  their  best  protection  against  any 
mischief  from  the  practices  to  which  he 
refers  in  the  fact  of  those  practices  hav- 
ing been  disclosed  and  made  a  matter  of 
ptU)lio  notoriety  and  reprobation. 

ILLEGrnMATE  INTESTATES'  ESTATES 
(SCOTLAND)— PATERSON'S  ESTATE. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  ERNEST  NOEL  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether, 
considering  the  unanimous  opinion  in 
Scotland  expressed  by  the  votes  of 
Scotch  Menibers  in  the  Division  on 
Tuesday  evening,  he  will  recommend 


the  Treasury  to  re-oonnder  thaar 
sion  regarding  the  diroosal  of  tlw  pe 

sonalty  of  the  late  Mr.  Paterson? 

The  CKANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHlr 
QIJEB,  in  reply,  said,  &e  deciaaoa  J 
the  Treasury  in  the  case  of  the 
alty  of  the  late  Mr.  Paterson 
after  full  consideration,  and  in 
mity  with  the  usual  practice  of  tL' 
Treasury  and  with  the  provisionB  of  tL- 
law.  It  was  challenged  by  the  hoo.  «x ' 
gallant  Member  for  Ayrshire  (Oolcar. 
Alexander);  but  &e  Hooae,  after  t 
discussion,  affirmed  the  view  takes  b^ 
the  Government.  Under  these  cixcus- 
stances  he  did  not  see  any  roaaoa  is 
re-considering  the  decision  which  U 
been  arrived  at. 

METROPOLIS— THE  PARKS— VOLO- 
TEER  DRILLS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  COOPE  asked  the  Secretazy  of 
State  for  War,  If  he  is  aware  of  ik* 
great  inconvenience  that  arises  from  tibf 
crowds  of  spectators  in  the  parks  o£^*' 
Metropolis  on  the  occasion  of  the  dzO? 
or  inspections  of  the  Volunteers,  makiic 
practice  in  battalion  drill,  and  egpedaLj 
in  the  new  formation  for  attack,  aliixM: 
impossible;  and,  whether  he  ia  pre 
pared  to  adopt  such  measures,  \j 
mounted  police  or  otherwise,  as  oftj 
check  this  evil,  and  enable  the  Tdni- 
teer  Forces  to  carry  out  aatisfactoiifyUtf 
drills  required  of  them  ? 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HARDY  :  I  mM 
inform  my  hon.  Friend  that  the  Psii! 
are  under  the  jurisdiction  in  o«tai3 
cases  of  the  Bangers,  and  in  the  o^cr^ 
of  the  Office  of  the  Board  of  Worki:- 
the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  War  has  t 
jurisdiction  over  them.  But  in  ooa»- 
quence  of  similar  complaints  to  thos*  y 
which  my  hon.  Friend  has  referred,  I 
applied  to  the  Home  Office  in  1875,  ui 
they  undertook  that  a  mounted  P<^ 
Lispector  and  eight  polioemen  shonli 
attend  when  the  Volunteers  were  gmf 
through  their  summer  driU.  I  h^^ien 
that  can  now  be  done  if  notice  be  pro> 
perly  given. 

ARMY— OFFICERS  OP  THE  AUXILIAir 
FORCES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  PEICE  asked  the  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  any  mk  cr 
minute  exists  at  the  War  DepaitDBMi: 
prohibiting  officers  of  the  Anxiliai; 
Forces  ftim  holding  two  oommisMitii 
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the  same  time  in  different  branches  of 
those  foroee,  and,  whether  it  is  not  the 
caae  that  certain  officers  now  hold  com- 
miwwona  other  than  honorary  commis- 
sions at  the  same  time  in  the  Militia  and 
Volonteera;  and,  if  so,  whether  any 
special  exception  has  been  made  in  the 
case  of  these  officers  ? 

Ma,  QATHORNE  HARDY :  There 
are  yery  few  instances  in  which  officers 
of  the  Auxiliary  Forces  hold  two  com- 
missions at  the  same  time  in  different 
branches  of  those  Forces.  This  has 
been  permitted  by  a  Eegtilation,  which 
Bays  tnat — 

"Erery  officer  holding  actiTO  oommiBrionB 
for  more  than  one  branch  or  two  tnoh  oommis- 
ncms  in  the  Mine  branch  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces 
will  elect  before  the  lit  April,  1873,  which  he 
withee  to  retain,  and  will  resign  the  other,  un- 
less  it  be  ahown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Htate  that  the  relaxation  of  the  rule  in 
particnlar  cases  would  be  adTantageoos  to  the 
public 


There  are  also  other  roles  of  a  similar 
character. 

HABTTIHE  OONTRACTS  BILL. 

QUBSnOK. 

Mr.  HAMOND  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  his  in- 
tention to  proceed  with  the  Maritime 
Contracts  Bill  this  Session  ? 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  This  is  a  Bill  which  touches 
such  large  interests,  and  raises  such  im- 
portant questions  that,  although  it  had 
i>een  carefully  considered  by  the  Gto- 
remment  before  it  was  introduced,  we 
fed  it  will  be  only  right  before  proceed- 
ing with  it  to  give  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  it  before  a  Select  Conunittee. 
We  have  not  been  able  to  find  a  day  for 
the  second  reading,  and  at  this  period 
of  the  Session  it  is  almost  impossible  to 
get  the  Bill  read  a  second  time  and  car- 
ried through  a  Select  Committee  and  the 
subsequent  stages.  Under  those  cir- 
cunutances  we  propose  to  discharge  the 
Order. 

NAVT--H.1L8.  "  ALEXANDRA"— THE 
REPORTED  MUmnr.— QUESTION. 

Oaptaih  FIM  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiraltj,  Whether  he  has  yet 
VMsiTed  aaj  Beport  from  the  Com- 
nuuidsr  in  Chief  of  the  Mediterranean 
Rest  of  the  oiroumstanoes  in  connection 


with  the  late  disturbances  on  board  Her 
Majesty's  ship  "Alexandra;''  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  has  any  objection  to  lay  such 
Beport  or  further  information  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON,  in  reply,  said, 
that  no  further  Beport  than  that  to 
which  he  referred  in  reply  to  a  similar 
Question  a  few  days  ago  had  been  re- 
ceived with  regard  to  we  disturbance ; 
but  in  a  private  letter  from  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief in  the  Mediterranean 
to  one  of  t}ie  members  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  it  appeared  that  the  first  Be- 
port, of  which  he  gave  the  substance  in 
his  Answer,  furnished  all  the  informa- 
tion which  was  available  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  ACT- 
SCHOOL  DISTRICTS  IN  LINCOLN- 
SHIRE.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident  of  the  Council,  Whether  any  pro- 
gress has  been  made  in  surmounting  the 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  formation 
of  school  districts  in  tilie  Fens  surround- 
ing Boston;  and,  if  so,  how  soon  the 
first  notices  of  his  Department  with 
respect  to  those  districts  are  likely  to  be 
issued? 

Visoouirr  SANDON  said,  that  the 
formation  of  school  districts  in  the  Fens 
about  Boston  was  a  matter  of  no  ordi- 
nary complication,  and  he  was  sorry  to 
say  that  when  he  saw  his  way  to  a  settle- 
ment fresh  difficulties  had  arisen.  He 
could  not  at  that  moment  sav  how  soon 
the  notices  would  be  issued ;  out  no  time 
would  be  lost,  and  the  difficulties  would 
soon  be  overcome. 


THE  COLORADO  BEETLE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  M\BK  STEWART  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  If  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  a  report  in  the 
''Pall  Mall  Ghizette"  announcing  that 
the  Colorado  beetle  has  made  its  appear- 
ance in  a  district  in  Germany ;  and,  if 
any  precautions  have  been  adopted  to 
prevent  its  introduction  in  England  ? 

VisoouKT  SANDON :  I  am  not  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
address  to  me  a  Question  on  this  subject, 
owing  to  the  great  interest  which  it  has 
ezdted.  Since  I  saw  the  announcement 
in  the  newspapers  with  respect  to  the 
appearance  of  tne  Colorado  beetle  I  have 


411 


Inland  Ssvinue — 


(OOMMOVS] 


ColhM^p/Ti 


€13 


oommtmioated  with  the  Foreign  OAoOi 
and  they  telegraphed  at  onoe  to  the  dif- 
ferent ports  to  ascertain  the  truth  of  the 
report.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  this 
afternoon  I  heard  they  had  received  a 
statement  from  the  Oonsul  General  at 
Oblogne  confirming  the  report.  The 
telegram  is  as  follows : — 

**  Colorado  beetle  was  found  with  munerons 
larvsd,  in  a  potato  field  near  Miilheim.  Tester- 
day,  before  the  aathorities,  the  field  was  fired 
with  sawdust  and  petroleum.  One  beetle  was 
seen  on  wing.  It  is  feared  the  plague  may 
spread." 

Without  waiting  for  this  answer,  the 
Privy  Council  wrote  at  once  to  the 
Oommissioners  of  Customs  asking  them 
to  give  instructions  to  their  officers  at 
the  various  ports  to  keep  a  special  look 
out  for  the  arrival  of  these  destructive 
insects.  The  Commissioners  of  Customs 
have  been  for  many  vears  alive  to  the 
importance  of  this  suDJect,  and,  as  long 
ago  as  March,  1875,  they  issued  a  Cir- 
cular to  their  officers  to  examine  care- 
fully all  the  potatoes  that  came  from 
America,  and  to  destroy  by  fire  all  par- 
ticles of  potato  haulm  or  stalks,  as  well 
as  loose  soil.  In  November,  1876,  the 
Commissioners  issued  another  Memoran- 
dum, with  an  engraving  of  the  beetle. 
We  have  also  thought  it  desirable  to  re- 
publish at  once  and  circulate  a  Memo- 
randum issued  in  last  October  by  the 
Canadian  Minister  of  Agriculture,  de- 
scribing the  habits  of  the  beetle  and 
suggesting  the  best  means  of  getting 
rid  of  it,  ^ould  it  unfortunately  appear. 
A  coloured  engraving  of  the  insect  is 
appended  to  the  Memorandum.  If  my 
hon.  Friend  will  look  at  these  Papers, 
and  thinks  them  of  public  interest,  I 
shall  be  happy  to  lay  them  on  the  Table 
of  the  House. 

EAST  INDIA  (MAJORS  OF  AETILLERY). 

PBBSONAL  SXPLANATION. 

Mr.  GATHOBNE  HAEDT  said,  that 
on  Monday  evening  he  had  made  a 
statement  respecting  Sir  John  Adye 
which  had  been  variously  reported.  He 
had  not  meant  to  express  his  opinion  as 
adverse  to  the  claims  of  the  Indian  Ma- 
jors, but  had  been,  in  fact,  the  medium 
of  communication  between  the  India 
Office  and  the  War  Office,  without  bdng 
in  favour  of  the  course  pursued.  Some 
of  the  reports  mip^ht  poanUy  huve  pro^ 
duoed  a  contrary  impression. 

Viie(mnt  Sandon 


ORDERa    OP    THS    DAT. 


SXTPPLY- 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Motion  made,  and 


''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
Chair." 


1^ 


INLAND  KEVENUE  —  OOLLBCTKHI 
OF  TAXES.— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  SAMPSON  LLOYD,  in  rtmo^  ta 
call  attention  to  the  injustice  and  iaeoc- 
venience  occasioned  by  compdHng  pd- 
vate  individuals  to  undertake  the  eii- 
lection  of  Income  Tax,  Inhabited  H^ 
Duty,  and  Land  Tax ;  and  to 


"  That  the  practioe  of  imposing  ooBOLpUaacjT 
on  private  indiyiduala  the  duty  of  '^'J^"**^ 
Ineozne  Tax,  Inhabited  Hooae  I>iity,  aad  I^ 
Tax,  is  luyuflt  and  inexjpedient,  and  tkai  Bs 
Majesty's  Goyemment  be  requested  to  aab 
pTOTision  for  diaoontiniiing  it,'* 

said,  that  in  many  rural  parishes  mde 
the  present  system  there  was  no  eras: 
hard[ship,  because  in  them   the  m!am 
were  light,  and  in  ver^  large  towns,  mA 
as  Liverpool  and  Birmingham,  when 
the  duties  were  not  light,  the  gain  wm 
considerable,  and  there  was  no  diAouIrr 
in  getting  a  regular  rate  or  rentcolleciv 
to  undertake  to  collect  these  taxes.   Bit 
there  were  cases  of  towns  not  of  tlM  tnt 
order  in  point  of  population^  and  mA* 
urban  districts  of  tne  largest  towssv 
which  might  be  in  a  diflerent  oomatj, 
and  there  very  great  hardship  was  Ml 
In  these  places  a  multitude  of  SBsfl 
sums,  perhaps  two  or  three  thomaod 
ranging  from  6d.  up  to  several  lAHKiy 
had  to  be  collected,  and  the  poondagt 
was  quite  insufficient  to  yield  adequati 
remuneration.    Independent  gentiena 
or  large  merchants,  to  whom  it  was  tht 
greatest  possible  hardship  to  be  taia 
firom  their  business,  and  also  haid-worM 
tradesmen,  were  nominated  to  eoQeat 
these  taxes.    If  they  declined  they  wov 
fined  £20,  which  was  a  large  sum  lor  t 
small  tradesman,  and  if  they  escapad 
they  had  often,  as  he  was  inlonDsd.  t» 
pay  black  mail.    He  knew  of  more  Aa 
one  instance  in  which  the  choice  of  Ihi 
persons  nominated  eonld  be  allrniotwl 
to  noothet  motite  ttian  spite  or  adtibs 
to  give  annoytftoi,^  Ik  oflM  hapMii 
thatwith-        ^^  '       — rr— 

bilities  ex 
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potmdfl  a  ooUeagae  was  assooitited  of 
whom  he  knew  nothing,  who  ooaM 
neither  read  nor  write,  and  was  not  eren 
familiar  with  the  English  language.  In 
one  case  a  respectable  chemist  was  ap- 
pointed, and  a  colleague  was  giyen  him 
who  could  neither  read  nor  write.  In 
another  a  gentleman  went  to  liye  in 
Wales ;  he  was  appointed  over  and  over 
again ;  he  could  not  speak  Welsh,  and 
had  to  trarel  five  or  six  miles  over  a 
mountainous  district  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  his  office.  In  another  case  a 
man  had  to  leaye  his  business  for  six 
weeks,  and  the  total  amount  of  poundage 
which  he  received  was  only  36«.  6(/.  in 
another  case  a  man  out  of  his  own  re- 
sources had  to  pay  the  Commissioners 
£300  in  advance  for  money  he  had  not 
got  in.  The  manager  of  the  North  Staf- 
fordshire Bailway  wrote  to  him  to  say 
that  he  had  been  appointed  to  collect 
these  small  sums,  he  had  been  obliged 
to  get  another  to  discharge  the  duties, 
and  not  only  had  he  to  pay  the  man  a 
lar^  sum,  but  he  was  personally  re^n- 
sible  if  the  man  ran  away.  At  Stockton 
a  collector  failed,  the  Government  had 
not  got  his  sureties'  bonds  signed,  and 
therefore  the  sureties  were  not  liable. 
The  (Government,  instead  of  losing  the 
money,  re-assessed  the  unfortunate  peo- 
ple who  had  paid  the  tax  once,  and  nad 
got  a  receipt  for  the  money.  Several 
paid  the  tajc,  others  resisted,  and  had 
their  goods  seized,  one  man  to  the 
amount  of  £20.  There  were  many 
similar  cases.  With  respect  to  the  land 
tax  the  trouble  of  collection  was  very 
much  increased  when  such  small  sums 
as  6<^.  had  to  be  collected.  The  main 
objection  to  the  income  tax  was  much 
graver  than  that  of  the  trouble,  annoy- 
ance, and  expense.  It  was  specially 
offensive  to  a  large  dass  that  a  trades- 
man in  a  suburban  district  should  have 
the  duty  of  going  round  and  ascertaining 
the  amount  of  income  tax  his  rivals  had 
to  pay,  and  in  that  way  a  considerable 
number  of  persons  became  acquainted 
with  the  affairs  of  their  neighbours. 
This  was  a  grievance  which  slumbered, 
but  he  had  no  doubt  we  should  hear  a 
good  deal  about  it  before  long.  He  did 
not  see  why  a  man  should  be  compelled 
to  colleot  house  duty,  land  duty,  or  in^ 
oome  tax  any  more  than  he  should  be 
compelled  to  clean  the  Foreign  Office, 
sweep  the  road,  and  so  on.  Allhe  asked 
was  that  the  Oorremment  should  find  a 


remedy  for  the  grievance.  There  were 
two  or  three  remedies  which  might  be 
suggested.  In  the  first  place,  the  In- 
land Bevenue  might  be  got  to  collect  the 
taxes  directly  by  officers  of  its  own.  But 
that  might  be  considered  too  expensive. 
The  cle^s  to  the  Oommissioners  had  an 
interest  in  these  things,  and  were  op- 
posed to  reform.  But  if  they  were  paid 
by  fees  for  work  done,  he  knew  on  very 
good  authority  that  the  Inland  Revenue 
Office  was  perfectly  willing  to  do  the 
work,  and  all  that  was  wanted  was  an 
enactment  by  which  the  Inland  Bevenue 
Board  might  unite  parts  of  divisions  for 
taxing  purposes,  wnether  in  the  same 
county  or  not.  He  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment, having  had  their  attention  called 
to  the  reality  of  this  grievance,  would  do 
what  they  could  to  apply  a  remedy. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  seconded  the  Motion. 
He  could  bear  his  testimony  to  the  fact 
not  only  that  the  grievance  existed,  but 
that  it  had,  in  fact,  become  intolerable. 
It  was  said  to  be  a  remnant  of  a  very 
old  system  under  which  disagreeable 
impositions  were  practised  on  the  people; 
but  the  older  it  was  the  greater  tne  ne- 
cessity for  its  removal.  The  evil  might 
be  remedied  by  compelling  the  collectors 
of  poor  rates  to  collect  these  taxes  also, 
allowing  them  the  remuneration  that  was 
now  allowed  to  individuals  in  the  way  of 
poundage.  Some  of  the  collectors  ob- 
jected to  take  that  course;  but  there  was 
no  reason  why  they  should  not  be  com- 
pelled to  do  it,  or  why,  if  it  were  neces- 
sary, an  Act  of  Parliament  should  not 
be  passed  for  the  purpose.  That  course 
was  already  followed  m  several  p€krishes, 
where  one  collector  was  employed  to 
collect  the  poor  rate,  the  house  tax,  and 
other  taxes.  In  that  way  it  was  made 
worth  the  while  for  a  respectable  man  to 
undertake  the  work. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  the  practice  of  imposing  compulsorily  on  pri- 
vate individuals  the  duty  of  collecting  Income 
Tax,  Inhabited  House  Duty,  and  Land  Tax,  is 
unjust  and  inexpedient,  and  that  Her  Hi^esty's 
Government  be  requested  to  make  provision  for 
discontinuing  it," — (Mr,  Sampton  Lloyd,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXOHE- 
QUEE  observed,  that  he  had  v^  little 
to  urge  in  opposition  to  what  had  been 
said  wi&  respect  to  the  existing  system 
by  the  Moyer  and  Seconder  of  the  Motion 
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before  the  House.  He  liad  more  than 
once  admitted  the  inconvenienoe  which 
resulted  firom  the  present  praotioe.  Not 
only  had  he  admitted  it,  but  the  incon- 
venience had  been  recognized  by  his 
Predecessors,  and  on  former  occasions 
attempts  had  been  made  to  remove  the 
difficulty  by  proposals  to  assign  the  duty 
of  collection  to  the  officers  of  the  Inland 
Eevenue.  But  those  proposals,  he  was 
bound  to  say,  had  not  been  received 
with  very  great  favour.  In  fact,  they  had 
been  very  strongly  objected  to,  and  it  had 
been  found  impossible  hith^to  to  get 
the  officers  of  tne  Inland  Eevenue  to  do 
the  work  at  all.  The  proposal  that  they 
should  leave  the  collection  where  it  was 
profitable,  to  those  who  now  carried  it  on, 
in  order  ihsii  they  might  continue  to  re- 
ceive the  considerable  sum  which  they 
divided  by  way  of  poundage,  and  that 
the  Gk>vemment  should  undertake  the 
duty  where  the  collection  would  be  un- 

grofitable  was  scarcely  a  fair  one,  and 
e  thought  a  change,  if  made,  must  be 
a  more  general  one;  but  difficulties 
had  hitherto  been  found  to  impede  any 
settlement.  This,  however,  he  would 
say,  he  had  never  given  up  the  idea  of 
making  some  change  in  the  present 
practice,  and  he  shomd  be  ready  on  con- 
sultation with  the  Inland  Eevenue  De- 
partment to  make  a  serious  endeavour  to 
meet  the  difficulty  which  had  been  men- 
tioned, and  of  which  he  was  perfectly 
sensible.  The  Government  haa  hoped 
that  the  passing  of  a  Valuation  Bill 
might  afford  some  facilities  for  making 
an  improvement  in  the  present  state  of 
things,  and  the  matter  had  rather  stood 
over  in  consequence ;  but  he  would  un- 
dertake, on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
to  look  again  carefully  into  the  subject, 
and  see  whether  it  was  possible  to  adopt 
any  reasonable  plan  wmch  would  avoid 
the  difficulties  of  the  present  system. 

Mb.  MTJNDELLA  felt  a  good  deal  of 
satisfaction  at  what  had  been  said  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  system 
complained  of  was  made  the  means  of 
extortion  which  rankled  a  good  deal  in 
the  minds  of  those  who  were  subjected 
to  it.  A  few  days  ago  he  had  put  m  the 
hands  of  the  Secrete^  to  the  Ireasury  a 
letter  firom  a  tradesman  of  Sheffield  who 
had  been  called  upon  to  collect  these 
taxes — a  task  which  it  was  shown  would 
have  so  occupied  his  time  that  he  must 
in  consequence  neglect  his  own  business. 
He  asked  for  instructions,  but  was  simply 

Tke  Chane$Uor  of  the  Exch$qu$r 


laughed  at,  and  was  told  if  he  fni 
so  much  money  to  a  oertaim  perMm  ht 
would  get  rid  of  the  responsibility.  Qw 
placed  in  that  position  had  to  enpky 
persons  in  whom  he  had  no  confidcDnt. 
and  if  those  persons  were  defaulten  \m 
must  make  good  their  defalcatiiHUL  I: 
was  hard  thkt  he  should  be  a«k«d  b 
undertake  duties  with  which  he  was  w: 
acquainted,  and  not  be  informed  as  & 
what  the  duties  were,  and  that  he  shoaM 
have  to  pay  black  mail  to  somebody  «l« 
to  do  the  work  for  him.  It  was  a  kiai 
of  extortion  which  ought  to  be  snbyeotod 
to  some  sort  of  punishment  or  xeodenL 
impossible.     

Mb.  J.  a.  HITBBABD  reminded  t^ 
House,  with  regard  to  what  the  Cha>- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said  as  te> 
the  Valuation  Bill  being  a  prohaLs 
medium  for  effecting  an  imprormneiit  c 
the  present  practice,  that  with  the  an* 
object  in  view  he  had  himself  placed  a 
the  Notice  Paper  a  special  daose  ts 
enable  the  locaf  rates  and  the  Inqtensl 
taxes  to  be  collected  through  tiie  mm 
channel.  Consequent  on  that  NotiBi 
many  Petitions  had  been  presented  froa 
influential  local  bodies  in  support  of  sk 
proposition,  and  he  had  received  lettef 
speaking  of  it  as  likely  to  prove  adiaa- 
tageous  both  to  the  public  and  to  tk 
Government.  It  was  a  matter  of  lBip»' 
rial  importance,  and  ought  to  be  eoa- 
sidered 

Mb.  SAMPSON  LLOTD  intimatd 
his  readiness,  after  what  had  fSsIlen  htm 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

On  the  Question  that  leave  be  sim 
to  withdraw  the  Motion,  there  Deisf 
several  **  Noes  " — 

Question,  ''  That  the  words  pi  opcwrf 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Qa«- 
tion,"  put,  and  ttgreed  to. 

Main  Question  proposed. 

EAST  INDIA— MR.  FULLER  AND  IB. 
LEEDS— INDEPENDENCE  OF  JTTDOE^ 
OF  THE  raOH  CX)URT8. 

BESOLxrnov. 

Mb.  LOWE,  who  had  a  Notice  oa  Oi 
Paper  to  call  attention  to  a  Desnilih 
from  the  Secretary  of  State  for  In^is 
the  Governor  General  of  March  ttil 
1877;  and  to  move — 

**That  ia  the  opinion  ol  thiiHooM^tbtMiv 
of  the  Grown  to  remoTO  Judges  o(  Iks  ji|^ 
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Covnta  of  IndU  who  hold  their  office  durixiff 
Her  Hftjertj't  pleMore,  ought  to  be  exercised 
on  tlie  mne  nrinot^leiM  if  they  held  their  office 
doling  good  DehaTiour  and  not  otherwise/' 

aaid.  the  qneBtion  he  had  undertaken  to 
bring  before  the  House  waa  of  such 
tranacendant  importance  that  he  should 
make  no  apology  to  the  House  for  bring- 
ing' it  in  at  once,  omitting  the  circum- 
stance out  of  which  it  arose.    The  sub- 
ject itself  was  quite  sufficiently  large, 
and  he  should  not  eo  into  the  details  of 
the  occurrences  which  gave  rise  to  it.  Suf- 
fice it  then,  to  say  that  owing  to  differences 
of  opinion  which  had  arisen  between  the 
Ooremor  Oeneral  of  India  and  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  North  West  Pro- 
Tinces,  a  reference  had  been  made  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  proposing 
to  him  certain  questions  of  very  momen- 
tous importance  in  regard  to  the  status 
and  position  of  the  Judges  in  India.   On 
the    despatch  upon  which  he  founded 
his  observations — which  was  the  last  in 
the  Papers,  bearing  date  March  22  of 
this  jear,  which  raised  these  Questions 
— the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  made 
what  seemed  to  him  a  very  sensible  re- 
mark.   It  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
questions  submitted  to  him  were  merely 
speculative.    They  did  not  arise  out  of 
circumstances  wmch    had  occurred    in 
India,  and  which  he  had  made  the  sub- 
ject of  another  despatch,  and  were  spe- 
culative  questions.     He    thought    the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  was  right 
in  saying  so,  and  for  this  reason — the 
Judges  complained  of  being  censured  by 
the  Government  for  certain  opinions  they 
had  expressed,  but  these  were  not  judi- 
cial opinions.     They  were    not  ffiven 
under  the  reouisite  protection  for  judicial 
opinion,  and  were  not  Riven  after  the 
hearing  of  both  sides,    n  Judges  chose 
to  give  opinions  without  hearing  both 
sides,  although  their  opinions  might  be 
very  valuable,  the^  were  not  entitled  to 
that  protection  which  was,  and  ouffht  to 
be.  thrown  over  judicial  proceedings. 
But  then  what  surprised  one  was,  that 
as  the  matter  was,  in  his  opinion,  merely 
speculative,  the  Secretary  of  State  did 
not  go  on  to  say  that  as  it  was  only  a 
speculative  question  he  declined  to  give 
any  opinion  upon  it    He  thought  the 
Secretaiy  of  State  for  India  would  have 
taken  a  wise  course  if  he  had  said — 
"  The  case  has  not  yet  arisen ;  when  it 
does,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  ffive  my 
lion,  but  meantime  I  dedine."  How- 

[thiu>  smis.] 
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ever,  he  took  a  different  course.  He  se 
out  distinctly  what  the  questions  pro- 
posed to  him  were,  and  he  gave  an  an- 
swer to  them;  and  it  was  those  ques- 
tions and  that  answer  to  which  he  (Mr. 
Lowe)  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House.  A  point  more  important  had 
seldom  arisen  before  the  House  than 
that  which  arose  upon  this  Correspon- 
dence. It  was  infinitely  larger  than  the 
Secretary  of  State  or  those  who  advised 
him  seemed  to  have  had  any  idea  of 
when  they  entered  into  the  question. 
The  Secretary  of  State  said  the  questions 
submitted  to  him  were — (1)  Whether 
the  Judges  of  the  High  Courts  were 
subject  to  the  authority  of  the  Governor 
General  in  Council;  (2)  whether  it  was 
within  the  province  of  His  Excellency  in 
Council  to  publicly  approve  or  condemn 
the  action  of  the  Courts  in  matters  which 
fell  clearly  within  their  functions;  and 
(3)  whether  in  India  the  Courts  enjoyed 
the  independent  authority  and  prestige 
of  the  English  Courts.  He  could  not 
tell  what  advice  the  Secretary  of  State 
took  in  the  matter;  but  he  might  not 
unreasonably  have  said  they  were  ques- 
tions to  be  decided  not  by  the  Secretary 
of  State,  but  by  high  legal  and  judicial 
authorities.  However,  the  Secretary  of 
State  appeared  to  have  had  no  mis- 
gpivings;  he  launched  into  the  whole 
subject,  and  treated  it  in  the  most  sum- 
mary and  decisive  manner.  He  did  not, 
indeed,  answer  them  categorically ;  but 
he  went  into  an  argument  in  which  he 
clearly  implied  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
Judges  of  the  High  Courts  were  subject 
to  the  Executive  authority  of  the  Go- 
vernor General ;  that  it  was  right  for 
the  Governor  Oeneral  to  condemn  or 
approve  the  action  of  the  Courts  in  a 
public  manner;  and  that  the  Indian 
High  Courts  did  not  enjoy  the  indepen- 
dent authority  and  prestige  of  the  Eng- 
lish Courts.  In  short,  all  three  ques- 
tions were  answered  in  the  negative.  It 
might  also  be  here  mentioned  that  the 
Governor  General  had  also  referred  cer- 
tain questions  to  the  Secretary  of  State ; 
whether  he,  the  Governor  General,  was 
not,  as  the  head  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment in  India,  responsible  for  the 
administration  of  justice;  whether  he 
had  not  a  ri^ht  to  punish  the  Judges— 
the  Imperiid  Judges  as  well  as  inferior 
Judges— for  any  miscarriage  of  justice, 
and  whether  he  had  not  a  nght  to 
pass  public  censure  on  them  in  regard 


r»»e.e. 
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to  the  admuustration  of  jiistice  if  he 
thought  proper.  Neither  of  the  de- 
spatches noticed  the  questions  of  the 
Governor  General  at  all ;  and  as  the 
Governor  General  said  he  would  go  on 
doing  as  before  until  he  was  told  it  was 
wrong,  it  might  be  taken  that  the  ques- 
tions were  answered  in  the  affirmative, 
just  as  the  other  three  questions  had 
oeen  answered  in  the  negative.  Such 
was  the  present  state  of  things.  Every- 
thing claimed  by  the  Governor  General 
was  conceded;  everything  claimed  by 
the  High  Courts  was  repudiated;  and 
all  that  remained  to  be  seen  was  the 
principles  and  reasons  upon  which  the 
Secretary  of  State's  decisions  was  based. 
The  Secret&ry  of  State  contended  that 
there  was  a  vital  difference  between  the 
position  of  Indian  and  English  Judges. 
The  Secretary  of  State  said — 

<'  UntU  the  Act  of  SetUement  aU  English 
Judges  held  their  office,  as  Indian  Judg^  do 
now,  during  Her  Majesty's  pleasure.  When 
Parliament  desired  to  assure  their  independence 
and  to  withdraw  them  from  the  authority  of  the 
Executive,  it  enacted  that  their  commissions 
should  be  made  '  during  g^ood  behaviour.'  But 
when  Parliament  set  up  the  existing  High 
Courts  of  India  in  the  year  1861,  it  did  not 
think  fit  to  adopt  towards  them  the  same  policy 
which  had  been  adopted  and  maintained  towards 
the  Courts  in  England.  On  the  contrary,  it 
was  specially  enacted  that  the  Judges  in  all  the 
Courts  established  under  the  Act  of  1861  should 
*  hold  their  offices  during  Her  Majesty's  plea- 
sure.' It  appears  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
impossible  to  treat  this  difference,  deliberately 
established  between  tiie  Indian  and  the  English 
Courts,  as  accidental  and  inoperative.  In  with- 
holding from  the  Indian  Judges  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  Executiye,  which  had  been  on  a 
solemn  occasion  formally  conferred  upon  the 
English  Judges,  Parliament  must  be  taken  to 
have  fully  intended  the  consequences  of  the  im- 
portant distinction  which  it  was  sanctioning. 
The  right  to  dismiss  any  person  holding  an 
office  carries  necessarily  with  it  a  ri^ht  to  indi- 
cate the  conduct  which  may,  if  persisted  in,  in- 
cur dismissal.  In  other  words,  it  involves  the 
right  to  approve  or  condemn  the  action  of  the 
officer  who  is  so  liable  to  be  dismissed.  .... 
This  appears  to  me  to  be  in  strict  right  the 
relation  subsisting  between  your  Government 
and  the  Judges  in  India.  But  it  is  not  neces- 
sary for  me  to  state  to  you  that,  as  a  matter  of 
policy,  any  Executive  action  trenching  on  the 
independence  of  Jud^  in  the  exercise  of  their 
purdy  judicial  functions,  could  only  be  justified 
by  reasons  of  extreme  necessity." — [East  India 
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In  other  words,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  was  distinctly  of  opinion  that 
Judges  in  India  were  dependent  on  the 
Executive,  and  did  not  enjoy  indepen- 
dence; that  it  was  lawftil  for  the  Oo- 


y emor  General  to  threaten  those 
to  point  out  things  for  which  hm 
be  induced  to  discharge  them ; 
as  a  matter  of  right,  he  might 
with  them  in  the  exercwe  of 
purely  judicial  functions,  thoo^L,  as  a 
matter  of  policy,  it  might  not  he  ad- 
visable to  do  so,  except  in  extreme  caam. 
Anything  more  important  or  jnamatJbanm 
could  hardly  be  imagined.  Ha  wmli 
endeavour  to  combat  as  weU  as  lie  eooU 
those  statements,  and  show  that  t&ty 
were  utterly  groundless  and  fkllsdottL 
In  the  first  place,  the  conclusion  was  bbC 
established  by  the  premisses.  The  oos- 
elusion  was,  that  the  Oovemor  Geosnl 
had  a  right  to  interfere  in  the  adxmaa- 
tration  of  justice— that  it  was  depeodst 
on  him,  and  that  he  had  the  power  d 
lecturing  the  Judges  pablidT  or  pti- 
vately.  That,  he  apprehended,  mait 
from  the  nature  of  the  case  be  a  aii- 
take,  and  for  this  reason.  The  Pk«9> 
gative  of  dismissing  Judges  rested  vitk 
the  Queen,  during  whose  pleasure  thr; 
held  office.  But,  as  the  House  kniw. 
Her  Majesty  did  not  exercise  this  or  bt 
other  power,  except  on  the  advice  <rf  & 
responsible  Minister.  Now,  who  wsi 
the  responsible  Minister  in  the  prowat 
case?  Not  the  Gbvemor  Oenersi  d 
India,  who  was  a  mere  deputy  holdisf 
delegated  powers,  but  the  SecreCaxyi^ 
State  for  India.  So  that  Lord  Ssto- 
bury's  argument  amounted  to  this— Ihit 
because  the  Queen,  by  the  advice  of  tbt 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  ooold  n- 
move  an  Indian  Judge,  therefore  ^ 
Governor  General,  who  had  no  power  to 
advise  Her  Majesty  on  the  salrisd, 
should  have  all  the  power  implied  hj 
the  words  that  the  Courts  of  India  wot 
dependent  upon  the  Executive.  It  tm 
manifest  that  the  difference  betweea  s 
Minister  who  was  responsible  for  the  ae 
of  the  Crown,  and  a  person  who  acted  ss 
a  deputy  of  the  Crown  with  dele^^stei 
powers  had  been  overlooked,  and  tkii 
the  authority  claimed  for  the  Gbvcnior 
General  ought  only  to  be  exercised  Ij 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  CounciL  Th«»^ 
fore,  accepting  all  Lord  SaHsbory's  pf»> 
misses,  the  conclusion  to  be  drawn  dob 
them  was  that  the  Governor  GsMttl 
had  none  of  the  powers  attributed  ti 
him.  But  that  was  a  very  small  psit  d 
the  case.  This  matter  was  argosd  Jsj 
the  Secretary  of  State  entirelj  oa  As 
ground  of  the  tenure  of  ^ 
a  question  of  tenure.    It  was  mH 
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*'  imtUtbe  Aotof  SetOemaot^allBiigliflh 
Jodj^es  held  ibeir  office  at  the  Judges  in 
Lndi*  do   ikow,   daring  He?  Hajesfcy'B 
pleasmie.*'     Thftt  ttatement  wae  entirelj 
inaoomimte.    It  was  a  matter  of  dispute 
amongst  aatiqnariea,  vliether  from  the 
eariiaat  times  our  Judges  did  not  hold 
their    office    durinff   good    behayiour. 
Hallam,    Coke,  ana   others  might   be 
cited  as  authorities  on  this  point.    The 
Act  which  gare  the  Judges  their  present 
status  was  the  Act  12  ft  18   mU.  III. 
Daring  the  whole  reign  of  William  the 
Judges  held  during  good  behariour.    In 
saoh  an  important  dooument,  it  was  ex- 
traordinarj  that  trouble  had  not  been 
taken  to  ascertain  the  ordinary  details 
relating  to  the  question.    Assuming  that 
the  Judffee  held  office  daring  the  plea- 
sure of  the  Grown,  and  not — as  those  in 
England  yiriually  did— during  the  plea- 
sure of  Parliament*  did  that  fact  really 
eatail  all  the   oonseanences  which   it 
seamed  to  be  supposed  resulted  from  it? 
If  Bot»  there  was  nothing  to  be  said.   It 
waa  a  purely  metaphysical  statement, 
drawn  from  some  abstract  opinion,  and 
mighi  hare  been  written  of  some  country 
wluoh  had  no  history  at  all.    This  was 
not  a  metajdiysical  question,  to  be  dealt 
with  by  cloTer  dialecticians.    It  was  not 
a  question  merely  as  to  the  meaning  of 
a  form  of  words.    The  answer  to  it  must 
be  gathered  from  the  course  of  English 
history.     The  notion  that  Judges  who 
hdd  office  during  the  pleasure  of  the 
Crown,  and  were  by  rirtue  of  that  tenure 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Ezecutiye, 
sad  exercised  as  such  no  freedom  in  ad- 
ministering justice,  was  an  absolute  fig- 
ment, and  had  no  faundation  in  history. 
If  the  House  looked  carefuUy  into  the 
matter,  they  woold  find  that  it  did  not 
turn  at  all  on  the  question  of  tenure.  In 
fast,  the  question  of  tenure  had  been  so 
Uttle  remrded,  that  we  did  not  know 
what  had  been  the  tenure  in  the  case  of 
onr  sariy  Judges;  and  it  mattered  not 
rssQy  what  it  was,  because   whether 
they  held  from  the  Grown  or  during 
|ood  behariour,  the  Grown  being  the 
Judges  as  to  good  behariour,  it  came 
▼sry  nearly  to  the  same  thinff.     The 
iiaportant   point   was  —  who  bad  the 
power  to  tnim  out  the  Judge;  and  the 
*«el  •bcmty  which  our  Judges  enjoyed 
vas  aet  to   be  found  in  the  words 
''during  flood  behaviour,"  but  in  the 
^  that  they  oould  only  be  tamed  out 
▼ith  the  consent  of  the  two  Houses  of 


Parliament,  In  the  olden  times — which 
it  might  seem  pedantic  to  refer  to,  but 
the  <hie  consideration  of  the  question 
made  it  necessary — the  thing  which  was 
looked  to  as  the  security  of  the  inte- 
grity of  the  Judges  was  not  at  all  the 
tenure,  of  which,  as  he  had  said,  there 
was  no  trace  whatever,  but  was  the 
Judge's  oath.    The  oath  was  this — 

'^That  he  will  Mrve  the  King  and  indifferently 
sdminister  jottioe  to  til  men,  without  respect  of 
peiaons ;  take  no  bribe,  give  no  coonael  where 
ne  ifl  a  party ;  nor  deny  right  to  any,  though 
the  King,  by  his  letter  or  by  express  words, 
command  the  contrary ;  and  he  b  answerable  in 
body,  lands,  and  goods." 

Again  and  again,  in  arbitrary  times, 
when  the  Judges  resisted  the  importuni- 
ties of  the  Executive,  their  answer  was, 
not  that  their  tenure  was  so  and  so,  but 
that  their  oath  bound  them.  The  first 
case  he  would  allude  to  was  that  of 
Chief  Justice  Hussey,  in  the  reign  of 
Henry  VU.^^ne  of  the  most  arbitrary 
Princes  who  ever  sat  on  the  Throne  of 
England.  Chief  Justice  Hussey  be* 
soi^t  Henry  Vil. — 

**  That  he  would  not  desire  to  know  their  opi- 
nions be£<Hr^and  for  Humfrey  Stafford,  for  they 
thought  it  should  come  before  them  in  the 
King's  Bench  judicially,  and  then  they  would 
do  uat  which  of  right  they  ought ;  and  the 
King  sceepted  of  it.'* 

The  next  case  he  would  cite  was  still 
more  remarkable,  for  there  they  found 
the  Judges  discharging  the  duties  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  rather  than  acting 
as  the  passive  slaves  of  the  Crown.  In 
the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth  the  Judges 
prayed  for  an  audience  of  the  Queen, 
and  having  obtained  it,  took  the  liberty 
of  admonishing  her  with  reference  to 
the  committal  or  detention  of  persons, 
by  the  command  of  Nobles  or  Counsellors, 
against  the  law  of  the  Eealm.  It  did  not 
appear  that  the  Queen  was  at  all  dis- 
pleased with  their  conduct.  Then,  in 
the  Case  of  Commendams,  it  appeared 
that  the  King-— one  of  the  Stuarts- 
signified  to  Chief  Justice  Coke,  through 
the  Attorney  General,  that  he  would  not 
have  the  Court  proceed  to  judgment  till 
he  had  spoken  with  them.  The  Judges 
certified  to  His  Majesty  that  they  were 
bound  by  their  oaths  not  to  regard  any 
letters  that  might  come  to  them  contrary 
to  law,  but  to  do  the  law  notwithstand- 
ing ;  that  they  held  with  one  consent  the 
Attomev's  letter  to  be  contrarv  to  law, 
and  such  as  they  oould  not  yield  to,  and 

P  2 


42S    £ait  Ihdu^lnd0p0ndenc$  of   (COMMONS}    Judges  of  th$  Ei§h 


C^mfM.   Al 


that  they  had  proceeded  accordiog  to 
their  oaths  to  argue  the  cause.  Those 
were  Judges  who  probably  held  during 
the  pleasure  of  the  Crown.  By  the  arbi- 
trary Act  of  James  I.  Coke  was  dis- 
missed for  his  resistance.  No  doubt 
terror  was  practised  by  the  Stuarts,  more 
or  less,  upon  the  Judges,  and  they  were 
made  to  do  things  which  were  quite  con- 
trary to  their  oaths  and  to  their  sense  of 
duty;  but  though  these  things  were 
done,  they  were  never  done  as  a  right, 
and  were  never  justified.  No  one  was 
ever  bold  enough  to  say  that  the  tenure 
by  which  the  Judges  held  office  gave 
the  King  the  right  to  direct  them  in 
their  duty.  Falkland  —  who  shed  his 
blood  in  the  cause  of  the  Stuarts — 
said  in  the  course  of  a  speech  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  at  the  time  of  the 
Iiong  Parliament,  referring  to  Queen 
Elizabeth — 

"  The  Queen,  in  the  29th  year  of  her  reign, 
erects  a  new  office  in  the  Common  Pleas,  and 
ffrants  it  to  her  seryant  Richard  Cavendish. 
She  sends  to  have  him  admitted.  Four  pre- 
reroptory  letters  the  Judges  refuse,  on  the 
ground  that  the  place  helongs  to  otliers.  At 
last  they  write  that  the  Queen  had  taken  her 
oath  for  the  execution  of  justice  according  to 
law,  that  they  did  not  douht  that  when  Her 
Majesty  was  informed  that  it  was  against  law 
she  would  do  what  hefitted  her.  For  ^eir  parts, 
they  had  taken  an  oath  to  God,  to  her,  and  to 
the  commonwealth,  and  if  they  should  do  it 
without  process  of  law  before  tnem,  and  only 
upon  her  command  put  the  other  out  of  posses- 
sion, though  the  right  remained,  it  were  a 
breach  of  their  oaths ;  and,  therefore,  if  the  fear 
of  God  were  not  sufficient,  they  told  her  the 
punishment  that  was  inflicted  on  their  pre- 
decessors for  the  breach  of  their  oaths  in  the 
time  of  Ridiard  II.  might  be  sufficient  warning 
to  them.  The  Queen,  hearing  these  reasons, 
was  satisfied,  and  the  Judges  heard  no  more  of 
the  business." 

Looking  at  these  cases,  and  taking  into 
account  not  the  tenure  merely,  but  all 
the  concomitant  history,  it  would  be 
seen  how  little  foundation  there  was  for 
the  arguments  which  had  been  used  for 
the  purpose  of  establishing  in  India  a 
dangerous  doctrine  which  would  place 
the  judicial  administration  under  the 
heel  of  the  Government.  There  was  a 
passage  which  he  would  read  from  Lord 
Clarendon,  which  showed  what  was  ex- 
pected of  the  Judges  at  the  time  when 
the  question  of  Ship  Money  was  brought 
before  them,  and  it  was  all  the  more  re- 
markable, because  it  was  written  by  one 
who  was  inclined  to  make  as  litUe  as 
possible  of  such  a  matter.     He  said 
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that  the  people  did  not  bo 
what  was  done  as  to  beneroleBces 
Ship  Money  or  anything  eLs^,  for  thai  s: 
pleased  them  to  give  their  money  to  tb» 
King ;  but  that  thev  drew  a  great  da- 
tinction  between  the  King  and  ^ 
Judges,  and  that  they  did  not 
the  Judges  were  cov^^  by  the 
rity  of  the  King.  Lord  Cli 
added — 

**The  danger  and  mischief  caimot  In  s> 
pressed  that  &e  Crown  and  State  Bustunad  H 
the  deserved  reproach  and  infamj  that  afctsiiM 
the  Judges  being  made  use  of  in  this  ad  tfct 
like  arts  of  power,  there  being  no  poMibilitT  %i 
preserve  the  dignity,  reverence,  aikd  aaCisMlMB 
of  the  laws  themselves  but  by  the  intogritr  kmA 
innocency  of  the  Judges." — [Bk.  I.  p.  70.j 

They  at  that  time  felt  that  the  Jadgv 
were  bound,  just  as  much  as  we 
sidered  our  Judges  to  be  in  more  £ai 
able  circumstances  now,  to 
justice  with  impartiality,  and  the 
sages  which  he  had  quoted  fairly  eliovBd, 
he  thought,  that  the  tenure  on  whiA 
the  whole  of  the  argument  of  those  wk^ 
took  the  opposite  view  of  the  qnestiae 
was  based  had  nothing  to  do  with  it : 
and  that,  in  accordance  with  the  CoiMti- 
tution  of  England,  it  had  always  ba« 
held  that  whether  a  Judge  held  dndsf 
pleasure  or  not,  he  was  bound  fay  t^ 
oath  which  he  had  taken,  and  lial^  » 
the  most  severe  punishment  for  its  is- 
fringement.  In  the  reign  of  Richard  IL 
Chief  Justice  Tresillian  had  been  hanged 
because  he  had  given  an  eztra-jodiQal 
opinion  at  Nottingham  to  the  King.  Ke 
doubt  that  was  an  act  of  revolotioiisxy 
violence,  but  what  was  remarkable  was  tk« 
ground  they  chose  to  justify  their  dst£ 
There  had  always  been  respect  in  Ihii 
country  for  the  judicial  office,  and  it  wm 
held  that  it  should  be  independent  sad 
free,  until  this  ground  had  been  taksavp 
at  the  present   advanced  period  of  tb* 
world.    Before  he  closed  that  part  of  hii 
argument  he  might  observe  that  Laid 
Clarendon,  in  one  of  his  speeches  ssid, 
that   the  Twelve  Judges    were   "likt 
the  support  of  the  throne  of  SoIoomb 
— under  the  throne  in  obedience*  b«t 
yet  lions."    There  were  many  hoa.  Oca* 
tlemen  now  in  the  House  when  the  pr>> 
sent  Act  for  creating  judges  in  ladk 
was   passed,  and   he   felt   quite  sat 
that  ^  the  point  now  at  issue  bsd  il 
the  time  been  raised  in  any  wm*,  As 
doctrine  which  was  set  up  would  hum 
met  with  a  most  indignant    negsthn 
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aak,  anything  ever  done  so  rash  and  in- 
considerate as  to  raise  a  question  of 
enormous  magnitude  on  account  of  a 
trifling  squabble  in  a  police-office  courts 
and  to  take  a  step  which  ought  not  to 
be  taken  except  on  the  fullest  informa- 
tion and  after  the  most  mature  con- 
sideration ?  No  such  right  as  that  which 
was  now  contended  for  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  had,  he  maintained,  ever 
before   been  claimed   by    an    English 
Executiye.      There  was,  in  reality,  no 
right  to  dismiss.    There  was  a  power  to 
dismiss  which,  like  all  powers  conferred 
by  the  law,  must  be  exercised  within 
the  duty  of  the  person  exercising  it  and 
with  reference  to  the  purposes  for  which 
the  power  was  given.    Such  a  power 
would  confer  no  right  to  interfere  with 
the  administration  of  j  ustice.  The  Queen 
could  do  nothing  wrong ;  but  did  that 
imply  that  a  wrong  would  not  be  done 
if   a  murder  were  committed    by  the 
Sovereign?    It  implied,  he  contended, 
an  absolute  insult  to  Boyalty  when  it 
was  maintained  that  such  was  the  abso- 
lute power  of   Her  Majesty  over  the 
Judges  that  she  might  exercise  any  in- 
fluence she  pleased  in  the  administra- 
tion of  justice.    The  right  course  for 
persons  clothed  with  the  power  of  dis- 
missal to  pursue  was  to  g^ide  themselves 
in  all  respects  by  the  practice  of  Par- 
liament; and   if   the    independence  of 
the  Judges  was  good  for  England  and 
the  Colonies,  why  should  it  be  an  evil 
to  India  ?    One  of  the  very  first  princi- 
ples of  g^d  government  was  the  sepa* 
ration  of  the  judicial  and  the  Executive 
power,  and  any  attempt  to  confuse  the 
two  together  was  an  attempt  to  g^  back 
to  the  worst  and  lowest  periods  of  our 
history.      It  was  said,  however,  that 
the  Executive  had  the  right  to  interfere. 
In  the  beginning  of  the  last  century, 
Holt,  then  Lord  Chief  Justice,  gave  a  de- 
cision adverse  to  the  decision  of  the  House 
of  Lords  in   the  case  of  "  Ashley  and 
White."    But  when  the  House  of  Lords 
called  him  before  it  for  having  delivered 
a  judgment  bv  which  he  set  aside  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  House,  Lord  Chief 
Justice  Holt  said — 


But  it  was  8ud  that  Parliament  meant 
to  make  the  Indian  Courts  dependent 
on,  and  subject  to,  the  authority  of  the 
Executive.     Now,  the  only  reason  in 
fftvoor  of  that  view  was  the  preservation 
of  a  tenure  which  he  had  shown  to  be 
consistent    with   the  noblest  ideas    of 
judicial    independence.     But    here    he 
touched  on  firmer  ground  and  escaped 
from   metaphysics.      The    Commission 
which  framed   the  present   law  never 
meant  anything  such  as  that  for  which 
the  Government  now  contended.    Their 
object  was  to  get  rid  of  the  Sudder 
Court,   which  was  an  Oriental    Court, 
and  to  establish  a  High  Court  much 
after  the  model  of  our  English  Courts. 
Under  the  direction  of  the  late  Master 
of  the  Rolls  (Lord  HomiUy),  Chief  Jus- 
tice Jervis,   and  many  other   eminent 
men,  it  was  intended  that  the  Judges 
should  be  treated  all  alike ;  and  he,  as  a 
witness,   could  state  with  the  gpreatest 
confidence    that  it    never    entered  the 
minds  of  the  Commission  to  found  a 
Court  which  could  in  any  way  be  placed 
under  the  authority  of  the  ^ecutive  or 
subjected  to  the  indignity  contemplated 
by  the  despatches  before  the  Mouse. 
Bat  it  was  contended  that  the  Judges, 
because  removable  at  the  will  of  the 
Crown,   were  under  the  control  of  the 
Crown.    But  if  that  were  so,  what  was 
to  become  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  ?  We 
were  in  the  habit  of  looking  at  the  Lord 
Chancellor  as  the  highest  of  our  Judges, 
yet  he  had  always  held  office  at  the  plea- 
sure of  the  Crown.    Was  it,  therefore,  to 
be  supposed  that  he  was  less  independent 
than  any  of  the  other  Judg^,  or  that 
Her  Majesty  had  any  right  to  interfere 
with  him  in  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice ?    But  let  him  go  a  little  further : 
The  ease  of  the  Colonial  Judges  under 
Burke's  Act  was  in  point,    ^most  all 
the  Colonial  Judges  at  the  time  when  he 
himself  was  in   Australia    held    their 
offices  during  the  pleasure  of  the  Crown. 
Yet  he  ventured  to  say  that  in  no  re- 
spect were  they  regarded  as  being  less 
independent  than  the  Judges  in  West- 
minster Hall.    Now,  if  the  tenure  of 
the  Colonial  Judges  did   not   deprive 
them  of  independence,  why  should  it  be 
held  to  deprive  the  Judges  in  India? 
If  the  doctrines  which  he  had  laid  down 
▼ere  challenged,  then  the  same  thing 
must  be  upheld  in  the  Colonies  as  in 
that  country.     Were  the  Qovemment 
prepsred  for  that?    Was  there,  he  would 


**  I  hold  an  authority  independent  of  yoan. 
I  gave  my  reasons  for  the  judgment  in  that 
place  in  which  I  had  sworn  to  administer  jus- 
tice. By  the  House  of  Lords  I  look  to  be  pro« 
tected  and  not  to  be  amused,  and  I  wUl  not 
assign  the  reasons  on  which  I  founded  my 
judgment'* 

He  did  not  think  that  the  power  to  dis* 
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miss  a  Judge  gave  any  right  to  approve 
or  condemn  his  conduct.  In  1834  Mr. 
O'Gonnell  moved  for  a  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  conduct  of  Baron  Smith, 
for  the  purpose  of  his  removal  from  the 
Bench,  and  the  Government  of  the  day 
agreed  to  support  the  proposal  on  the 
condition  that  that  part  of  the  Motion 
which  related  to  the  dismissal  of  the 
Baron  should  be  dropped.  In  the  de- 
bate which  took  place  on  the  subject, 
the  late  Sir  Eobert  Peel  said,  that — 


"  If — on  light  and  frivolous  complamts,  nay, 
on  plausible  allegations  of  inadvertencrr  or 
error^Select  Committees  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons are  to  be  appointed  for  the  purpose  of 
examining  into  the  conduct  of  the  Judges,  or 
if  those  Judges  may  be  dragged  before  such 
tribunals,  you  may  fill  your  Statute  Book  with 
laws  professing  to  secure  their^independenoe, 
but  their  independence  is  a  hoUow  and  a  miser- 
able phantom You  must  feel  and 

know  that  the  authority  of  the  Judge  is  ex- 
tinguished the  moment  that  he  is  summoned 
before  you  as  a  suspected  and  accused  Minister 
of  Justice :  not  only  is  his  individual  ohamoter 
gone,  but  the  blow  you  aim  at  him  strikes  at 
^e  independence  and  authority  of  the  judicial 
station/*- [3  Hansard,  xxi.  304-6.] 

But,  notwithstanding  that  eloquent  ap- 
peal, the  Motion  was  agreed  to.  Only 
a  week  intervened,  however,  before  the 
feeling  became  so  strong  that  the  Oppo- 
sition moved  to  rescind  the  vote.  Sir 
James  Scarlett,  a  leading  authority, 
said — 

'*  If  the  Motion  were  carried,  all  the  Judges 
in  Ireland  must  lose  their  confidence ;  and  if 
they  had  any  independence,  they  would  all  re- 
sign."—[i*irf.  318.J 

Mr.  Shaw  also  expressed  the  matter  ex- 
tremely well  on  the  21st  of  February 
when  he  said — 

"  If  the  conduct  of  a  Judge  could  be  inquired 
into  with  an^  other  view  than  to  address  the 
Crown  for  his  removal,  then  he  would  say  that 
the  independence  of  the  Judicial  Bench  was  a 
mockery;  and  the  statute  of  George  III.  was 
no  better  than  waste  paper.  .  .  .  Aprimd/acU 
case  sufficient  to  Justify  the  removal  of  JGlaron 
Smith  from  the  Bench  ought  to  be  made  out 
before  the  House  could  proceed  with  the  in- 
quiry."—[/*irf.  713.] 

Sir  Eobert  Peel  spoke  again,  beine  even 
more  eloquent  than  he  was  on  a  former 
occasion — 

"  He  denied  the  wisdom — the  prudence — the 
justice — of  arraigning  a  Judge,  uniess  upon  some 
charge  of  personal  corruption— of  g^ross  and 
grievous  neglect  of  duty,  warranting  his  re- 
moval from  the  Bench.  .  .  .  The^  had  not 
grounds  to  address  the  Crown  for  his  removal. 
Was  it  fitting  that  they  should  attach  a  label  of 
partial  infamy  round  the  neck  of  this  high 

Mr.  Zoice 


officer  of  jnstiee,  and  tlm  send  \am  to 
sterthelawtoc^hersP  ,  .  .  If  theyfclft 
heart  and  conscience  that  he  mnai  «bQl 
in  the  administration  of  the  tms 
the  public  interest  that  he  ahonld 
not  only  in  the  conMioaflBSM  of 
in  the  possession  of  the  p«bUo 

rt  P    To  appoint  a  Committee 
law  .  .  .  Mcause  if  the  Jadfle 
of  honour,  and  if  the  House  implicM  tJnA 
censure  against  him,  his  own  senae  of 
would  tell  him  that  he  could  no 
effective  as  a  Judge."— [iMf.  744.] 

These  were  the  feelings  of  En^uk 
men  40  years  ago;  but  we  had  UMm 
very  far  from  mat  langaage   wkcK  a 
Secretary  of  State  ooukL  acrew  haawil 
up  to  say  that  he  had  a  per&ot  zigkt  » 
interfere  with  the  administralioB  of  jm- 
tice,   and  to  indicate  the  giiwiiA  m 
which  he  would  dismiss  a  Judge,  ahkmfk 
he  confessed  that  as  a  matter  of  poivv 
he  had  better  not  trench  on  tke  maaim' 
stration  of  justice  except  in 
cases.      There   was    a    ststnte 
Burke's  Act,  passed  in  1782,  bj 
Colonial  Gbvemora  were  empoweied  t^ 
remove  Judges,  the  latter  betng  nDowid 
an    appeal    to  the  Queen  in  Ocmmal 
India  was  not  included  in  that  eteCafe» 
solely  because  it  was  not  one  of  t^ 
plantations  or  settlements  of  the  C^evx 
at  the  time.    Gould  it  be  aigaed  that 
because  merely  by  that  aooimnt  Imtk 
was  not  included,  her  Judne  wen  %» 
be  placed  in  the  position  of  being  fiaibit 
to  removal  at  the  arbitrary  will  of  tb* 
Governor  General  ?    We  had  choMa  to 
assume  the  enormous  tmst  of  tbe  go- 
vernment of  India.     We  could  not  giv* 
the  Natives  self-government ;  but  tlmfk 
we  were  compeUed  to  ^veni  them  br 
arbitrary  power,  we  might  give    ' 
what  was  &e  greatest  ehecS: 
arbitrary  power — namely,  a  pvre 
independent  administration  of 
It  was  impossible  to  maintain  tlie  ptw* 
tion  which  had  been  taken  up  in  nSgai 
to  this  matter.     There  was  only  sat 
mode  of  getting  free  of  the  qnSMlMiD 
namely,  by  placing  the  Indian  Judgw 
in  some  way  or  another  at  least  vpoa  s 
level  with  the  Judges  in  our  Oolonm 
so  that  they  could  not  be  moved  wiAovt 
having  the  power  of  appealing  to  H«r 
Majesty  in  Gounoil,  and  to  retiaci  tfa 
argument   that  beoaose   these  Jodiga 
held  their  positions  during  the  pleaadt 
of  the  Grown,  therefore  the  Gorenor 
General,  who  was   the  deputy  of  tibt 
Grown,  should  have  the  power  of  sat- 
troUing  and  removing  them.    He  hid 
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brought  this  subject  forward,  not  in  the 
least  with  a  view  of  making  an  attack 
on  the  Gbvemment  or  on  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State,  but  be- 
cause he  was  overwhelmed  and  crushed 
by  the  magnitude  of  the  question,  which 
had  been  so  lightly  and  inconsiderately 
raised,  and,  in  his  opinion,  so  improperly 
decided. 

8iB  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  al- 
though  he  was  not  able  to  follow  the 
constitutional  arguments  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Lowe),  yet,  as  he 
had  been  a  Judge  of  the  High  Court 
for  some  years,  and  had  also  governed  a 
province  in  Lidia,  he  might  be  permitted 
to  state  his  experience  with  regard  to 
the  question  before  the  House.  The 
real  point  involved  was  that,  not  of 
turning  out  Judges,  but  of  criticising 
their  conduct.  In  India  we  had  adopted 
a  despotic  government,  but  we  might 
check  the  exercise  of  despotic  power  by 
setting  up  a  tribunal  which  should  be 
above  the  Government,  and  which  should 
do  justice  to  the  people  of  India.  Such 
a  tribunal  was  set  up  in  the  last  century, 
and  was  called  the  Supreme  Court.  It 
soon  became  apparent  that  a  very  high 
view  of  its  judicial  functions  could  not 
be  maintained.  A  scandal  arose,  and  it 
was  found  necessary  to  clip  its  wings, 
and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  its  power  was 
reduced  to  very  narrow  limits.  Its  juris- 
diction was  made  a  personal  jurisdiction 
of  a  very  limited  character,  and  it  was 
expressly  precluded  by  Parliament  from 
interfering  in  any  manner  concerning 
the  revenue  of  India.  That,  then,  was 
a  Court  confined  within  very  strict  limits 
in  its  jurisdiction.  But  side  by  side 
with  it  there  existed  a  much  greater 
Court,  with  wider  ftinctions,  the  juris- 
diction of  whidi  extended  over  all  India 
— a  Court  which  was  independent  of  the 
Government,  according  to  the  system 
established  by  Warren  Hastings  and 
Lord  Com  walHs,  while  the  Sudder  Courts 
were  appointed  by  the  Gk>vemment,  and 
exercisea  their  functions  under  its  con- 
trol. He  might  compare  its  position  to 
that  of  the  English  Lord  Chancellor, 
who  did  not  hold  office  by  a  tenour  in- 
dependent of  the  Gbvemment,  but  who 
at  the  same  time  exercised  his  judicial 
functions  without  any  reference  to  the 
Ministry.  A  few  years  ago  it  was 
thought  proper  to  combine  the  two 
Courts,  and  to  form  a  single  Court 
which    should  unite  the    functions   of 


both.  The  Legislature  considered  that 
it  would  be  quite  impossible  to  give  it 
a  position  so  entirely  independent  as 
that  of  the  Supreme  Court ;  and,  when 
that  Court  was  constituted,  claimed  for 
itself  several  very  large  powers  of  con- 
trol which  it  had  not  before  possessed. 
There  was,  for  instance,  a  complete 
power  of  legislating  for  the  High  Court, 
the  Judges  of  which,  unlike  those  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  were  in  many  ways 
unaer  the  control  of  the  Gt>vemment, 
though  they  enjoyed  much  judicial  in- 
dependence. The  result  of  his  experi- 
ence, after  seeing  both  sides  of  the 
shield,  was  that  their  position  was  well 
understood,  and  that  there  was  no  im- 
putation bn  their  independence  as  Judges, 
though  they  might  be  liable  to  removal 
as  officials.  They  were  in  no  respects 
open  to  suspicion,  and  if  they  ever  dis- 
played any  bias  in  a  case  in  which  the 
Crown  was  involved,  it  was  almost  in- 
variably ag^ainst  the  Government.  That 
being  their  position,  it  was  only  natural 
that  from  their  very  independence  errors 
would  sometimes  occur,  or  even  scan- 
dals. But  their  jurisdiction  was  limited 
and  checked  in  various  ways.  There 
was  an  almost  unbounded  power  of  ap- 
peal, and  facilities  not  only  for  review- 
ing judgments,  but  even  for  new  legis- 
lation to  an  extent  unknown  in  this 
country.  Under  their  peculiar  circum- 
stances, if  once  it  were  known  that  there 
was  a  power  wholly  independent  of  the 
Government,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
double  the  Army.  A  great  part  of  our 
dominion  in  India  depended  on  what 
was  called  our  prestige — ^that  was,  a 
belief  in  the  irresistible  power  of  the 
Government.  It  was  necessary,  if  India 
was  to  be  well  administered,  that  the 
Natives  should  be  impressed  by  contact 
with  a  solid  and  uncontrollable  power, 
and  therefore  no  Courts  of  Law  could  be 
wholly  independent  of  the  Government. 
No  doubt,  it  was  not  likely  that  Judges 
would  ever  have  to  be  actually  removed 
for  misbehaviour,  but  the  Gt>vemment 
could  not  do  without  the  power  of  doing 
so  if  necessary.  That  was  a  matter  of 
theory,  but  in  that  case  the  Secretary 
of  State  was  justified  in  saying  that  a 
Judge's  conduct  might  be  criticized  as 
though  he  were  an  English  Judge.  But 
the  real  question  was  whether  criticizm 
was  to  be  confined  to  extra-judicial  acts 
or  not.  He  was  very  ready  to  accept 
the  view  that  the  judicial  acts  of  the 
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Judges  ought  to  be  independent  of  the 
Government ;  but  he  was  inclined  to  be- 
lieve it  desirable  that  a  distinction  should 
be  drawn  between  judicial  and  extra- 
judicial acts.  His  own  opinion  agreed 
very  much  with  the  view  expressed  by 
Sir  Erskine  Perry  in  Council  when  he 
said  that  the  real  question  was  not  whe- 
ther the  Government  had  a  right  to  cen- 
sure the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Justice  or  to  punish  inferior  Judges 
for  judicial  indiscretions,  but  whether 
the  Government  had  displayed  a  wise 
discretion,  and  whether  they  had  treated 
Mr.  Leeds,  the  magistrate,  with  justice. 
That  view  appeared  to  him  not  incon- 
sistent with  the  principle  laid  down  by 
the  Secretary  of  State,  that  the  Execu- 
tive, in  trenching  on  the  domain  of  the 
Judges  in  the  exercise  of  their  judicial 
functions,  could  only  be  justified  by  ex- 
treme necessity.  Although  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  brought  this  subject 
before  the  House  had  not  gone  into  the 
details  of  the  Fuller  case,  yet,  as  that 
case  had  given  rise  to  this  discussion,  it 
was  right  to  touch  upon  it.  He  wished 
to  apply  to  the  Fuller  case  the  prin- 
ciple he  had  laid  down — that,  though 
the  ultimate  power  must  lie  with  the 
Executive,  that  power  should  not  be 
exercised  except  in  cases  of  extreme 
necessity.  In  his  opinion  the  Fuller 
case  was  not  such  a  case.  The  action  of 
the  Government  had  been  to  force  the 
magistrates  to  deal  with  a  certain  class 
of  cases  in  a  particular  way,  in  some  re- 
spect contrary  to  the  opinion  of  the 
High  Court,  and  he  thought  they  had 
improperly  censured  the  High  Court. 
The  ground  on  which  the  Government 
founded  the  necessity  for  interference 
was  that  this  was  not  an  isolated  case, 
but  one  of  several  in  which  very  insuffi- 
cient sentences  had  been  passed.  He 
believed  that  was  so,  and  that  there  was 
occasion  for  a  remedy.  But  the  proper 
remedy  was  not  to  censure  the  Judges, 
but  to  amend  the  law.  According  to 
the  penal  code  of  India  at  present,  if 
one  man  struck  another  with  the  inten- 
tion of  killing  him  it  was  homicide,  but 
if  he  had  no  such  intention,  even  if  death 
should  result  it  was  not  homicide.  This 
was  a  case  in  which  it  was  perfectly  cer- 
tain there  was  no  intention  of  killing, 
and  therefore,  according  to  the  law,  the 
offence  was  not  homicide.  He  believed 
the  law  was  bad,  because  the  fear  that 
a  blow  might  lead  to  homicide  prevented 
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many  homicides.    It  was  not  tiifi 
of  the  magistrates  that  they 
to  follow  it.     But  there 
difficulty  when  we  came  to  de^l 
European  British  subjects,   who  ixp  to 
1872,  when  an  Act  was  passed  in  wnkb 
he  had  a  considerable   share,  wcr»  a 
privileged  class  above  the  law. 
had  until  lately  the  privileges  of  a 
perior  conquering  race,  now  that  Har 
were  subjected  to  the  law  we  most  be 
very  careful  that  the  law  was  not  i 
to  punish  them ;  for,  after  all,  there 
a  very  strong  pubUo  opinion  in 
brought  to  bear  upon  magistratee,  wha 
must  not  be  forced  to  strain  the  lav. 
It  was  said  by  the  Government  that  U 
there  was  any  doubt  about  the  Fnlkr 
case  the  magistrate  ought  to  hare 
it  to  a  higher  Court.    But,  having 
experience  in  such  matters,  he  most  aty 
that  was  not  the  practice  in  India.    T^ 
practice  was  that  a  man  was  not  to  W 
committed  to  a  higher  Court  for  tnal 
unless  the  magistrate  was  satisfied  th^r* 
was  evidence  to  convict  him.     In  thit 
case  there  was  no  such  evidenoe,  aad 
therefore  he  thought  the  magistFate  was 
right  in  the  conclusion  he  had  oome  to. 
There  was  a  strong  feeling  in  India  thtf 
it  was  necessary  to  restrain  £2axopeaa» 
from  violence  against  the  Natiyea,  and 
therefore  it  should  be  made  olear  thai 
no  such  violence  would  be  permitted. 
At  the  same  time,  he  would  say  that  is 
was  a  great  injustice  to  the  adminit> 
trators  of  the  law,  to  the  Goyermn^t, 
and  to  the  Civil  Service  of  India,  high 
and  low,  to  suppose  that  there  was  aar 
disposition  on  their  part  to  iU-nse  Um 
Natives.    They  had,  on  the  other  hand, 
a  most  earnest  desire  to  protect  the  Na- 
tives, and  any  allegation  to  the  oontraiy 
was  a  most  unfair  accusation,  not  justified 
by  the  facts.    In  this  case,  however,  tht 
magistrate  might  have  failed  to  award 
adequate  punishment  to  the  offender; 
it  certainly  could  not  be  said  that  hi 
had  been  actuated  by  any  unfiair  nrs- 
judice  in  favour  of  a  European  Bnttsh 
subject.    In  fact,  Mr.  Fuller  was  not  a 
European ;  he  was  what  was  genvallj 
called  an  East  Indian.    He  was  ^sd  to 
observe  that  since  the  visit  of  the  Priaos 
of  Wales  to  India  there  was  an  inorsasad 
disposition  to  treat  the  Natives  kindly, 
and  he  hoped  that  would  continue  to  b« 
the  case;  but  in  doing  justice  to  Urn 
Natives  they  must   be   carefiil  to  do 
justice  to  their  own  servants,  who  met 
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administering  the  goyemment  of  a  great 
Dependency  far  away  and  under  great 
diffioolties.  They  ought  to  be  treated 
fairly  and  considerately  in  a  case  like 
this;  where  the  law  was  doubtful  it 
shoidd  be  made  clear,  and  any  failure  in 
administration  ought  not  to  be  attributed 
to  any  real  misconduct  on  the  part  of  the 
magistrate.  

Mb.  FAWOETT  strongly  sympathized 
with  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
and  if  this  Motion  were  pressed  to  a 
dirision  he  should  support  his  policy; 
but,  as  the  riffht  hon.  (Gentleman  (Mr. 
Lowe)  had  aistinctly  impugned  the 
conduct  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  it 
seemed  without  precedent  that  no  reply 
should  be  given  to  the  two  important 
speeches  which  had  just  been  deuTered. 
He  could  not  take  on  himself  the  respon- 
sibility of  defending  the  GoTemment; 
but  he  appealed  to  the  Treasury  Bench, 
in  justice  to  the  House  and  to  India,  to 
say  what  they  had  to  allege  by  way  of 
defending  the  policy  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  u  that  were  not  done,  the  im- 
pression that  would  be  produced  in  India 
would  be  that  the  (Government  had  ab- 
solutely nothing  to  say  in  defence  of  his 
policy.  A  more  clear,  distinct,  concise, 
and  emphatio  declaration  of  policy  than 
that  contained  in  &e  despatch  alluded 
to  had  never  been  published  in  a  Parlia- 
mentary Blue  Bo<^ ;  and  it  was  due  to 
the  importance  of  the  subject  that  some 
defence  should  be  made  m>m  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  of  the  policy  which  had 
been  impugned.  

Tex  80LIGIT0B  GENERAL  said, 
he  had  certainlyiDtended,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  to  offer  some  re- 
marks on  this  subject ;  but  he  thought 
it  would  have  been  better  if  some  of  the 
other  Gentlemen  who  were  going  to 
•peak  had  preceded  him.  The  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  (Mr.  Lowe)  had  drawn 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  much  an- 
tiquarian and  interesting  matter;  but 
he  would  have  been  wiser  to  have  applied 
himself  to  the  question  before  the  House, 
which  related  to  an  actual  case  of  recent 
date,  to  which  attention  was  first  drawn 
by  the  Indian  Press.  He  (the  Solicitor 
(General)  understood  that  one  reason  for 
Mr.  Leeds's  judgment  was,  among  other 
things,  that  FuUer  was  not  a  European, 
ud  that  it  was  very  improbable  that  a 
European  would  so  behave.  [SirC^soBos 
CAxmLL  said,  be  was  an  ISast  Indian 
of  Eoropean  extraction^]    The  case  wai 


brought  before  the  magistrate  on  tho 
allegation  that  FuUer  had  caused  the 
death  of  his  servant  by  an  act  of  un- 
lawful violence.  Fuller  was  waiting  for 
his  carriage,  being  about  to  go  to  church 
on  Sunday,  and  on  his  servant  for  whom 
he  was  waiting  coming  up  he  inflicted 
the  violence.  The  servant  almost  im- 
mediately afterwards  fell  to  the  ground 
and  died.  That  was  the  state  of  the  facts 
when  the  case  came  before  Mr.  Leeds. 
On  the  inquiry  four  witnesses  were 
examined.  Three  of  them  stated  that 
they  saw  Mr.  Fuller  kick  the  deceased 
in  the  stomach,  and  it  was  proved  that 
death  resulted  from  rupture  of  the  spleen. 
One  witness — the  coachman — did  not 
contradict  the  evidence  of  the  other 
three,  but  stated  that  he  had  not  seen 
Mr.  Fuller  kick  the  deceased.  It  was 
true,  as  the  hon.  Member  (Sir  George 
Oampbell)  had  said,  the  Indian  penal 
code  did  not  detennine  the  deg^ree  of 
criminality  to  be  greater  in  the  case  of 
the  death  of  an  assaulted  person  than  a 
mere  assault,  if  there  was  no  intention 
to  kill,  and  Mr.  Leeds  treated  this  as  a 
common  assault.  And  now  what  was 
the  error  of  Mr.  Leeds?  He  took  on 
himself  to  decide  that  the  true  character 
of  the  offence  was  simply  a  pulliug  of 
the  hair  and  the  striking  a  slight  blow, 
and  that  therefore  he  was  entitled,  ac- 
cording to  the  Indian  penal  code,  to 
disregard  the  fact  of  death.  He  made 
two  mistakes.  In  the  first  place,  he 
seemed  to  have  assumed,  what  was  con- 
trary to  all  rules  of  evidence,  that  the 
fact  that  one  witness  out  of  four  did  not 
see  what  the  other  three  independent 
witnesses  had  deposed  to  necessarily 
derogated  from  their  evidence ;  and,  in 
the  second  place,  whether  this  was  a 
serious  case  of  manslauffhter,  or  only  an 
ordinary  common  assamt,  ought  not  to 
have  been  decided  by  himself.  Mr. 
Leeds  should  have  remitted  the  case  to  a 
superior  tribunal,  where  it  would  have 
been  decided  by  a  Judge  and  jury.  A 
similar  question  might  arise  before  any 
stipendiary  magistrate  in  London  in  the 
event  of  a  charge  of  wounding  being 
brought  before  him.  Suppose  in  such  a 
case,  where  four  witnesses  had  sworn  that 
they  had  seen  a  knife  in  the  hands  of 
the  accused  and  had  heard  him  use 
threats  towards  the  injured  party,  the 
magistrate  took  upon  himself  to  decide 
the  question  and  to  treat  it  as  a  common 
assault,  punishable  with  a  small  fine. 
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If  the  magistrate  took  Buch  a  coarse  he 
would  very  properly  receive  a  rebuke 
from  the  Secretary  of  State ;  and  yet  it 
was  said  that  by  administeriog  a  similar 
rebuke  in  India  there  had  been  an  inva- 
sion of  the  jurisdiction  and  of  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  Indian  Courts  of  Justice. 
If  the  view  which  some  persons  had 
taken  of  this  matter  were  correct,  every 
magistrate  would  be  placed  upon  exactly 
the  same  footing  as  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  England.  No  such  position 
of  independence  occupied  by  a  magis- 
trate was  recognized  by  either  the  law 
or  the  practice  of  this  country.  The 
independence  referred  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Lon- 
don was  confined  to  certain  gpreat  officers 
who  were  entrusted  with  the  performance 
of  particular  functions.  Turning  to  what 
had  subsequently  happened  in  this  mat- 
ter, it  was  dear  that  Mr.  Leeds  had 
made  a  great  mistake.  That  gentleman 
had  made  the  excuse  that  he  believed  it 
to  be  primd  facie  improbable  that  a 
European  would  kick  his  servant  in  the 
way  described.  If  they  were  dealing 
with  probabilities,  for  his  own  part  he 
should  have  thought  it  highly  impro- 
bable that  a  European  gentleman  would 
pull  his  servant's  hair  or  strike  him  on 
the  head,  and  therefore  he  was  unable 
to  appreciate  the  subtle  distinction  which 
had  been  drawn  between  probabilities 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  Leeds.  Then,  again, 
Mr.  Leeds  said  that  there  were  no  ex- 
ternal marks  of  violence  on  the  deceased. 
It  was,  however,  alleged  that  the  cause 
of  death  was  a  kick  on  the  stomach, 
causing  rupture  of  the  spleen.  Now,  a 
kick  on  the  soft  part  of  the  stomach 
would  most  likely  leave  no  marks  of 
external  violence,  and  therefore  the  rea- 
soning of  Mr.  Leeds  was  open  to  con- 
siderable objection.  He  did  not  desire 
to  be  too  hard  on  that  gentleman's 
reasons  for  the  decision  at  which  he  had 
arrived ;  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  in 
a  ccLse  of  alleged  violence  to  a  Native  by 
a  European,  it  became  of  the  utmost 
importance  that  the  Gbvemment  of  a 
country  like  India  should  teach  the  sub- 
ject-races that  those  who  occupied  the 
superior  position  and  possessed  the  edu- 
cation of  Europeans  were  not  allowed  to 
abuse  those  advantages  by  behaving 
tyrannically  to  the  Natives,  and  they 
would  hare  been  neglecting  their  duty 
if  they  had  not  by  every  means  in  their 
power  sought  to  enforce  that  principle. 


The  Solicitor  General 


What  did  the  Gtovemment  of  Indift  4d* 
They  called  the  attention  of  Uie  Ha^ 
Court  to  the  circumstances  of  th»  cam. 
And  here  he  wished  to  poiat  cot  tiuBt  tfcf 
strangest  misapprehension  asto  what  tfer 
had  done  had  arisen.  The  Higii 
besides  its  judicial  ^notions, 
ftinctions  of  superintendenoe  orer 
rior  tribunals  of  an  Executive 
and  the  appeal  made  by  the  Qoiwn- 
ment  to  the  High  Court  invc^Ted  lim 
exercise  of  the  latter  to  the  entire  exdm- 
sion  of  the  former.  Much  nusapprehfle- 
sion  had  arisen  in  consequence  of  ^n^ 
two  distinct  functions  of  ^e  Hi^  Govt 
being  oonfhsed  together.  It 
be  thought  that  afi  that  the  High 
had  power  to  do  was  to  have 
up  the  case  to  their  own  Court, 
to  have  increased  the  sentence, 
they  could  otily  have  done  upom  Ikf 
hypothesis  that  the  offence  changed  «>• 
of  a  graver  aharaoter  than  thuat  of  k 
assault.  The  complaint  made  was  mt^. 
that  the  sentence  passed  was  too  figfci 
but  that  Mr.  Leeds,  instead  of  dnimz 
what  he  ought  to  have  done  and  rmoi*- 
ting  the  case  to  a  higher  tribunal,  bai 
improperly  taken  upon  himself  to  a^pi&* 
cate  upon  it.  It  was  this  oondnct  a 
the  part  of  Mr.  Leeds  that  had  led  tfc* 
Government  to  appeal  to  the  ~ 
functions  of  the  High  Court, 
functions,  which  they  had  derived 
the  old  Sudder  Court,  had  oast  nn 
them  the  duty  of  rebuking  and  of  oaffiaz 
in  question  the  conduct  of  the 
trates  and  of  the  other  judicial 
aries  throughout  India ;  and, 
it  was  their  duty  in  the  case  now 
the  notice  of  the  House  to  have  rebaM 
Mr.  Leeds  for  his  conduct  in 
upon  himself  to  determine  a 
wnich  he  should  have  remitted  to  a 
higher  tribunal  for  decision.  It  was  ikt 
fauure  of  the  Hi^h  Court  to  take  tka: 
step  and  to  exercise  its  ExecotiTe  fiur- 
tions  in  this  respect  that  had  led  to  tk# 
Gbvemor  Qeneral  of  India  caUiaff  tkor 
attention  to  the  matter.  To  this  eoa- 
mimication  from  the  Qovemor  OeactiL 
the  High  Court  returned  the  somewte 
curt  answer,  that  in  their  view  thers  m 
nothing  in  the  sentence  that  had  bt«s 
passed  to  call  for  particular  obaorfatioa. 
^ut  that  was  not  the  question  wkidb 
was  raised  by  the  Gk>vemor  OeaotL 
The  High  Court  appeared  tintraghd^ 
this  discussion  to  nave  assamed  ikU 
there  was  only  one  course  open  to  than 
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in  the  matter,  and  that  was  to  treat  the 
oaae  aa  if  it  had  been  brought  before 
them  on  appeal.  It  wae  a  mistake  to 
aaaome  that  that  position  had  ever  been 
taken  bj  the  Ooremor  (General.  The 
point  nosed  by  the  GK)yemor  Oeneral 
thronghout  had  been,  that  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  Leeds  had  been  snch  as  to  war* 
rant  the  Natires  in  thinkine  that,  as  the 
aooosed  was  a  European,  lu*.  Leeds  had 
choaen  to  treat  it  as  a  trumpery  assault, 
when,  if  the  case  made  out  bj  the  evi* 
denoe  of  four  witnesses  was  to  be 
accepted  as  accurate,  it  was  one  of  a 
aomewhat  bad  manslaughter ;  the  only 
ffroond  for  disbeliering  their  eridence 
being — ^firat,  that  one  witness  did  not 
aee  what  they  stated  occurred;  and, 
secondly,  the  probabilities  of  the  case. 
It  was  a  great  pity  that  this  controTersy 
had  erer  arisen.  But  it  was  a  contro- 
rBnv  which  had  been  rashly  invoked 
by  the  Hieh  Oourt  themselyes,  in  conse- 

Sueooe   of  their  declining  to   exercise 
beir  functions  of  superintendence  orer 
an  inferior  tribunal,  and  of  claiming  for 
themselTes  abs(dute  independence,  not 
as  reearded  the  exercise  of  their  judicial 
functions,  but  of  that  of  their  ExecutiTo 
functions ;  and  their  doinff  so  had  giren 
rise  to  this  dispute,  which  both  he  and 
the  Secretary  of  Btate  for  India  deeply 
lamented  should  hare  arisen.    It  was 
necessary  for  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for 
India  eiUier  to  admit,  or  deny  this  claim, 
and  he  was  quite  justified  in  assuming 
the  right  to  criticize,  and  eren,  if  neces- 
sary, to  censure  the  conduct  of  these 
judicial    authorities.     Without  under- 
▼sluing  the  authority  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman,  he  must  frankly  say  that  he 
could  not  concur  in  the  opinion  he  had 
expressed.    What  was  really  the  matter 
to  be  discussed  was  the  Act  of  1861, 
which  made  the  tenure  of  the  Judges  of 
India    "during   the   pleasure   of  the 
Crown."    Those  words  were  not  used 
unadrisedly.      Now,  if  any   question 
arose  as  to  any  judicial  or  other  office, 
the  first  question  put  hj  a  lawyer  was 
whether  it  was  held  dunng  pleasure,  or 
during  good  behaviour.    It  was  enough 
to  say  that  it  was  the  deliberate  view 
uid  intention  of  Parliament  that  the 
Judges  in  India  should  hold  their  offices 
during   pleasure.      But    so    fkr   f^m 
acosptmg  this  position,  the  Judges  of 
the  High  Oourt  claimed  to  be  in  exactly 
the  same  poaitien  as  the  Judges  in  £ag« 
land.    That   being  so,  what   was  the 


principle  on  which  the  poUcy  or  im- 
policy of  such  a  system  ought  to  be 
decided  ?  It  would  be  admitted  that  it 
might  be  unadvisable  to  make  the 
Judges  of  some  of  our  Oolonial  depen- 
dencies perfectly  independent.*  £yen 
at  home  some  checks  had  been  found 
necessary;  and  in  1861,  an  Act  had  been 
passed  to  take  away  the  independence 
of  coroners,  and  to  make  them  respon- 
sible to  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  the 
time  being.  Who  were  the  Judges  of 
the  High  Court  ?  What  functions  did 
they  exercise  ?  And  how  were  they  to 
be  made  responsible?  He  submitted 
that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  were 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Executiye 
Gbvernment,  and  that,  as  a  matter  of 
policy,  they  ought  so  to  be.  Was  it 
without  meaning  that  they  held  office 
during  pleasure,  according  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Commission,  and  that 
the  Gkyremor  (General  was  entitled  to 
remove  them,  subject  to  the  pleasure  of 
the  Crown  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  contest  that  they  were  liable 
to  be  removed.  They  presided  over 
Courts  under  circumstances  where  they 
were  liable  to  no  other  check  than  that 
of  the  Executiye  Gbvemment.  Erery 
act  done  by  that  Gbvemment  and  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  was 
subject  to  the  review  of  Parliament,  and 
to  tne  action  of  public  opinion  at  home. 
The  High  Court  had  jurisdiction  over 
80,000,000  of  people.  It  was  composed 
of  five  members,  only  two  of  whom 
had  received  a  legal  education.  It 
had  a  Bar  of  10  persons  practising 
before  it.  There  was  only  one  news- 
paper published  there,  and  no  consider- 
able European  population  existed.  For 
such  a  body  to  daim  to  be  absolutely 
independent  of  all  check  and  control  was 
claiming  more  than  the  Judges  at  home, 
because  in  this  country,  where  all  manner 
of  checks  existed,  the  Judges  were  re- 
spoBsible  to  Parliament,  and  might  be 
removed  on  the  Address  of  both  Houses. 
In  India  the  Leffislative  Council  was 
prohibited  from  discussing  anything  but 
a  Bill  that  was  before  it ;  and  the  only 
way  in  which  this  question  could  have 
been  raised  in  the  Council  would  have 
been  by  a  Bill  for  the  removal  of  the 
Jndge.  The  Council  was  not  like  the 
House  of  Commons,  which  could  discuss 
all  topics  of  interest  to  the  public,  and 
there  was  no  other  institution  to  act  as  a 
chedc  upon  the  most  absolute  tyranny 
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practised  by  persons  in  the  position  of 
Judges.    When  the  question  was  put 
and  the  Government  was  invited  to  ex- 
press its  opinion  whether  these  Judges 
were  as  independent  as  the  Judges  in 
this  country,  or  rather  more  so,  it  became 
necessary,  as  a  matter  of  policy,  to  con- 
sider what  position  they  held.    Here  we 
had  the  Press  and  the  Bar ;  no  one  could 
over-value  the  benefit  which  accrued  to 
the  State  from  the  active  and  vigilant 
observance  of  the  conduct  of  the  Judges 
by  a  Bar  able  and  willing  to  make  any 
complaint  against  misconduct  or  oppres- 
sion ;  and  the  Press  gave  publicity  to  all 
judicial  proceedings  in  every  kind  of 
Court.     What  a  contrast  between  India 
and  this  country !    And  yet  it  was  pro- 
posed to  give  ike  Hieh  Court  of  India 
an  independence  which  was  not  enjoyed 
by  any  Judge  in  this  country.     The 
Privy  Council  took  no   cognizance   of 
Indian  criminal  cases,  and  with  no  Bar, 
no  Press,  and  no  European  public  opi- 
nion within  hundreds  of  nules,  these 
Indian  Judges,  freed  from  responsibility, 
owing  no  obedience,  and  resenting  any- 
thing like  criticism  on  their  conduct, 
would  enjoy  an  absolute  independence 
which  would  not  be  conducive  to  the 
interests  of  India,  and  would  encourage 
the  Natives    to   believe  that  our  one 
object  in  being  there  was  simply  to  get 
all  we  could.    He  was  not  suggesting 
that  any  one  of  these  Judges  had  been 
guilty  of  misconduct ;  but  it  was  known 
as  a  fact  that  in  the  administration  of 
justice  Judges  had  been  known  to  say 
that  they  would  not  believe  the  oath  of 
a  Native,  and  one  Judge  had  been  heard 
to  use  words  which,  if  not  at  once  checked 
by  the  Executive,  would  have  thrown 
India  into  a  blaze  of  revolution;  and 
was  it  to  be  allowed  that,  in  such  a  con- 
dition of  things  the  Judges  were  to  be 
allowed  to  exercise  a  jurisdiction  sub- 
ject to  no  check  whatever?  He  regpretted 
that  the  question  should  have  been  chal- 
lenged at  aU;  but  when  the  question 
was  raised  and  the  Governor  General 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  were  asked — 
"  Do  you  concede  to  us  that  we  are  ab- 
solutely independent  and  are  entitled 
not  to  be  criticized  by  the  proper  Execu- 
tive authorities?"  only  one  answer  could 
have  been  returned — namely,  that  they 
must  be  subject  to  the  criticism  of  the 
Executive,  for  there  was  no  other ;  but 
that  they  might  rel^  upon  its  not  being 
exercised  rashly,  or  inconsiderately,  espe- 

Th$  SoUeitor  General 


cially  as  it  would  itself  be 

under  the  supervision  of   the    Bntiifc 

Parliament,  and  if  anything  improps 

or  oppressive  was  done  a  remedy  oooM 

easily  be  found  in  the  censore  of  tbff 

Minister. 

Sib  henry  JAMES  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemaa  ia 
feeling  deep  sympathy  with  the  QoTwaor 
Generaloflndiaand  theSecretaxyof  Stefte 
in  their  endeavours  to  secure  faQ  jiudet 
to  the  Natives.    There  were  portaoiia  ti 
the  Minute  of  the   Governor  QesMfal 
claiming  full  justice  for  the  NatiTec  «tf 
India,  in  which  every  Englishman  would 
fully  and  entirely  concur.    So  far  aa  tikp 
policy  pursued  with  regard  to  ^e  ma- 
gistrate who  had  tried  this  particnlar 
case   was    concerned,    he    (Sir    Hemy 
James)  took  no  exception  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  Solicitor  GeneraL     H< 
admitted  that  the  Governor  G^«ieral  vat 
entitled  to  criticize  the  conduct  of  Men- 
hers  of  the  Supreme  Court,  though  whe- 
ther that  would  be  an  Executive  or  m 
judicial  function  miglftbe  open  to  doafac 
Lords  Salisbury  and  Lytton  regmidtd 
it  as  Executive ;  but,  supposing  it  to  bt 
judicial,   the  most  that  could  be  amd 
would  be  that  the  two  had  beat  000- 
founded,  and  the  matter  would  not  caD 
for  discussion,  because  no  one  would 
censure  a  Minister  for  such  a  mistake. 
Having,  in  his  first  despatch,  approved 
the  policy  of  Lord  Lytton  in  the  Fuller 
and  Leeds  cases,  in  the  second,  Lotd 
Salisbury  proceeded  to  answer  the  de- 
mand made  upon  him  to  define  the  por- 
tion of  the  members  of  the  Sopremt 
Court.    In  this  purely  speculative  des- 
patch he  laid  down  what  was  the  poeitka 
of  the  Judges  in  relation,   not  only  to 
this  case,  but  also  to  all  others ;  sihI  it 
was  to  the  principle  embodied  in  the 
despatch  that  he  took  exception.    The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  not 
dealt  with  this  despatch,  to  whidi  tlw 
terms  of  the  Motion  were  directed .  Th» 
definition  that  was  given  affected  not 
only  Judges  in  India,  but  every  Judg« 
that  held  office  at  the  will  of  the  Crown, 
for  the  same  words  in  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment could  not  have  a  different  meaoiog 
in  different  Colonies;  and,  if  the  defiai* 
nition  given  were  correct,  it  would  he 
binding  upon  eveiy  Governor  in  erwr 
Colony  and   dependency    where  then 
were  Judges  holding  office  at  tiie  will  of 
the  Crown,  and  would  justify  each  Go- 
vernor in  acting  accormng  to  hit  own 
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diaoretion.     It  was  this  that  made  the 
craestion  so  serious.    If  the  House  of 
Commons  thought  it  right  to  say,  that 
which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
not  Tentured  to  say — namely,  that  they 
agreed  with  Lord  Salishury— of  course 
the  responsibility  would  rest  with  them  ; 
but  he  trusted  that  either  from  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  himself,  or  some  other 
Member  of  the  Gbremment,  there  would 
come  an  acknowledgment  that  the  terms 
of  that  despatch  could  not  be  supported. 
Of  course,  if  a  Judge  flagrantly  miscon- 
ducted himself,  or  was  manifestly  unfit 
for  office,  he  ought  to  be  removed ;  but 
the  position  taken  up  by  Lord  Salisbury 
appeared  to  him  to  be  unconstitutional, 
inaamucb  as  he  claimed  the  right  for  the 
ExecntiTe  Oovemment  to  interfere  with 
the  Judges  in  the  exercise  of  their  purely 
judicial  functions,  though  he  limited  that 
mterference  to  extreme  cases.     In  so 
speaking  of  Lord  Salisbury's  despatch, 
he  (Sir  Henry  James)  was  not  carping 
at  words,    but  merely  reproducing  the 
sense  of  a  passage  which  could  not  be 
explained  away.    In  the  same  despatch 
Lord  Salisbury  declared  that  the  right 
to  dismiss  any  person  holding  office  car- 
ried with  it  the  right  to  indicate  conduct 
which  might,  if  persisted  in,  incur  dis- 
missal, or,  in  other  words,  the  right  to 
approre  or  condemn  the  action  of  the 
officer  who  was  liable  to  be  dismissed. 
Now,  he  (Sir  Henry  James),  whilst  ad- 
mitting the  full  right  of  the  ExecutiTe 
to  dismiss  a  Judge  for  misconduct  or 
unfitness,  protested  against  the  propo- 
sition that  the  power  to  dismiss  gave 
also  the  power  to  approve,  sanction,  or 
condemn.     Some    hon.  Members    who 
considered  the  question  in  a  perfunctoiy 
way,  might  feel  disposed  to  supportLord 
Salisbury  on  the  ground  that  tne  Home 
Secretary  interfered   with  magistrates. 
Bat,  in  the  present  instance,  the  House 
had  to  deal  with  Judges  appointed  under 
the  Patent  of  the  Crown,  which  entirelv 
altered  the  case.    Besides,  he  veiy  muoh 
doubted  whether  the  power  exerosed  by 
the  Home  Secretary  was  at  all  of  the 
*«ne  nature  as  that  which  the  Indian 
Government  claimed.    If  it  was  neoes- 
nry,  as  a  matter  of  policy,  that  there 
•hould  be  a  power  of  interference  given 
to  Uis  Executive,  it  ought  to  be  done  by 
l^gialation.    But  at  present  this  was  a 
question  of  a  constitutional  right  These 
Indiaa  Judges  were  appointed  by  die 
Crown  under  the  Act  of  1861,  and  were 


to  hold  office  at  the  will  of  the  Crown ; 
and  the  meaning  of  the  words  **  at  the 
will  of  the  Crown  "  was  well  defined  by 
the  Constitution.  It  was  necessary  to 
consider  the  history  of  the  position  of 
the  Judges  prior  to  the  usurpations  of 
the  Stuarts.  That  history,  he  thought, 
was  not  very  clearly  to  be  found  any- 
where. Hallam  said  that  before  the  time 
of  James  I.  the  office  was  held  "  during 
good  behaviour ; "  but  he  failed  to  find 
the  authority  on  which  that  statement 
was  made,  and  he  was  inclined  to  think 
it  ought  to  have  been  "at  the  will  of 
the  Crown."  After  Magna  Charta  there 
was  always  the  greatest  jealousy  shown 
that  the  Judges  should  be  able  to  fulfil 
the  promise  given  in  it,  that  justice 
should  not  be  sold  or  denied.  As  early 
as  the  reign  of  Edward  III.  the  oath 
administered  to  a  Judge  was  that  he — 

*'  shall  indifferently  administer  Justice  to  all 
men,  as  well  foes  as  niendff,  that  shall  have  any 
suit  or  plea  before  him,  and  this  he  shall  not 
forbear  to  do  though  the  King  by  his  letters  or 
by  express  word  of  mouth  shall  command  the 
contrary." 

In  the  same  reign,  the  principle  that  the 
Crown  should  not  interfere  with  the 
Judges  in  their  judicial  functions  was 
laid  down  in  a  statute,  and  there  were 
many  other  statutes  to  the  same  effect. 
In  one  case  it  was  enacted  that  penalties 
should  be  inflicted  on  the  Judges  if 
they  listened  to  the  commands  of  the 
Crown.  It  was  not  till  the  time  of  the 
Stuarts  that  the  Sovereign  claimed  a 
right  of  interference.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral), who  was  as  well  versed  in  Consti- 
tutional history  as  any  Member  of  the 
House,  must  feel  a  pride  not  only  as  a 
lawyer,  but  as  an  Englishman,  when  he 
thought  of  the  protests  that  were  made 
against  the  usurpations  that  were  at- 
tempted in  those  times.  When  James  I. 
asked  merely  that  the  delivery  of  a  judg- 
ment might  be  postponed.  Chief  Justice 
Coke  refused  to  give  him  a  promise  that 
he  would  delay,  even  for  a  day,  the  exer- 
cise of  his  judicial  functions.  In  sup- 
porting the  claim  of  the  King,  Bacon 
admitted  that,  as  between  subject  and 
subject,  there  was  no  right  of  inter- 
ference, and  maintained  merely  that  the 
right  existed  in  matters  in  which  the 
prerogatives  of  the  Crown  was  attacked, 
in  the  case  of  the  Indian  Judges  there 
was  a  general  right  of  interference 
claimed,  and  that  went  far  beyond  the 
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worst  daims  of  the  Stuarts.  There  might 
be  a  feeling  of  sympathy  with  Lord  Salis- 
buiy  and  liord  Lytton  in  their  endea* 
yours  to  see  full  justice  accorded  to  the 
Natives  of  India ;  but  was  a  oonsid^tk- 
tion  of  that  description  sufficient  to  war- 
rant interference  with  the  Judges  by  any 
Governor  Oeneral  or  any  Executive  in 
the  exercise  of  their  purely  judicial  func- 
tions ?  Policy  had  been  spoken  of;  but 
in  relation  to  the  aspect  of  the  question, 
was  it  not  fieital  to  say  that  the  Natives 
were  not  to  have  anyone  standing  be- 
tween them  and  an  arbitrary  Oovem- 
ment  ?  It  might  be  necessary  that  the 
Executive  Oovemment  of  India  should 
be  carried  on  with  some  degree  of  arbi- 
trariness; there  had  been  Governors 
General  in  India  who  had  exercised 
arbitrary  powers  towards  the  Natives, 
and  there  might  be  such  Governor 
Generals  in  the  future.  Well,  were 
they  to  be  allowed  to  send  directions  to 
the  Judges  as  to  how  they  were  to  ad- 
minister the  law  ?  He  knew  that  it  was 
not  only  the  European  community  in 
India  who  were  shocked  at  the  despatch 
of  Lord  Salisbury,  but  also  the  intelli* 
gent  Natives,  who  never  knew  in  what 
position  they  would  be  placed  if  the  in- 
dependence of  the  Judges  were  assailed, 
and  who  were  as  anxious  as  the  Euro- 
peans for  that  independence.  They  had 
protested  against  the  despatch,  and  were 
most  anxious  that  the  independence  of 
the  Judges  from  the  Executive  should 
be  secured.  They  knew  that  those 
Judges  were,  for  the  most  part,  men  of 
superior  acquirements;  that  they  were 
men  who  went  out  from  England  to 
India  without  prejudice ;  and  that  they 
were  men  of  independent  character. 
When  Natives  were  made  Judges  it 
was  a  proof  to  them  that  we  gave  Na- 
tives some  part  in  the  administration  of 
justice,  and  placed  them,  to  some  extent, 
upon  an  equality  with  ourselves.  The 
Native  Judges  had  many  great  attri- 
butes. They  were  quick  to  learn,  in- 
telligent, retentive  in  memory,  and  capa- 
ble of  making  nice  distinctions  in  legal 
matters.  But  there  was  one  defect  in 
them  which  anybody  must  recognize — 
there  was  a  want  of  independence  in 
them.  It  might  spring  from  the  nature 
of  their  Asiatic  race,  or  from  the  fact 
that  they  were  a  governed,  instead  of 
being  a  governing  race.  He  would  ask 
the  Friends  of  India  who  talked  so  much 
of  their  desire  to  assist  the  Natives  of 
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India,  what  would  be  the  remit,  if 
told  a  Native  Judge  that  he 
depend  on  the  interferenee  of  the 
cutive   Govemm^it ;   that    they  eomM 
oenaure  him«  could  degrade  him,  coald 
suspend  his  pay  one  day,   and  eo«Id 
restore  it  the  next     He  would  he  aa 
obedient  as  possible  to  the  £xecsativ«. 
He  would  watch  the  tendencj  of  t^ 
Governor  General,  and  act  aooovdisgiy. 
This  was  an  important  feature  of  tka 
question,  and  should  not  be  lost  si^ht  of 
by  those  who  defended  interferenee  with 
the  Judicial  Bench.    In  this  deepatck 
Lord  Salisbury  assumed  that,  whenw 
there  was  a  power  to  remove  a  Judge, 
there  was  necessarily  a  power  to  apparof* 
or  condemn  his  conduct.    That^  he  (8b 
Henry  James)    thought,  was    a    wtM 
serious  proposition.    He  took  the  por- 
tion of  tne  Ececutive  Government  to  ba. 
in  relation  to  the  Indian  Judges,  exaotij 
the  same  as  the  power  of  Parliaoicat 
was  in  relation  to  the  Engliah  Judgea 
That  which  Parliament  could  do  d» 
Executive  could   do,   and   that    wkkk 
Parliament  could  not  do,  the  Ezeeotzva 
could  not  do.    The  position  of  Judges 
in  India  was  in  all  respects  aa  inde- 
pendent as  that  of  Judges  in  England 
So  anxious  was  Parliament  at  the  tisia 
to  avoid  the  errors  of  the  StoartSy  that 
it  took  from  the  Grown  the  power  of 
removing  Judges.     If  good  behavioar 
was  dependent  on  the  judgment  of  ths 
Crown,  it  was  exactly  the  same  thxag  as 
being  at  the  will  of  the  Crown.     Thete 
was  an ,  autiioriW  which  would    ooo^ 
mend  itself  to  the  House  generally,  and  t» 
hon.  Members  opposite,  which  laid  dova 
that  proposition  very  clearly,  and  mini 
receive    the    approbation  of   ererjcoa. 
The  Duke  of  Buckingham,  who  was  st 
the  time  Colonial  Secretary,  had  to  desl 
in  1868  with  the  question  of  the  jedi- 
cial  arrangements  at  Singapore,  and  ha 
said — 

''Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  8i«  folly iJi«t 
to  the  impOTtance,  or  rather  to  the  fwiasMwit 
necessity,  of  enabling  the  Colonial  J«dlf«to 
administer  law  in  all  cases  which  may  be  Inomiikt 
before  them  without  any  prospect  or  appreb«K 
sion  of  direct  or  indirect  interference  tran  tkt 
Executive." 

In  the  time  of  Lord  Althorp  a  Motiaa 
was  brought  forward  to  oeosoie  oaa  of 
the  Irish  Judges.  Sir  Bobert  Ped  ayids 
a  most  convincing  i^eeob  agaaait  tk 
claim  put  forward  to  eensure  and  d»> 
grade  the  Bench,  and  that  Motion 
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loet  by  an  oTerwhelming  majority.  Tlie 
Houae  bad  never  deviated  from  tibat 
time  from  tbe  proposition  confirmed  by 
the  vote  on  that  Motion.  In  1872,  when 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  lime- 
rick (Mr.  Butt)  brought  forward  a  Mo- 
tion with  respect  to  me  Oalway  Election 
Petition  and  Mr.  Justice  Keogh,  an  ob- 
jection was  taken  to  the  form  of  that 
Motion,  on  the  g^und  that  it  did  not 
speak  of  the  removal  of  a  Judge.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  at  once  ad- 
mitted that  be  would  not  take  a  middle 
course,  because,  if  Mr.  Justice  Keogh 
was  fit  to  be  censured,  he  was  not  fit  to 
be  a  Judge.  He  hoped  he  had  suffi- 
ciently guarded  himself  from  being  sup- 
posed to  be  making  an  attack  against 
the  intentions  of  those  who  had  framed 
this  despatch,  or  even  to  be  criticizing 
in  a  hostile  sgint  the  policy  which  dic- 
tated it ;  but  against  the  wording  of  that 
despatch,  and  the  principles  contained 
in  it,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  speak  as 
earnestly  as  he  could.  The  Government 
need  not  feel  any  humiliation  in  ad- 
mitting that  the  terms  of  that  despatch 
could  not  be  constitutionally  justified. 
Those  who  had  been  in  office  knew  how 
easily  mistakes  of  this  kind  might  be 
made.  Everyone  might  have  to  sisk  fbr- 
givenees,  and  they  must  give  and  ask 
tor  pardon  by  turns.  This  despatch 
coula  not  be  supported,  and  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  yet  been  pledged  by  the 
Solicitor  General  to  support  it.  He  hoped 
that  the  strong  hand  which  tore  up 
the  first  Fugitive  Slave  Circular  would 
also  tear  up  this  despatch.  Even  if,  for 
the  moment.  Lord  Salisbury  himself 
would  have  to  say  that  the  despatch 
could  not  be  supported,  he  felt  sure 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  be  generous 
enough,  to  accept  that  proposition  if  he 
saw  that  by  making  the  admission  he 
secured  the  establishment  of  fixll  consti- 
tutional right  for  the  sake  of  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  Judges  of  the  land. 

Snt  WILLLiM  HAECOUET  said, 
he  would  not  have  put  himself  forward 
in  this  debate  if  it  had  not  been — what 
rarely  happened  to  him — he  was  unable 
entirely  to  concur  with  the  views  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Taunton  (Sir  Henry  James).  He  was 
entirely  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
opinion,  that  in  the  despatch  of  Lord 
Salisbury  some  indiscreet  expressions 
had  been  used ;  yet,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  absolute  affijmation  of  identity  iii 


the  position  of  the  Judges  in  Lidia  and 
tbe  Judges  in  England  was  a  position 
which  could  not  be  sustained,  and  any 
attempt  to  enforce  it  would  lead  to  very 
great  difficulty,  and,  he  might  say,  to 
very  great  danger.  The  contrast  of  the 
absolute  assertion  made  on  the  one  side 
and  the  other  in  this  matter  reminded 
him  of  a  celebrated  constitutional  con- 
troversy between  Pitt  and  Fox  with  re- 
ference to  the  Begency  Question.  Fox 
maintained  the  absolute  right  of  the 
Prince  of  Wales  to  the  Begency,  while 
Pitt  said  the  Prince  of  Wales  had  no 
more  right  to  be  Begent  than  any  other 
person.  Both  these  assertions  were 
wholly  wrong  and  unsound.  He  ven- 
tured to  think  that  this  debate  ought 
not  to  be  confined  to  mere  technical 
considerations,  but  that  it  had  a  much 
larger  scope,  and  it  was  impossible  to 
apply  to  India  their  own  sage  maxims 
01  constitutional  law,  however  much  they 
might  respect  them.  The  question  was 
part  of  a  great  controversy,  and  not 
merely  one  of  judicial  functions ;  it  was 
a  claim  on  the  part  of  the  Civil  Service 
of  India  to  exercise  a  kind  of  control 
over  the  Executive  Government,  and  he 
could  not  believe  that  this  would  result 
in  any  advantage  to  the  Native  popula« 
tion.  As  the  House  was  aware,  the 
questicm  had  been  made  a  lever  for  an 
attack  upon  the  Executive,  upon  Lord 
Lytton  and  Lord  Salisbury,  which  he 
(Sir  William  Haroourt)  believed  to  be 
profoundly  unjust  and  exceedingly  mis- 
chievous; and  he  hoped  it  would  not  go 
forth  that  the  House  of  Commons  had 
sided  with  the  violent  attack  which  had 
been  directed  by  the  Civil  Service  of 
India  against  the  Governor  General  and 
the  Secretary  of  State.  He  was  sure 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would 
disdaim  any  such  intention;  but,  un- 
less they  took  pains  to  express  their 
opinion  clearly,  great  mischief  would 
arise.  He  did  not  wish  to  say  anything 
ofiEensive  to  the  Civil  Service,  but  he 
could  not  overlook  the  fact  that  in  every 
dominant  race  a  tendency  towards  op- 
pression would  show  itself;  and  what- 
ever question  of  constitutional  law  might 
be  involved,  the  real  controversy  was, 
whether  the  Executive  should  or  should 
not  hold  its  strong  hand  over  the  Civil 
Service,  and  prevent  its  falling  into  that 
besetting  sin.  The  discussion,  however, 
could  not  be  narrowed  to  that  one  point. 
He  had  listened  to  the  conditions  men- 
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tioned  by  his  Hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Taunton,  and  to  his 
speech  about  the  Stuarts,  Lord  Ooke, 
and  Bacon.  He  fully  concurred  with 
him,  but  failed  to  see  how  those  matters 
applied  to  the  particular  question.  The 
great  offence  of  the  Stuarts  was  that 
they  tried  to  apply  despotic  principles  to 
a  free  country ;  but  how  could  any  such 
consideration  affect  their  judgment  on 
the  principles  which  were  to  govern 
India  ?  India  was  not  a  constitutional 
country,  and  though  he  did  not  under- 
value constitutional  principles,  he  could 
not  accept  the  proposition  that  they 
ought  necessarily  to  underlie  the  go- 
vernment of  all  countries.  It  had  been 
contended  that  the  Judges  of  India  were 
absolutely  as  free  from  control  as  they 
were  in  England,  and  that  no  treatment 
short  of  dismissed  could  influence  them. 
But  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  argued 
that  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Leeds  was 
wrong,  and  that  he  ought  to  have  been 
dismissed;  in  that  he  could  not  agree 
with  him,  holding  that,  though  his  con- 
duct was  wrong,  the  punishment  sug- 
gested was  wrong  also.  He  only  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  course  pursued  was 
not  desirable,  and  a  practice  so  Draco- 
nian in  its  severity  would  not  be  bene- 
ficial to  India.  His. hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  said  that  they  could  meddle 
with  Judges  in  England,  but  not  in 
India ;  but  what  did  that  mean  ?  If  the 
Government  in  India  were  to  have  no 
control  over  them,  who  was  to  deal  with 
them?  Parliament  certainly  was  not 
to  exercise  control.  Were  they  g^ing 
to  erect  the  Judges  in  India  into  a 
power  superior  to  the  Executive,  supe- 
rior to  the  Governor  General,  superior 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  superior 
even  to  Parliament  itself?  He  had  a 
very  high  respect  for  the  Judges  who 
were  under  the  control  of  the  public 
opinion  of  a  free  country ;  but  he  was 
not  disposed  to  repose  confidence  in 
Judges  who  were  absolutely  uncon- 
trolled in  the  distant  regions  of  the 
East.  There  was  a  tendency  in  certain 
quarters  to  deify  a  man  the  moment  he 
was  made  a  Judge,  and  they  were  apt 
to  imagine  that,  irom  that  moment,  he 
was  removed  from  all  the  vices  and 
faults  that  belong  to  human  nature.  But 
the  fact  was — which  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  seemed  to  forget — that  a  Judge 
was  a  man,  and  might  commit  errors 
even  when  he  was  called  a  Judge.    Why 
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they  should  suppose  that  the 
man  became  a  Judge  he  waa  fit  to  ^ 
entrusted  with  absolute,    unoontnlM 
power  he  oould  not  understand.     Es 
was  an  enemy  to  all  forms  of  despoCiiK. 
and  this  would  be  the  most  dangcfmk 
oppressive,    and    mischievous    of    aJI 
What  did  they  mean  by  a  despo^  Go- 
vernment ?    They  meant  that  the 
tive  was  supreme.    What  did  they 
by  constitutional  Government? 
meant    that  the  government   ira 
strained  by  Parliament  and  by  pulftr 
opinion.     The    question,    then,    wts — 
Did  they,  or  did  they  .not,   admit  ^bai 
India  was  despotically  governed?     If 
they  said  that  India  was  constitutio&alh 
governed,  he  would  admit  all  that  h» 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  Icr 
Taunton  had  said ;  but  if  they  admitted 
that  India  was  despotically  goveraadL 
then  the  analogy  whidi  had  been  drawa 
between  India  and  a  Gonstitational  Go- 
vernment was  altogether  inapplicaUa 
They  were  told  they  must  have  Uie  Ca»- 
stitutional  Judge  to  stand  between  lbs 
Executive  and  the  Natives   of  India; 
but  why  were  they  to  assume  that  tta 
Judges  would  stand  between  the  JSxeea- 
tive    and   the    Natives?     The    Jodgw 
themselves  were  members  of  the  dooi- 
nant  caste — the  most  distinctive  eleoMot 
of  that  dominant  caste — and  what  was 
the  power  which  alone  oould  and  wooM 
be  disposed  to  stand  between  the  Jadi- 
ciaiy  and  the  Natives?     It  was  t&i 
Executive  Government  in  India,  wluk 
had  the  great  advaiitage  of  being  whatt- 
service  men — men  who  had  come  £raa 
England  fresh  with  the  instincts  of  a 
free    country,   without    the    prejndicsi 
which  belonged  to  the  dominant  daa ; 
they  were  the  most  likely  to  stand  be- 
tween the  Judiciary  and  the  Nattvaa 
He  attached  great  importance  to  tfas 
principle  of  short  service  and  to  the  £Mt 
that  the  men  went  out  fresh,  as  it  hid 
been  said,  from  a  bath  of  liboty  ii 
England.    They  went  to  India  with  th» 
principles    that    actuated    England  st 
home;  they  had  not  had  time,  under 
the  enervating  influence  of  the  climate, 
and  the  still  more  enervating  inflneooi 
of  a  dominant  class,  to  forget  the  pm- 
ciples  on  which  the  government  of  Indit 
was  founded.     They  had  to  deaL  no 
doubt,  with  a  very  difficult  nroUaai, 
but  they  did  the  best  they  oomd ;  tlnj 
must  try  to    balance  these   enormoa 
powers ;  but  he  must  object  to  the 
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tion  of  a  despotism  which  had  never 

Jet  been  known — the  despotism  of  a 
udioiaiy  uncontrolled  by  a  Bar,  un- 
controlled by  public  opinion,  and  un- 
controlled by  the  Press.  That  a  man 
should  say — ''I  am  a  Judge,  I  cover 
myself  by  that  veil»  I  do  what  I  like, 
I  am  not  responsible,"  that  was  not  a 
system  to  establish  in  India ;  and,  with- 
out defending  every  expression  ujsed  in 
the  despatch,  he  must  say  it  seemed  to 
him  that  substantial  justice  had  been 
done  in  a  matter  of  immense  import- 
ance. Absolute  and  uncontrolled  power 
on  the  part  of  the  Judges  seemed  to 
him  incompatible  with  their  rule  in 
India,  and  he  would  therefore  be  no 
party  to  passing  a  censure  on  the  Go- 
vernment of  Inma. 

Mb.  FORSYTH  said,  no  one  could 
be  more  jealous  than  he  was  of  the  in- 
terference of  the  Executive  with  the 
Judges ;  but,  afker  a  careful  considera- 
tion of  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  he 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  de- 
spatch of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  was  entirely  right.  The  Governor 
of  the  North  West  Provinces  had,  for 
his  own  information,  applied  to  the  High 
Oourt  for  their  own  opinion  respecting 
the  propriety  of  the  sentence  passed. 
They  should  have  declined  to  give  any 
opinion :  thev,  however,  replied  to  the 
effect  that  the  sentence,  though,  per- 
haps, liffhter  than  the  Court  might  be 
diaposea  to  fix,  xmder  the  circumstances, 
did  not  appear  to  be  especially  open  to 
objection.  The  letter,  to  which  that  was 
an  answer,  was  a  semi-official  letter,  and 
the  opinion  expressed  in  the  reply  to  it 
was  simply  an  unofficial  opinion.  The 
int  was  not  one  brought  before  the 
h  Court  in  its  judicial  character, 
en  the  question  came  before  the  Gt)- 
Tomment  of  India  they  used  these  very 
mild  terms — 

*'The  Governor  General  in  Council  cannot 
but  reeret  that  the  High  Court  ahonld  have  con- 
siderea  that  its  duties  and  responsibilities  in 
this  matter  were  adequately  fulfilled  by  the 
expression  of  such  an  opinion." 

Bat  it  should  be  remembered  that  this 
was  not  a  question  brouffht  before  the 
High  Court  in  their  judicial  capacity. 
If  the  High  Court  was  asked  to  express 
an  infomial  opinion,  surely  the  Gover- 
nor G^eral,  if  he  thought  that  opinion 
wrong,  was  justified  in  saying  so  ?  With 
regard  to  the  general  question,  he  could 
sot  put  the  Judges  of  the  High  Oourt 

VOL.  GOXXXY.    [thibd  sbbibs.] 


in  India  precisely  on  the  same  footing 
as  the  Judges  in  this  ooimtry.  There 
was,  in  the  first  place,  this  remarkable 
difference— that  the  Judges  in  this  coun- 
try held  office  quamdiu  ae  hm$  gessertnt, 
wnile  the  Judges  in  India  held  office 
durante  bene  plaeiio.  In  this  coimtiy  the 
Crown  could  not  dismiss  a  Judge,  except 
upon  an  Address  from  both  Houses. 
But  in  India  there  was  no  House  of 
Commons,  nor  was  there  any  public 
functionary  or  organ  which  could  advise 
or  rebuke  a  Judge,  except  the  Viceroy ; 
and  a  milder  admonition,  with  regard 
to  the  course  which  he  thought  ought  to 
have  been  pursued  in  the  present  case, 
than  that  given  by  the  Viceroy  could 
not  have  been  expressed  in  language. 
Even  in  this  country,  the  fact  that  a 
Judge  could  only  be  removed  on  an  Ad- 
dress by  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
did  not  prevent  the  House  of  Commons 
from  calling  in  question  the  conduct  of  a 
Judge.  For  instance,  in  1770,  Serjeant 
Glyn  moved  in  the  House  of  Commons 
for 


''  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  proceedings 
of  the  Judges  in  Westminster  Hall,  particularly 
in  cases  reGiting  to  the  liberty  of  the  Press ; " 

when,  in  the  course  of  a  long  debate, 
the  conduct  of  Chief  Justice  Mansfield 
was  severely  censured  by  the  Mover,  and 
by  Dunnine  and  Burke,  "while,"  as 
Lord  CampoeU  said,  "it  was  stoutly 
defended  by  Gb-ay,  Attorney  General 
Thurlow,  Solicitor  General,  and 
Charles  Fox."  K  they  in  that  House 
miffht  call  in  question  the  conduct  of  a 
Juoge  without  intending  to  move  an 
Ad&ess,  why  might  not  something 
similar  be  done  in  India  ?  He  should 
certainly  oppose  the  Motion  if  it  could 
be  pressed  to  a  division. 

Mb.  HERSCHELL  said,  they  must 
discuss  this  question  as  one  wholly  in- 
dependent of  the  claim  set  up  by  the 
Civil  Servants  of  the  Crown,  and  they 
must,  moreover,  consider  to  what  the 
second  despatch  of  Lord  Salisbury  would 
lead  if  it  were  carried  out  to  its  full  ex- 
tent. His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  had  said  that  the 
Government  of  India  was  a  despotic  Go- 
vernment, and  its  treatment  must  be 
different  from  that  of  a  constitutional 
Government.  But  surely  it  was  a  ques- 
tion, if  you  were  to  govern  a  country 
despotically,  how  far  you  must  leave  that 
despotism  xmchecked,  uncontrolled,  and 
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unfettered.  Was  it  not  desirable  to 
fetter  that  despotism  with  some  of  those 
checks  and  safeffuards  which  had  been 
found  useful  in  mis  country,  which  was 
goTerned  constitutionally  ?  Unquestion- 
ably, the  sentence  in  this  FuUer  case 
was  one  which  came  within  the  judicial 
discretion  of  the  Judge,  if  he  honestly 
and  fairly  exercised  that  discretion ;  and 
however  much  persons  might  dispute 
the  expediency  of  the  sentence,  there 
was  not  anjrthmg  in  it  so  extravagant  as 
to  show  that  the  Judge  did  not  desire  to 
do  justice  between  Natives  and  men  of 
his  own  race.  Hence  the  extreme  im- 
portance of  Lord  Salisbury's  second 
despatch,  which  laid  down  this — ^that 
the  power  of  interference  and  censure 
on  tne  part  of  the  Executive  was  a 
power  which  ought  to  be  exercised 
only  in  cases  of  extreme  necessity.  But 
what  did  Lord  Salisbury  mean  by  *^  ex- 
treme necessity,"  according  to  his  own 
interpretation  of  the  words  ?  He  meant 
that  in  every  case  in  which  the  Judge 
exercised  discretion  it  was  in  the  power 
of  the  Executive  to  punish  him  for  the 
sentence  he  had  pronounced.  Admitting 
that  where  there  was  no  Parliament  the 
Executive  must  exercise  control,  the 
next  point  they  had  to  consider  was  to 
what  extent,  and  in  what  direction,  was 
that  control  to  be  exercised.  When  it 
was  urged  that  Judges  in  India  were 
free  from  the  popinar  criticism  and 
control  which  existed  in  England,  it 
might  be  said  that  the  same  was  true 
also  of  the  Executive  Government  in 
Lidia.  The  Indian  Executive  was  all- 
powerful,  and  not  under  the  same  criti- 
cism as  the  English  Executive  ;  and, 
therefore,  while  there  might  be  danger 
in  leaving  the  Indian  Judges  too  un- 
controlled, there  might  also  be  a  similar 
danger  in  the  case  of  the  Indian  Execu- 
tive. He  hoped  that  such  a  public  senti- 
ment was  making  way  in  India  as  would 
render  it  less  likely  now  than  ever  that 
Englishmen,  when  dealing  judicially 
with  a  Native,  would  deal  with  him 
differently  from  what  they  would  do 
with  a  European.  But  Judges  in  India 
were  not  all  of  the  dominant  race ;  some 
of  them  belonged  to  the  subject-race,  if 
so  it  was  to  be  called ;  and  this  fact  ren- 
dered the  despatch  the  more  dangerous, 
and  made  it  important  it  should  be  un- 
derstood that  if  those  powers  were  to  be 
exercised  in  India,  which  were  not  exer- 
cised in  England,  they  would  at  least  be 
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kept  under  iiie  strictest  and  most  ^pt 
ous  control  and  inspection.  If  tb 
Executive  was  to  be  interfeiing  «» 
stantly  with  the  Judiciary,  perhspiiM 
over  sensitiveness  in  favour  of  tk 
Native^-for  such  a  thing  was  poMbtt- 
it  should  be  remembered  tliat  tk; 
might  have  areooQ  in  theop|nBt»& 
rection,  when  those  who  might  tkei 
the  Native  had  got  more  than  hu  br 
would  seek  to  get  for  the  ^^D^t*! 
perhaps,  more  than  his  due.  Tht 
object  should  be  to  hold  the  sctks 
between  the  two  classes^  and  dstl 
them  as  if  they  were  both  of  the  mt 
race.  They  should  guard  nxA  ctif 
against  favouring  the  s&ong  sgaiiut  tii 
weak,  but  also  against  favonnog  tk 
weak  against  the  stronc^;  for  uwak 
mischief  might  be  done  by  tbtlattvii 
by  the  former;  and  it  was  a  remsiUw 
fact  that  among  the  earliest  wsniap 
given  in  the  Books  of  Moses  to  a  Jb^ 
as  to  the  performance  of  his  doty  is 
this—'  *  Thou  shalt  not  respect  the  poia 
of  the  poor,  nor  honour  theperMoafdi 
mighty."  Admitting  that  there  b^ 
be  the  rieht  to  dismiss  a  Judge  for  lu- 
conduct,  he  asked — was  there  neceauOj 
involved  in  that  the  right,  not  only  to 
censure  him,  but  to  prescribe  t  ooem 
of  conduct?  Because  that  wsf  tk* 
was  implied  by  the  despatcL  Bi 
next  time  a  man  exercised  hie  jadicii 
discretion,  there  was  the  danger  tbtW 
might  not  act  impartially,  acoording^ 
the  best  of  his  own  judffment,  butfiA 
an  eye  to  please  the  aumoritieB  of  Cal- 
cutta. Ii,  excepting  in  the  cue  aJ 
absolute  misconduct,  the  ExecutiTevsi 
to  point  out  to  a  Judge  that  a  certut 
course  of  judicial  conduct  might  leeHtft 
his  dismissal,  that  would  tend  to  up 
the  independent  judgment  of  the  tn* 
bunals.  Instead  of  censuring  a  Btrtiea* 
lar  Judee  for  giving  a  particuUr  la- 
tence,  ttie  Government,  if  ^^J^ 
deemed  it  necessary,  could  haveMff** 
a  circular  on  the  subject  to  Ib^ 
magistrates  generally. 

INDIAN    CIVIL   8ERVICE-ADinS5WS 
OP  CANDIDATES.— OB8EBVATI0S& 

Mb.  LYON  FLATFAIR  wf  ^ 
attention  to  the  new  regulations  in  i«^ 
to  candidates  for  the  Indian  Qril  S*- 
vice ;  and  to  move— 

<<That  the  reenlatioiii  lor  the  I^^ 
Sernce  i^  to  hm  the  oonditiot  \ibA  49*^ 
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tvlifln  it  1VBI  otMMMd  for  pnblio  oompetiljofi, 
'Thttlthe  res^tioiis  wottld  dealfurly  bv  all 
ptfUi  of  the  Kiiigdom  and  aU  places  of  liberal 
edaoation.*  inasmnoh  as  they  practically  exclude 
the  Scotcn  TJniYeraities,  the  Queen's  Colleges, 
Ireland,  and  similar  institutions  in  London  and 
the  pnynnoee«  from  participation  in  the  pie- 
paraiion  of  oandidatea,  eiUier  before  or  after 
competition ;  and  because  they  will  act  iiguri- 
Dosly  by  tending  to  withdraw  youths  from  public 
schools  at  an  early  age  in  order  to  place  them 
under  a  itourse  of  speolal  training  for  the  en- 
tnnoe  ezaminationB. 

Tile  whole  subject  was  one  of  great 
importanoe,  fbr  it  inyolved  the  fiiture 
jumdal  and  fiscal  administration  of  the 
Indian  Empire.  It  was  not  only  of  much 
interest  to  this  country,  for  these  im- 
portant offices  in  India  had  become,  by 
open  competition,  the  inheritance  of  the 
whole  nation,  and  not  of  a  dass.  The 
influence  which  it  had  had  upon  the 
education  of  the  middle  classes  was  far 
firom  inconsiderable,  as  it  had  broadened 
our  idee  of  school  training  all  over  the 
country.  It  was  necessary  to  understand 
the  present  plan  before  they  could  ap- 
proach the  effect  of  the  changes  under 
the  new  regulations.  The  existing  sys- 
tem was  this — Any  person  might  com- 
pete fbr  the  Oivil  Service  of  India  be- 
tween the  ages  of  17  and  21,  and  about 
260  candidates  competed,  though  only 
80  or  40  were  passed  annually  into  the 
Oivil  Serrice.  After  the  candidates  were 
entered  they  became  probationers,  and 
received  £160  a-year  for  two  years,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  able  to  pursue 
their  technical  studies,  and  if  they  were 
then  successfbl  they  could  go  to  India. 
The  change  now  proposed  reduced  the 
maximum  age  of  21  years  to  19,  and  the 
oandidate  could  not  receive  the  £150 
unlees  he  studied  at  the  University. 
These  were  the  two  chauj^es  proposed, 
And  he  hoped  that  Lord  Salisbury  had 
not  made  tnem  without  great  considera- 
tfmi.  His  Lotdship  submitted  three 
qaestions  to  the  Indian  authorities. 
The  ftrst  was — "  Does  the  system  of  open 
oomt>etition  answer  well,  and  are  you 
getting  g^ood  officials  underthat  system?" 
The  unanimous  reply  from  India  was  in 
the  affirmative,  and  Lord  Salisbury,  of 
oomve,  took  no  action  on  that.  The 
eeoond  question  was — "As  it  is  impor- 
tant for  young  men  to  go  out  early, 
ought  the  maximum  age  to  be  reduced 
fy»aak  21  to  19?^'  That  was  a  serious 
cdumge,  which  would  alter  the  whole 
ohataoler  of  preparatory  education  for 
the  Civil  Service  in  Imha.    Lord  Salis- 


bury, in  his  despatch,  said  that  Indian 
opinion  was  divided,  because  38  were  in 
favour  of  raising  the  age,  and  21  for 
lowering  it ;  and  as  they  were  so  nearly 
balanced,  he  was  obliged  to  act  on  his 
own  opinion  and  that  of  his  Council. 
That,  however,  Was  a  most  inaccurate 
way  of  giving  the  result  of  his  inquiries, 
because  a  large  proportion  were  in  favour 
of  leaving  things  as  they  were.    The 
opinions  were  asked  of  110  persons,  in- 
cluding Judges,   Members  of  Council, 
GK)vemors,    and    Civil    Servants.     Of 
these,  41   were  for  leaving  things   as 
they  were ;  41  were  in  favour  of  raising 
the  age  to  22,  13  for  making  it  20,  and 
15  in  favour  of  making  it  19.     So  that 
the  result  of  the  whole  of  the  Indian 
evidence  was  that  95  were  against  the 
age  Lord  Salisbury  had  adopted,  and 
only  15  in  its  favour.     So  that  Lord 
Salisbury    was     technically    right    in 
saying  that  Indian  opinion  was  divided, 
though  it  was  divided  into  two  very 
unequal  parts.     But  were  English  au- 
thorities  in  its   favour?     First  of  all 
the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  gave 
the  most  cogent  reasons  why  the  age  of 
21  should  be  retained  in  preference  to 
19;   but  Lord  Salisbury  said  that  the 
Universities  were  in  favour  of  reducing 
the  age  to  19.     There  were  10  Univer- 
sities in  the  United  Kingdom,  but  Lord 
Salisbury  only  wrote  to  two,  Oxford  and 
Cambridge.     Of  those,  the  latter  gave 
no  opinion  at  all;  and  at  Oxford  Dr. 
Liddell  said,  reduce  the  age  to  19.    The 
other  eight  Universities  were  not  con- 
sulted at  all ;   so  that  when  Lord  Salis- 
bury said  the  Universities  were  in  favour 
of  the  change,  he  meant  that  Oxford  was 
in  its  favour,  for  the  other  nine  gave  no 
opinion  at  all.     He  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair) 
believed  that  this  change  arose  from  the 
double  position  Lord  Salisbury  held — he 
was  Secretary  of  State  for  India  and 
also  Chancellor  of  Oxford.    His  Lord- 
ship naturally  attached  great  importance 
to  the  distinguished  University  of  which 
he  was  the  head,  and  so  the  Chancellor 
of  Oxford,  moved  by  Oxford,  reduced  the 
age  to  19  to  suit  Oxford.     Oxford,  in  his 
opinion,  was  wise  and  India  foolish,  other- 
wise Oxford  would  not  have  prevailed. 
On  the  next  point  Lord  Salisbury  did  go 
according  to  Indian  opinion.    He  asked 
— **  Do  you  attach  much  importance  to 
Univ^sity  association  and  training  for 
ihe  toffn  who  go  out  to  India  ?"  and  the 
great  majority  of  the  India  reporters 
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were  in  favour  of  that.    The  fact,  how- 
ever, was,  that  they  were  thinking  of 
Haileybury  in  the  olden  time,  and  the 
esprit  de  corps  which  they  got  there,  and 
which  was  so  valuable.    But  that  was 
exactly  what  they  would  not  now  get 
with  the  maximum  age  reduced  to  19. 
The  result  would  be  that  Oxford,  with 
her  wealthy  University  chest,  would,  as 
she  was  already  doing,  set  up  an  Indian 
curriculum,  with  Indian  tutors.    0am- 
bridge,   which,  as  an  University,  was 
less  wealthy,  but  which  had  rich  Ool- 
leges,  would  do  the  same  in  probably  a 
less  degree.    Then,  probably,  out  of  80 
probationers  of  the  two  years,  40,  if  not 
50,  would  be  supplied  by  Oxford,  20  by 
Cambridge,  and  the  remainder  would 
be  dribbled  in  ones  and  twos  over  the 
Scotch,  Irish,  and  the  London  Univer- 
sities, Owens  OoUege,  Manchester,  and 
the   Leeds  and   other  Colleges.     This 
might  easily  have  been  avoided.    Asso- 
ciation might  be  secured  by  a  monopoly 
given  to  a  single  College  at  Oxfoid  or 
Cambridge,  but  disassociation  must  re- 
sult from  freedom,  even  for  the  several 
Colleges  of  a  single  University  to  parti- 
cipate in  the  training.   That  was  pointed 
out  clearly  by  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners, when  the  scheme  was  first 
broached  in  1864.    They  showed  that 
it  might  produce  University  feeling,  but 
could  not  effect  the  Association  of  Hailey- 
bury.   But  University  training  could  be 
had  either  before  or  after  competition. 
Up  to  1864,  the  maximum  age  had  been 
22,   and  then  Oxford  and  Cambridj^e 
sent  two-fifths  of  the  candidates.    On 
the  reduction  of  the  age  to  21  they 
ceased  to  do  so  to  a  large  extent,  be- 
cause as  Undergraduates  entered  at  19, 
they  could  not  graduate  before  2 1 .    This 
reduction  did  not  operate  against  the 
Scotch  and  Irish  Colleges,  as  they  entered 
students  at  17,  who  could  gpraduate  at 
20,  and  either  enter  the  competition  di- 
rectly or  go  after  a  special  training  of 
six    months.     For   this    reason,    both 
Scotland  and  Ireland  sent  many  more 
candidates  than  corresponded  to  their 
population.    Now,  all  tiiiat  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  required  was  either  to  shorten 
their  curriculum,  or  to  receive  Under- 
graduates intended  for  competition  at 
an  earlier  age  than  at  present.    That, 
in  fact,  was  contemplated  in  the  impend- 
ing reforms  for  those  Universities.    All 
that  was  necessary  would  have  been  to 
give  500  or  1,000  marks  to  all  men  who 
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were  B.A.'8  from  any  part  of  the  King- 
dom.   That  would  have  given  a  great 
stimulus  to  candidates  from  Oxford  and 
Cambridge,  and  the  other  Universities 
would  have  had  a  fair  chance  also.    But 
Lord  Macaulay  had  insisted  on  the  im- 
portance of  havine  general  before  tedi- 
nical  education,  lliat  was  the  experience 
of   all    professional    training — a    good 
studium    generale    first    and   technical 
training    after.     On    that   point,    too, 
Indian  opinion  was  very  emphatic.    Out 
of  the  110  Indian  reporters,  no  less  than 
101  said  that  the  two  years   of  pro- 
bation were  wholly  required  for  soch 
technical   subjects  as  English,   Ang-lo- 
Indian,  Hindu,  Mahomedan,  and  Bomaa 
Law;  Indian  History  and  Geography 
and  Political  Economy.      But  eSl  uiat 
was  new    to    Oxford  and  Cambridge. 
Their  glory  was  to  teach  learning  for  its 
own  sake,  and  regardless  of  its  appli- 
ances, and  now,  regardless  of  their  pe- 
culiar genius,  they  were  going  to  oonvezt 
them  into  mere  technical  schools.     They 
could  only  do  that  also  by  tempting  them 
with  £12,000  of  public  money  to  become 
technical  schools  with  a  practical  mo- 
nopoly.   This  was,  moreover,  entirelj 
contrary  to  the  principle  which  the  emi- 
nent Committee  of  1854  laid  down  for 
the  Civil  Service  in  India.    That  Com- 
mittee  included   Lord  Macaulaj,   Mr. 
Lefevre,  the  father  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Beading,  and  other  persons  eminent 
for  their  mowledge  of  India,  and  thej 
took  the  ^eatest  trouble  in  forming  a 
scheme.    The  principle  laid  down  was 
that  no  part  of  the  Kingdom  and  no 
school  should  be  exclusively  set  apart 
for  the  Civil  Service  in  India,  and  taeir 
rules  accordingly  dealt  fairly  with  aU 
parts  of  the  Kingdom.    The  effect  of 
the  new  scheme,  on  the  contrary,  would 
practically  shut  out  all  the  Universities 
except  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  as  they 
would  not  find  it  worth  their  while  to  set 
up  an  Indian  curriculum  with  Indian 
tutors,  and  that  being  so  Lord  SaUabmy 
would  very  properly  not  recognise  them. 
The  Scotch  and  Irish  Universitiee,  as  be 
had  shown,  could  not  compete  for  th* 
probationers,   and  they  were  now  shot 
out  from  preparing  them  before  compe> 
tition.    Because  as  their  students  oouU 
only  graduate  at  20,  thev  could  not  now 
send  students  as  before  between  17  aad 
19.    It  was  clear  that  candidates  mast 
now  beg^  their  »peoial  preparation  at 
15  or  16,  a  year  be£>re  they  oonld 
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enter  the  TTniversities.  But  wliat  did 
Lord  Salisbury  himself  saj  as  to  the 
effect  of  Scotch  Uniyersities  on  the 
histoiy  of  our  Indian  Empire?  His 
words 


''It  was  undoubted  that  most  of  the  gpreat 
men  to  whom  the  Indian  Empire  was  owing 
were  Scotchmen,  and  that  the  Scotch  Univer- 
sities had  done  a  noble  work  in  preparing  the 
Civil  Servants  for  the  administration  of  India." 

Then  why  exclude  them  for  the  future  ? 
Another  effect  of  the  change  which  he 
objected  to  was  that  it  offered  great 
facilities  to  the  rich  and  shut  out  the 
poor.  Hitherto  the  Scotch  and  Irish 
tlniversities  had  been  remarkably  suc- 
cessful in  sending  out  poor  men.  But 
neither  Scotland  nor  Ireland  had  g^at 
public  schools  like  England,  and  it  was 
owing  to  their  UniTcrsities  that  poor 
men  could  get  a  good  education.  But 
in  the  future  these  could  be  of  no  use 
as  reg^arded  our  Indian  Empire  to  the 
poor  inhabitants  of  those  countries.  It 
was  a  mistake,  however,  to  suppose  that 
the  Enelish  public  schools  would  be 
benefited  by  the  new  reg^ations.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  it  had  been  thought 
in  the  India  Office  that  Eton,  Harrow, 
Kugby,  and  other  of  our  g^eat  schools 
would  be  able  to  send  up  men  direct, 
but  they  had  not  been  able  to  do  so; 
the  crammers  had  been  able  to  beat 
them  entirely,  and  they  would  do  so  in 
future.  He  had  Lord  Salisbury's  autho- 
rity for  saying  that  the  crammers  must 
in  the  end  win  and  remain  masters,  both 
of  the  schools  and  the  Universities.  To 
take  a  boy  away  from  school  and  all  his 
early  associations,  to  deprive  him  of  his 
best  years  of  bright  boyhood,  and  to 
place  him  in  the  hands  of  a  crammer, 
was  one  of  the  most  deplorable  results 
of  these  new  reg^ulations.  Lord  Salis- 
bury and  his  Council  were,  no  doubt, 
much  influenced  in  their  change  by  the 
terrors  that  London  was  a  bad  and  dan- 
g^erous  place  for  the  training  of  proba- 
tioners. The  professed  ''  moral  respon- 
aibility  "  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  had 
charms  for  him.  He  would  not  believe 
the  Civil  Service  Conmiissioners  when 
they  said  they  had  ascertained  no  evils 
of  a  London  residence.  Their  words 
ought  to  be  before  the  House — 

^Further  reflection  and  observation  have 
tended  to  confirm  the  Commissioners  in  the  be- 
lief that  young  men  who  have  already  given  the 
1>est  proof  of  steadiness  and  self-control  bj  suc- 
in  an  ardoous  Commission,  a  system  under 


which  they  are  left  free  to  choose  for  them- 
selves the  place  and  manner  of  their  studies,  is 
a  better  preparation  for  the  perfect  liberty 
which  they  are  so  soon  to  enjoy  in  India  than 
any  supervision  that  the  disciplme  of  a  College 
could  supply." 

If  there  were  any  real  dangers  in  a 
London  residence,  the  new  Begulations 
would  increase  them  tenfold,  because  in 
future  they  were  likely  to  apply  to  the 
great  proportion  of  the  250  candidates 
who  come  up  to  the  London  Special 
Trainers,  and  not  only  to  the  few  proba- 
tioners. For  by  the  new  system  they 
brought  boys  to  London  at  a  very  much 
younger  a^e,  before  they  had  attained 
any  stabihty,  and  when  the  perils  of 
London  would  be  infinitely  greater  to 
them.  But  had  London  done  such  harm 
in  the  past?  The  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners stated  in  their  Eeport  that 
they  had  never  had  to  refuse  a  certifi- 
cate of  good  conduct  to  a  probationer. 
He  wanted  to  know  what  were  the  re- 
conunendations  by  which  this  change 
was  supported?  He  had  shown  that 
they  did  not  come  from  India — ^indeed, 
that  Indian  opinion  was  ag^nst  the 
change.  His  complaint  was  best  sununed 
up  in  the  terms  of  the  Eesolution  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice ;  but  which 
the  Forms  of  the  House  prevented  him 
from  moving. 

Mb.  HmiMON  protested  in  the 
strongest  manner  ag^nst  the  important 
business  of  the  evening — namely,  the 
consideration  of  Votes  in  Supply — Votes 
which  the  Government  stood  in  need  of 
if  they  were  to  avoid  national  bankruptcy 
— ^being  interfered  with,  if  not  wholly 
thrown  aside,  by  no  fewer  than  35  Mo- 
tions. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
devoted  a  great  deal  of  time  to  this 
question,  and  he  had  delivered  an  able 
and  interesting  speech,  and  he  wished 
the  speech  had  been  made  on  some  night 
when  the  House  was  not  asked  to  vote 
money.  He  hoped  the  money  would  be 
voted  that  night,  and  that  the  Estimates 
would  not  be  deferred  to  a  late  period 
of  the  Session,  when  there  would  be  no 
opportunity  for  discussing  them. 

Mr.  ANDEESON  pomted  out  that 
the  complaint  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston,  that  Supply  was  delayed  by 
these  Motions,  was  not  well  founded,  it 
having  been  the  immemorial  practice  of 
the  House  to  discuss  gprievances  before 
Supply,  and  the  Government  having 
through  a  recent  concession  the  power 
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to  take  as  many  Mondays  as  they  pleased 
for  the  Estimates,  when  only  grievances 
pertaining  to  those  particular  estimates 
could  be  brought  up.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  been  deprived,  by  the  action 
of  the  Government,  from  bringing  on  the 
Motion  the  last  time  it  was  on  the  Paper, 
and  therefore  Government  could  not 
complain  of  his  doing  it  now.  His  right 
hon.  Friend's  able  speech  had  been 
thrown  away,  for  not  only  was  he  unable 
to  take  a  division  upon  the  subject,  but 
very  few  of  his  Colleagues  upon  the 
front  Opposition  Bench  had  been  present 
to  support  him,  and  six  out  of  the  seven 
or  eight  Members  of  the  Ministry  pre- 
sent had  been  fast  asleep  the  whole  time, 
and  yet  the  speech  was  one  well  worthy 
of  attention,  but  a  debate  always  fell 
flat  if  a  division  could  not  be  taken  on  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  exposed 
the  extremely  insidious  plan  which  had 
been  clevised  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  who  was  the  head  of  Oxford 
University,  and  who  nominally  in  the 
interests  of  India  had  adopted  a  plan 
which,  was  really  prejudicial  to  India 
and  would  do  no  good  to  anybody  except 
the  University  of  Oxford.  It  was,  m 
fact,  an  insidious  plan  for  benefiting 
Oxford  at  the  expense  of  all  the  other 
Uaivemties  and  OoUegea  in  the  King- 
dom. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Play  fair),  in  his  otherwise  fair  speech, 
had  made  one  observation  which  seemed 
to  be  quite  unccdled  for,  and  it  was  that 
the  duties  of  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
and  Chancellor  of  the  University  of  Ox- 
ford were  incompatible.  He  also  in- 
sinuated, as  did  also  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson),  that 
Oxford,  and  Oxford  alone,  owing  to  his 
noble  Friend's  position  as  Chancellor  of 
that  University,  was  to  get  the  benefit 
of  the  changes  referred  to.  He  regretted 
that  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  had 
thought  it  right  to  impute  such  motives 
to  a  Minister  of  the  C^wn.  What  the 
Secretary  of  State  had  mainly  to  con- 
sider was  the  interests  of  the  Indian 
Civil  Service.  When  Lord  Salisbury 
came  into  office  the  system  of  competi- 
tive examination  had  been  in  existence 
for  some  time.  It  was,  however,  repre- 
sented to  him  that  the  present  system  of 
training  through  whicn  all  candidates 
after  competition  had  to  pass  was  not 
the  best  that  could  be  devised.    Lord 
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Salisbury  tooik  opinions  oa  ibB  nb- 
ject,  ana  an  oyerwhelming  prepondfr- 
ance  of  representations  came  to  him 
from  Indi«  that  the  aeaociatioii  of  candi- 
dates after  they  had  passed  their  exami- 
nation would  be  most  deein^ble.  Under 
the  former  system  eveiy  candidmte  was 
obliged  to  live  in  London  for  two  jean. 
He  nad  no  doubt  that,  on  the  wU*. 
they  behaved  very  wdl ;  but  hm  voaH 
appeal  to  the  parents  of  young  men  to 
say  whether,  if  they  had  sons  betweea 
18  and  21,  they  would  like  under  sock 
circumstances  to  turn  them  loose  in  Lon- 
don for  two  years  with  the  knowledge 
that  the  only  control  exercised  over  th^ 
durinp^  that  period  would  be  a  periodicsl 
exammation  ?  Lord  Salisbury  kept  ths 
system  of  competitive  examination  in- 
tact ;  but  he  found  that  the  only  way  to 
obtain  the  advantages  of  association  wu 
to  induce  the  young  men  to  go  to  the 
University.  It  was  then  neoessair  that 
the  limits  of  age  should  be  reduced,  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  reduced  the  maxi- 
mum age  from  17  to  19,  instctftd  of  21. 
He  accordingly  laid  down  the  role  that 
they  must  go  to  some  College— giving  a 
broad  and  liberal  interpretation  tothd 
selection — and  he  said  that  only  thoie 
who  complied  with  this  condition  should 
have  the  allowance  of  £150  a-year,  now 
given  to  them  during  their  period  of 
probation.  It  was  never  intended  Uut 
this  rule  should  exclude  either  tb« 
Irish  or  Scotch  candidates.  Dnbha 
University  had  not  protested  against 
this  arremgement,  nor  had  he  heard 
that  either  the  Queen's  OoUeges  or 
the  Scotch  Universities  had  been  pre- 
vented from  sending  up  their  quota  for 
the  competitive  examinations.  There 
were  probably  certain  institutions  to 
which  youn^  men  went  at  certain  ages, 
and  thev  might  be  affected  by  the  new 
limits  of  age ;  but  it  was  an  entire  deln- 
sion  to  suppose  that  the  reduotioo  of  age 
would  offecit  the  candidates  who  osme 
up  from  the  Scotch  Universities.  He 
believed  that  the  ^^reat  majority  of  them 
left  their  Universities  und^  the  age  of 
19.  The  real  complaint  against  the  pro- 
posed alteration  on  the  part  of  the  Scotch 
tjniversities  was  that  candidates  would 
not  be  able  to  take  their  degrees  pre- 
vious to  passing  the  competitive  exami- 
nation br  whiim  they  ooold  ak>se  become 
eligible  for  ike  Indian  CSvil  Service.  Be 
repeated,  that  what  Uxe  India  Office 
hii  to  think  of  was  the  interest  and  ooa- 
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Tenienoe  of  the  Oivil  Service,  and  the 
xnajoiity  of  the  India  Council  agreed 
wiu  the  Secretaiy  of  State  in  thi^ing 
that  association  was  absolutely  necessarj 
for  these  young  men.  If  this  association 
oonld  only  be  accomplished  by  reducing 
the  age,  tike  Secretary  of  State  was  bound 
to  do  what  was  best  for  India,  eren  if  it 
affected  the  interests  of  some  Educational 
institutions.  The  scheme  had  not  yet 
oome  into  operation ;  but  if  it  were  found 
to  be  attended  with  prejudicial  results, 
it  would  be  proper  and  opportune  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  point 
out  its  disastrous  effects.  At  present,  to 
speak  of  such  results,  was  prophetic  an- 
ticipation. The  best  consideration  had 
been  given  to  the  Regulations,  which  it 
was  beHeved  would  operate  beneficially, 
and  which  were  not  intentionally  framed 
to  exclude  either  Scotchmen  or  Irish- 
men. If  in  their  operation  they  were 
found  to  hay^  such  an  effect,  represen- 
tation of  the  fact  woidd  be  listened  to, 
and  such  alterations  made  as  would 
remedy  the  evil. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  acknowledged 
that  in  troubling  the  House  with  any 
remarks  on  that  occasion  he  did  so  on 
personal  grounds,  because  he  was  con- 
meoted  with  one  of  the  Scotch  Univer- 
sitiee — namely,  that  of  Aberdeen,  and 
lie  had  had  an  opportunity  of  finding 
out  what  sort  of  men  went  to  Scotch 
XJnivermties,  and,  in  his  opinion,  the 
hard  work  they  had  there  fitted  them 
for  service  to  their  country  afterwards. 
That  being  so,  they  had  to  consider  what 
^as  the  effect  of  this  Minute  on  those 
men.  The  noble  Lord  had  said  that 
^ey  were  not  affected  at  all.  They  were 
affected  very  much  indeed.  The  noble 
Ix>rd  said  that  they  might  get  their 
education  before  they  were  19;  but  at 
the  present  moment  they  passed  their 
degrees  at  the  University  first,  and  then 
came  up  for  examination.  It  was  im- 
possible for  them  to  subject  themselves 
to  this  examination  and  then  go  to  the 
University  afterwards.  The  effect  of 
this  system  would  be  to  exclude  the 
students  of  Scotch  Universities  from  the 
part  which  they  had  hitherto  taken  in 
the  Indian  Oivil  Service.  One-tenth  of 
the  whole  came  from  the  Scotch  Univer- 
sities, and  they  would  aU  acknowledge 
the  ability  with  which  that  Service  was 
eonducted.  The  question  was  whether 
they  would  support  and  endorse  a  system 
the  practicai  woiking  of  which  would 


be  to  throw  the  Indian  Civil  Service  into 
an  Oxford  or  Cambridge  College,  more 
probably  into  an  Oxford  College  ?  He 
did  not  consider  that  the  argument  for 
the  association  of  young  men  before  they 
went  out  to  India  carried  conviction  with 
it;  for  how  could  they  secure  associa- 
tion? The  system  might  result  in  a 
special  Oxford  College  for  the  purpose 
of  the  Indian  Service ;  but  he  ventured 
to  think  it  would  be  better  if  students 
had  been  left  to  run  their  chance  of 
competing  in  an  examination  in  London. 
He  believed  that  some  people  enter- 
tained the  idea  that  the  moral  conduct 
of  the  students  would  be  better  pre- 
served by  their  being  at  Oxford  rather 
than  in  London;  but  if  they  were  so 
weak  in  their  morale  that  they  required 
that  protection,  so  much  the  worse  for 
the  niture  government  of  India.  He 
trusted  that  the  scheme  would  be  re- 
garded as  purely  tentative,  and  he 
doubted  whether  this  particular  plan  of 
giving  a  monopoly  to  a  particular  Col- 
lege of  Oxford  would  answer. 

Captain  NOLAN  said,  the  idea  of 
there  being  any  association  necessary 
for  the  training  of  young  men  for  the 
future  government  of  India  was  a  bit  of 
nonsense.  The  simple  question  was 
whether  a  monopoly  should  be  given  to 
the  English  Universities.  He  had  gone 
through  a  competitive  examination,  and 
he  thought  the  examinations  ought  to 
be  open  to  aU  young  men  who  believed 
they  were  competent  to  go  through  the 
ordeal,  and  that  they  should  not  be  con- 
fined to  the  sons  of  the  g^at  and  inde- 
pendent, who  had  influence  which  was 
used  for  their  relatives  or  friends.  Some 
slight  concession  had  been  made  by  the 
Government  to  the  Irish  Universities; 
but  the  appointments  were  reserved 
principally  for  Oxford. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  remarked 
that  all  those  who  had  spoken  against 
Lord  Salisbury's  scheme  had  spoken  on 
behalf  of  Scotland  and  Ireland,  and  not 
of  England.  He  believed  that  English 
University  opinion  was  by  no  means 
unanimously  in  favour  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury's scheme.  That  opinion  rather 
was  that  the  attendance  of  students  of 
one  particular  class  at  the  University, 
taking  no  part  in  its  ordinary  work, 
would  be  a  curse  to  the  University  and 
no  great  advantage  to  the  students. 

Mr.  Law  observed  that  if  the  facts 
stated  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
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Lyon  Playfair)  were  correct,  the  opinion 
of  those  most  competent  to  judge — 
namely,  the  Indian  officials — ^had  been 
given  decidedly  against  the  proposed 
change.  Lord  Salisbury  thought  it  im- 
portant to  have  the  opinion  of  these 
officials  for  his  guidance,  and  it  now  ap- 
peared that  95  were  against  the  reduction 
of  age  and  only  15  in  its  favour.  If 
that  were  so,  why  should  the  opinion 
of  those  Indian  officials  be  completely 
disregarded  by  the  noble  Lord?  The 
proposed  change  would  be  a  most  serious 
interference  with  the  interests  of  the 
Scotch  and  Irish  Universities.  He  hoped 
the  proposal  would  receive  more  con- 
sideration before  anything  was  done  in 
the  matter. 

VOTES    ON    ACCOUNT. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  that  he  under- 
stood Army  Estimates  were  not  to  be 
taken,  and  that  the  House  was  asked  to 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  for  the  pur- 
pose simply  of  voting  large  sums  on 
account  of  Civil  Service  Estmiates.  He 
wished,  therefore,  on  his  own  behalf,  and 
on  behalf  of  several  hon.  Friends  near 
him,  to  enter  a  strong  protest  against  the 
course  which  the  Oovemment  intended 
to  pursue.  He  had  placed  on  the  Notice 
Paper  a  Besolution  on  the  subject  which 
the  Forms  of  the  House  did  not  allow 
him  to  move :  it  was  to  this  effect — ; 

*'  That  it  is  not  expedient,  at  so  late  a  period 
of  the  Session,  to  grant  any  further  Votes  on 
Account  for  Civil  Service  Estimates." 

In  preparing  that  Besolution  he  had  fol- 
lowed the  exact  words  used  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Home  Se- 
cretary, in  a  Motion  which  he  brought 
forward  on  May  25th,  1871,  and  which 
he  supported  in  a  speech  strongly  con- 
denming  the  Liberal  Government  for 
proposing  Votes  on  Account  at  so  late  a 
period  of  the  Session.  But  they  had 
now  arrived  at  a  month  later  in  the 
Session,  and  there  was  all  the  more 
reason  why  the  House  should  resist  the 
proposals  of  the  (Government.  In  1871, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Cross)  brou^t  forward  his  Motion,  it 
was  receivea  with  quite  a  chorus  of  ap- 
proval from  the  Oonservative  benches. 
The  hon.  Member  for  West  Norfolk 
(Mr.  Bentinok)  complained  of  the  great 
abuses  which  must  necessarily  arise  from 
deferring  the  full  consideration  of  the 
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Estimates  by  passing  Votes  on  Aeooust. 
The  present  Iirst  Lord  of  the  Admiraltj 
took  the  same  line,  and  tiie  right  hem. 
Gentleman  the  senior  Member  for  Ox- 
fordshire (Mr.  Henley),  with  hiB  uraal 
terseness  and  deamess  of  ezpreanoo, 
condemned  the  practice  of  discuning^  the 
Estimates  at  so  late  a  period  that  tbej 
might  be  said  to  be  shuffled  through  tfaje 
House  rather  than  discussed;  and  ha 
expressed  the  suspicion  that  the  Esti- 
mates might  be  purposely  delayed  €rom 
the  desire  of  Mimsters  to  shut  the  moutiu 
of  private  Members  who  wished  to  bring 
forward  Motions  on  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply.  Let  the  House  remember  the 
position  in  which  they  were  placed  in 
this  matter.  There  had  alreadj  been  a 
larffe  sum  gpranted  in  Votes  on  Aoooant 
at  we  beginning  of  the  Session,  amimnt- 
ing  to  £8,606,000,  and  there  was,  no 
doubt,  a  justification  for  that  pooeeding 
in  consequence  of  the  operation  of  the 
Exchequer  and  Audit  Ajot,  which  com- 
pelled the  surrender  of  unexpended 
balances  at  the  close  of  the  finanirial 
year.  It  was  therefore  neooeeaiy,  in 
order  to  meet  the  current  expenditure, 
for  the  Government  early  in  Aj^anl  to  m£k 
for  Votes  on  Account  in  antimpatioa  of 
Committee  of  Supply  on  detailed  Esti- 
mates. He  did  not  object  to  that  oooxse 
provided  only  a  moderate  sum  were 
asked  for ;  but  the  case  was  altogether 
different  at  later  periods  of  the  Session. 
The  Government  now  asked  them  to 
vote  at  the  end  of  June  the  sum  of 
£1,327,910  on  account  of  Civil  Service 
Estimates,  which  was  equal  to  five  or 
six  weeks  expenditure,  and  if  it  weve 
granted,  what  would  be  the  conse* 
quence  ?  Most  probably  that  the  con- 
sideration of  Civil  Service  Estimates 
would  be  thrown  over  to  Aug^ust,  when 
it  would  be  utterly  impossible  to  give 
them  any  serious  attention.  Probablj 
they  would  be  hurried  throueh  in  a 
small  and  jaded  House,  upon  a  Morning 
Sitting  on  a  Saturday  in  the  first  or 
second  week  in  Aumst,  when  the 
slightest  attempt  at  discussion  would 
be  resented  as  an  intolerable  nuisance. 
They  would  probably  be  told,  as  was 
customary  upon  these  oocasions,  that  it 
was  an  "Imperial  necessity"  to  pass 
this  Vote  on  Account  to  meet  the  £n- 
gagements  of  the  Government  at  Qoaztsr 
Day;  but  who  were  to  blame  for  the 
existing  difficulty  ?  Clearly  the  Qoreni* 
ment  ^emselves,  by  the  way  in  which 


465 


Fotsi  on  Aeeount.  {  Jxjnb  28,  1877 1  VoUi  on  Account. 


466 


they  had  managed  the  business  of  the 
House  in  postponing  Supply  to  this  late 
period  of  the  Session.  They  might  have 
availed  themselves  of  several  Mondays 
which  they  had  devoted  to  other  Business 
not  of  a  pressing  character.  Take,  for 
instance,  the  F^risons  Bill,  for  which 
there  was  no  ureent  neces^ty,  but 
which  had  occupied  at  least  two  Mon- 
days which  might  otherwise  have  been 
devoted  to  ma]ang  considerable  progress 
with  the  Estimates.  The  other  day,  on 
a  public  occasion,  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  alluded  to  the  large  amount 
of  time  which  had  been  swaJlowed  up 
by  the  Prisons  Bill,  and  to  the  probable 
lame  demands  upon  the  national  funds 
which  would  result  from  that  piece  of 
legislation.  The  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
was  no  doubt  right  in  his  statement; 
but,  without  dwelling  upon  any  indi- 
vidual case,  it  was  quite  evident  that 
the  Government  by  ^vine  precedence  to 
Oommittee  of  Supply  might  have  pre- 
Tented  the  House  oeing  driven  into  its 
present  position.  The  practice  of  Votes 
on  Account  was  so  objectionable  that  it 
would  be  right  to  take  strong  measures 
to  put  a  stop  to  them ;  and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  if  the  Vote  were  refused  on 
the  present  occasion,  although  there 
znight  be  some  temporary  inconvenience 
to  the  Government  Departments,  there 
would  be  a  final  stop  put  to  the  vicious 
practice  in  future  Seissions. 

TheOHANOELLOR  of  the  EXOHE- 
QTJEB  said,  he  could  see  nothing  prac- 
tical in  such  speeches  as  that  to  which 
the  House  had  just  been  listening,  which 
took  up  a  good  deal  of  time,  and  which 
stood  in  the  way  of  the  very  thing  which 
the  speakers  themselves  contended  ouffht 
to  be  done.  They  were  all  agreed  mat 
one  of  the  most  important  duties  of  the 
House  of  Oommons  was  to  canvass  the 
Estimates  in  Supplv,  and  any  Gt)vem- 
xnent  that  attempted  to  prevent  the  can- 
Tassing  of  the  Estimates  would  be  g^ty 
of  great  misconduct.  But  the  Govern- 
ment had,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  done  all 
they  could  to  bring  in  Supply  on  various 
occasions  since  the  openmg  of  the  Ses- 
sion. Indeed,  he  would  venture  to  say 
that  in  no  previous  Session  had  the 
House  been  so  ofcen  invited  to  go  into 
Oommittee  of  Supply.  When,  however, 
Sup^y  was  put  on  the  Notice  Paper  as 
the  business  of  the  evening,  the  time 
was  oocinued  in  discussing  Motions  of 
various  kinds — a  course  to  which  he 


offered  no  objection  —  until  near  12 
o'clock,  when  it  was  urg^  that  it  was 
too  late  to  proceed  with  Supply.  It  was 
not,  therefore,  the  fault  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  were  not  able  to  get  into 
Supply.  It  was -not  by  any  action  of  the 
Government  that  that  night  had  been 
occupied  with  other  matters  than  Supply, 
and  on  other  occasions  they  had  oeen 
prevented  from  going  into  Supply  in  con- 
sequence of  the  tirosome  debates  that 
haa  taken  place  on  such  unimportant 
subjects  as  the  Queen's  Plates  and  Se- 
cret Service  money  .On  one  occasion  no 
less  than  six-and-a-half  hours  had,  he 
recollected,  been  consumed  in  getting 
through  five  Votes.  K  that  was  the 
course  to  be  pursued,  the  House  must 
make  up  its  mind  to  sit,  not  only  into 
August,  but  into  September,  and  it  was 
very  probable  as  it  was  that  the  Session 
would  be  an  unusually  long  one.  It  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  take  Votes  on 
Account,  otherwise  the  money  would  not 
be  forthcoming  with  which  to  pay  the 
current  services  of  the  oountiy.  Next 
Monday  a  fresh  quarter  would  be  com- 
menced, and  the  ordinary  quarterly  pay- 
ments would  become  due;  and  he  wished 
to  know  whether  the  House  desired  that 
the  Oovemment  should  tell  the  Civil 
servants  that  they  could  not  pay  their 
salaries  because  the  House  refused  to 
vote  the  money  for  them?  He  could 
assure  them  that  he  was  not  at  all 
anxious  to  take  Votes  on  Account,  be- 
cause by  doing  so  an  opportunity  was 
afforded  to  hon.  Members  of  raising  the 
same  objections  to  a  Vote  over  and  over 
again.  The  Government  had  endea- 
voured ever  since  Friday,  the  16th 
March,  to  brine  forward  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Estimates,  but  without  success.  It 
was  not  the  &tult  of  Government  that 
different  subjects  had  been  brought  for- 
ward for  discussion  on  going  into  Supply, 
because  they  had  no  power  to  prevent 
such  subjects  being  brought  forward. 
The  result  of  the  course  wmoh  had  been 
taken  in  the  present  instance  by  the 
hon.  Member  would  be,  whatever  might 
be  his  intention,  simple  obstruction,  and 
it  seemed  like  an  attempt,  under  the 
guise  of  tiying  to  get  forward,  to  pre- 
vent them  from  getting  forward.  Under 
the  present  system  of  surrendering  the 
balances  at  the  end  of  the  year,  the 
Government  must  ask  for  Votes  on  Ac- 
count, otherwise  they  could  not  oanrr  on 
the  business  of  the   country.     What 
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remedy  did  the  bon.  Member  propose 
for  it  ?  Were  the  Goyemment  to  abolisb 
the  system  of  surrendering  the  balances 
at  the  end  of  the  year  ?  pi£r.  Bylands  : 
No !]  Did  he  mean  to  hmit  the  power 
of  hon.  Members  to  move  Amendments 
on  the  Motion  that  the  House  do  re- 
solye  itself  into  a  Committee  of  Supply  ? 
[Mr.  Etlaubs  :  No !]  Then  what  did 
the  hon.  Member  mean  ?  Was  the  House 
before  it  besan  any  legislative  measures 
to  pass  all  the  Votes  in  Supply  ?  If  so, 
he  was  a&aid  there  would  oe  an  outcry 
against  the  GK>Temm^it  for  endeavour- 
ing to  curtail  the  sitting  of  Parliament. 
The  real  truth  was,  that  if  the  House 
desired  that  its  Business  should  be  pro- 
perly conducted,  it  must  assist  in  doing 
it  properly,  and  hon.  Members  must  not 
oome  forward,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  had  done,  obstructing,  and  not 
facilitating  business.  The  Government 
had  alreaay  overdrawn  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, and  if  this  Vote  on  Account  were 
not  passed  the  greatest  irregularity 
would  result,  and  the  public  serv^e 
must  necessarily  suflfer. 

Mb.  dill wYN  said,  it  was  for  the 
Government  to  say  how  they  would  ob- 
tain money.  The  Government  were^re- 
sponsible  for  the  conduct  of  Business  in 
tnat  House,  and  it  was  their  duty  to 
facilitate  it,  instead  of  which  they  occu- 
pied the  Morning  Sittings  with  measures 
that  were  of  no  importance.  The  pre- 
sent Government  had  the  whole  time  of 
the  Session  at  their  disposal,  and  what 
legislation  had  they  to  show  for  it  ?  He 
might  be  called  obstructive.  But  the 
re^  question  was,  whether  or  not  the 
House  was  to  control  the  supplies  ?  He 
thought  it  could  not  do  so  if  the  Votes 
were  taken  at  so  late  a  period  in  the 
Session  and  in  a  lump  sum. 

Mr.  GOLDSMID  maintained  that  the 
statement  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  in  regard  to  Civil  Service  Es- 
timates in  the  early  part  of  the  Session 
had  materially  faoihtated  the  progress 
of  the  Estimates.  The  best  way  to 
ffet  through  Supply  would  be  to  have 
Morning  Sittings,  at  which  it  could  be 

The  Mabqubss  of  HABTINGTON 
said,  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  was 
not  deserving  of  the  censure  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  passed 
upon  him.  The  right  hon.  GenUemaa 
had  addressed  the  House  at  considerable 
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leneth,  and  did  not  appear  to  be  ez* 
ceedinglv  anxious  to  go  into  Committee 
of  Supply.  He  (the  Marquen  of  Ear- 
tington)  did  not  think  that  when  a 
Vote  on  Account  was  asked  for  they 
were  wasting  time  in  asking  whether 
the  Business  of  the  House  had  been 
conducted  in  the  most  satisfaotoiy  man- 
ner. There  was  a  Standing  Order  that 
on  Mondays  no  Motions  ooold  be 
broup^ht  forward  on  Supply  except  in 
relation  to  the  Estimates,  waA,  the  Oo- 
vemment  had  not  availed  themselves  of 
the  feujilities  given  by  that  Order.  At  a 
very  early  period  of  the  Seseioa  thej 
had  askea  lor  Morning  Sittings ;  but 
they  had  used  these  Sittings  far  tiie 
purpose  of  advancing  Bills  whkh,  in 
the  opinion  of  a  considerable  number  of 
Members,  were  of  no  great  importaDoe» 
and  not  in  taking  Suf^y.  On  the 
evenings  of  the  days  on  whidi  Mom* 
ing  Sittings  were  held  the  House  was 
generally  counted  out,  and  Membetm 
who  were  thus  prevented  from  bringing 
forward  their  Motions  naturally  took 
advantage  of  the  first  night  when 
Supply  was  down  to  bring  them  before 
the  House.  It  was  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  and  not  the  conduct  of  the 
House  which  had  rendered  it  necessary 
to  make  this  demand  for  a  Vote  on 
Account  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  admitted  was  objectionaUe. 

Mb.  BXTTT  thought  the  charge  of  ob- 
struction made  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Burnley  was  perfectly  unfounded. 
He  was  not  obstructing  the  busineeeof 
Supply,  but  obstructing  a  Vote  on  Ac^ 
count  to  which  they  all  objected.  They 
understood  that  the  business  of  the 
night  was  to  be  the  Army  Estimates, 
and  not  one  of  these  Motions  oould  have 
been  brought  forward  if  the  (Govern- 
ment had  taken  the  Army  Estimatee, 
He  thought  it  was  better  that  legisla- 
tion should  be  postponed  than  such  a 
violation  of  the  Constitution  should  oc- 
cur as  the  House  losinj^  control  over 
the  Army  Estimates.  K  he  withdrew 
his  opposition  to  the  Vote  on  Account, 
he  should  like  to  know  if  the  Goveni- 
ment  would  name  a  day  on  which  the 
Estimates  would  oome  before  the  House, 
so  that  they  might  have  an  opportonitf 
of  discussing  them  ?  Take,  for  instance, 
the  Irish  EcUication  Estimates,  on  whi^ 
there  were  important  Motions  that  they 
desired  to  have  the  <^portoai^  of  dis* 
cussing. 
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Mb.  OATHOBNE  HARDY  expressed 
a  hope  that  the  Busiiiess  of  the  evening 
might  proceed  without  heated  contro- 
Teroy  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House.  He  would  remind  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington)  that  eight  Mondays  had  al- 
ready been  taken  in  Supply.  On  two  of 
them  the  Army  Estimates  had  been  set 
down  with  the  unusual  result  that  only 
two  Votes  had  been  obtained  on  eaen 
oooasion,  while  to-night  Supply  had  not 
yet  been  reached.  As  for  the  present 
state  of  Business,  the  interests  of  the 
private  Members  seemed  to  him  to  be 
as  much  concerned  as  those  of  the  Go- 
Tenunent.  That  night  there  had  been 
82  Motions  on  the  Paper,  and  nobody 
knew  beforehand  whicn  of  them  would 
be  taken.  Surely  some  remedy  for  this 
state  of  things  was  desirable  r  It  was 
now  the  intention  of  the  Goyemment  to 
proceed  steadily  with  the  Estimates, 
and  he  could  assure  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt]  that 
the  House  would  have  a  full  oppor- 
tunity for  discussing  the  various  items. 
He  hoped  that  that  evening  the  House 
would  grant  the  Vote  which  was  so 
necessary  for  the  carrying  on  of  the 
public  service. 

Mb,  PABNELL  wished  to  remark  on, 
not  to  say  contradict,  the  statement  of 
the  Ghancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  to 
the  vast  amount  of  time  expended  in 
discussing  the  Secret  Service  vote,  and 
also  the  Vote  for  Queen's  Hates  for 
Ireland  and  Scotland.  He  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  was  in  the  House  that  night,  and 
there  were  just  two  hours  spent  on  the 
Secret  Service  Vote.  Many  of  the 
speeches  were  of  10  or  15  minutes' 
length,  and  on  his  own  part  he  spoke 
only  five  minutes.  It  was  a  subject  of 
great  interest,  and  the  Ghancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  must  agree  that  the  time  was 
not  ill-spent.  As  to  the  Queen's  Plates 
Votes,  uie  Scotch  Hates  were  discussed 
by  Scotch  Members  almost  entirely,  and 
the  next  Vote  was  opposed  by  the  noble 
Lord  sitting  just  behind  the  Treasury 
Bench  (Lord  Kandolph  Ghurohill),  and 
his  ^eeoh  much  exceeded  in  lengtiii  that 
of  any  oth»  ^eeoh  made  during  tiie 
evening  by  any  Member  in  oonnection 
with  the  Secret  Service  Vote.  Those 
two  Votes  did  not  take  much  more  than 
an  hour,  so  thai  whea  the  Ghancellor  of 
the  Exchequev  threw  up  his  hands  and 
ealled  upoa  the  House  to  bear  witness 


to  the  time  wasted  it  was  quite  unneces- 
sary. He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Kylands)  would  not  be  de- 
terred from  doing  his  duty  by  the  charge 
of  obstruction.  He  had  heard  that 
charge  made  by  many  persons,  and  by 
writers  in  the  newspapers,  during  the 
present  Session,  but  in  no  case  was  that 
charge  substantiated.  He  regretted  the 
Ghancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  fol- 
lowed that  bad  example,  and  if  he  had' 
tried  to  substantiate  that  charge  he 
would  have  found  himself  unable  to 
doso^ 

Question,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Ghair,"  put,  and  agreed  U, 

Supply — considered  in  Gommittee. 
(In  the  Gommittee.) 

CIVIL  SERVICE  AND  BEVENXJE  DB- 
PARTMENT8  ESTIMATES,  VOTE  ON 
ACCOUNT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  afnrther  8iun,notexceediiig£l,827,910, 
be  g^ranted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  accoant,  for  or 
towards  defraying  the  Chsa*cre  for  the  following 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments,  to  the 
3l8t  day  of  March  1S78 :  vis.— 

CIVIL  SEEVICE8. 

Glass  I. 


Metropolitan  Police  Courts 

Glass  II. 

Ireland: — 

Chief  Secretary's  Office     .. 

Boundary  Survey 

Charitable  Donations  and  ^Bequests 

Office  . .  . . 

Local  Gk)veniment  Board 
Public  Record  Office 
Public  Works  Office 
Register  Office,  G^^ieral    ..  •« 

General  Survey  and  Valuation 

Glass  m. 

England: — 

Law  Charges 

Criminal  Prosecutions 

Chancery  Division,  High  Court  ot 

Justice  .  •  •  •  . . 

Queen's  Bench,  &o.  Divisions,  High 

Court  of  Justice 
Probate  and  Divorce  Begistriss,  High 

Court  of  Justice 
Admiralty  Registry,  Hi^  Court  of 

Justice  .  •  .  •  • . 

Wreck  Commissioner'B  Office 
Bankjrnptcy  Court,  London  •  • 

Counhr  Courts    .. 
Land  Registry  Office 


£ 
900 


2,200 
60 

200 
11,000 

600 
2,000 
1,000 
1,800 


•  • 


5,000 
15,000 

15,000 

5,000 

8,000 

1,200 

1,000 

4,500 

80^000 

500 
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Police  OourtB,  London  and  Sheemeas 

Metropolitan  Police 

Convict  Establishments  in  England 

and  the  Colonies 
County  Prisons,  Great  Britain 
Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum 

Scotland: — 
Lord  Advocate,  and  Criminal  Pro- 
ceedings 
Courts  of  Law  and  Justice 
Repster  House  Departments 
Prisons  and  Judicial  Statistics 

Ireland: — 
Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Ptosecu 

tions  . . 
Court  of  Chancery 
Common  Law  Courts 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency 
Landed  instates  uoiurt 
Probate  Court  .  • 
Admiralty  Court  Registry 
Registry  of  Deeds 
Registry  of  Judgments 
Diu)lin  Metropolitan  Police 
Constabulaiy 
Government  Prisons,  &c. 
Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum 
Miscellaneous  Legal  Charges 

Class  IV. 

England: — 
Public  Education 
Science  and  Art  Department 
British  Museum  . . 
National  Gkdlery 
National  Portrait  Gallery 
Learned  Societies 
University  of  London 
Deep  Sea  Exploring  Exjpedition 
Pans  International  Exhibition 

Scotland: — 
Public  Education 
Board  of  Education 
Universities,  &c. 
National  Gkdlery 

Ireland: — 
Public  Education 
National  Gallery 
Queen's  University 
Queen's  Colleges 


Glass  Y. 

Diplomatic  Services 
Consular  Services 
Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid     . . 
Orange    River    Territory   and 

Helena 
Suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade 
Tonnage  Bounties,  &c 
Emigration  . .  . . 

Suez  Canal  (British  DirectorB) 


St 


Class  VI. 

Sopenumuation  and  Retired  Allow- 


(COMMONS) 


£ 
1,200 
70,000 

30,000 
8,000 
2,600 


6,000 
5,000 
3,600 
2,000 


7,600 
3,600 
2,600 
1,000 
1,000 
1,000 

200 
2,000 

260 

6,000 

26,000 

3,600 

600 
6,000 
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160,000 

26,000 

9,000 

600 

200 

1,200 

900 

300 

1,200 

76,000 

260 

1,600 

200 

60,000 

200 

400 

1,000 


10,000 

20,000 

6,000 

260 
600 
1,600 
260 
160 


Relief  of  Distressed  British  Seamen 

Abroad 
Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland  . . 
Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other 

Allowances,  Great  Britain 
Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other 

AUowanoes,  Ireland 
Commutation  of  Annuities 

£ 
2,600 
2,000 

600 

600 

600 

Class  Vll. 

Temporary  Commissions 
Misoellaneoas  Expenses 

*  a 

*  • 

2,000 
1,000 

Total  for  Civil  Sorvioes 

•  a     • 

£747.910 

REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 

Customs 

Inland  Revenue  *. . 

Post  Office 

Post  Office  Packet  Service 

Post  Office  Telegraphs      . . 

80,000 
160,000 
200,000 

60,000 
100,000 

Merohaat  Seamen's  Fund  Pensions, 

wCCa  t*  ..  .8  a. 


86,000 
6,000 


Total  for  Revenue  Depaitments  ..    680,000 
Grand  Total    ..  £1,827,910' 


Mb.  Butt  moyed  the  redaction  of 
the  Vote  by  £316,750,  the  amount  in- 
cluded on  account  of  Class  4.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  persevere  with  his  opposition 
then,  if  he  had  the  assurance  that  there 
would  be  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  Irish  Education  Estunates.  At  the 
same  time,  he  reminded  them  of  a  Motion 
he  had  brought  forward  early  in  the 
Session,  on  wnieh  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  ag^reed  that  to  defer  Esti- 
mates to  a  late  period  of  the  Session  was, 
in  faxitf  to  deprive  Parliament  of  the 
proper  control  over  the  Estimates.  To 
vote  the  Estimates  and  to  guard  the 

Sublic  purse  was  the  first  and  hiffhest 
ut^  01  the  HousOa  But  so  mudi  of 
their  time  had  been  taken  up  in  '  * ' 
up  statutes,  that  the  House  had  lost 
control  over  the  Government  expendi- 
ture. When  he  contrasted  the  great 
promises  of  late  Sessions  with  the  little 
work  done,  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  they  ought  to  have  more  time  to 
discuss  the  Estimates. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding  £  1 ,0 1 1 , 1 60, 
be  granted  ^to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or 
towards  defraying  the  Gham  for  the  following 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments,  to  the 
31st  day  of  March  lS7S:*^Mr,  Bmtt,) 

The  O'CONOB  DON  said,  they  miffht 
without  difficulty  grant  a  Vote  onAo- 
count  if  the  Government  would  promiso 
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that  {he  Eetunatee  should  be  brought  on 
when  they  could  be  fulljdiscuBsed.  They 
were  entitled  to  ask  the  Gk)vemment  to 
fix  a  day  if  they  made  this  grant  on  ac- 
count. It  was  true  that  there  had  been 
82  Amendments  on  going  into  Oommittee 
of  Supply,  but  that  was  because  the 
Gbvemment  had  put  down  a  Yoto  on 
Account  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates ; 
and  therefore  every  Member  was  obliged 
to  put  his  Notice  down/ as  he  did  not 
know  what  might  take  place.  He 
thought  it  would  be  very  convenient  if 
the  (^ancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
state  what  particular  Yoto  would  be  pro- 
posed at  particular  times.  

The  CBLANOELLOE  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEK,  while  admitting  that  nothing 
could  be  more  reasonable  than  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Koscommon 
should  Hke  to  have  a  day  fixed  for  the 
Votes  in  which  they  were  interested, 
said,  it  was  obvious  that  the  Government 
could  not  promise  a  particular  day  for 
bringing  on  those  Yotes.  If  he  had 
been  asked  a  question  of  that  kind  last 
week,  he  should  have  said  that  the  Army 
Estimates  would  be  taken  on  Monday, 
and  the  Education  Estimates  on  the 
following  Monday.  But  the  discussion 
before  going  into  Committee  on  the 
Army  Stimates  prevented  that  course 
being  adopted.  What  he  proposed  was, 
to  take  Supply  every  Monday,  and  next 
week,  not  only  Monday,  but  Thursday 
also.  He  should  like  to  devote,  as  well, 
a  Morning  Sitting  to  Supply ;  but  he 
had  promised  that  Tuesdav  or  Friday 
morning  next  should  be  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry (Mr.  B.  Smyth)  for  the  Irish 
Sunday  Closing  Bill.  At  the  conclusion 
of  the  Army  Estimates  he  proposed  to 
proceed  with  Class  4,  including  the  Eng- 
Ush  and  Scotoh  Education  Votes,  but  did 
not  think  there  would  be  time  to  discuss 
the  Irish  Education  Vote  the  same  even- 
ing. He  wished  to  proceed  with  Supply 
as  quickly  as  possible. 

Mb.  OOLDSMID  said,  he  understood 
that  up  to  the  present  time  only  about 
17  hours  had  tms  Session  been  devoted 
to  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  in  Commit- 
tee of  Supply.  He  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  oecsretary  to  the  Treasury  would 
promise  that  in  fature  the  House  would 
DO  fumielied  with  Betums  as  to  the  time 
devoted  to  the  different  classes  of  Supply 
each  Session  P 


Mb.  Butt  said,  he  would  be  quite 
satisfied  with  an  assurance  that  the 
earliest  possible  day  after  the  Army 
Votes  would  be  given  for  a  discussion  of 
the  Irish  Education  Vote  and  Estimates. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  he  would  give  this  as- 
surance. 

Captain  NOLAN  hoped  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  give  a 
day  for  the  Education  Vote  for  Ireland. 
The  Irish  Members  had  to  go  away  long 
distances,  and  it  would  be  a  great  con- 
venience for  them  to  know  the  particular 
day. 

The  O'CONOE  DON  trusted  that  an 
early  day  would  be  named  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Iridh  University  Education 
Bill.  Should  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
be  in  a  position  to  give  a  day,  at  some 
reasonable  interval,  for  its  discussion, 
he  would  not  bring  on  the  Motion  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice  on  going 
Committee  of  Supply.     

Mb.  O'CONNOE  POWEE  asserted 
that  the  Government  was  responsible  for 
the  delay  in  getting  into  Committee  of 
Supply  to-night.  The  whole  difficulty 
was  due  to  the  fact  that  the  Government 
was  in  oonflict  with  the  intelligence  of 
the  House.  The  Government  had  a  me- 
chanical majority,  but  they  made  a  mis- 
take in  attempting  to  force  legislation 
which  was  not  wanted — Judicature  Bills 
and  the  like.  It  was  simply  impossible 
that  the  House  could  continue  to  be 
treated  in  this  manner,  and  for  the  pur- 
pose of  dividing  the  House  on  the  ques- 
tion, he  should  move  the  omission  of 
Class  I.  of  the  Estimates.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Oalway  (Captain 
Nolan)  had  written  to  the  C^ef  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  on  the  subject,  but  had 
received  no  satisfactory  reply. 

Mb.  butt  understood  the  Govern- 
ment were  pledged  to  bring  on  the  Esti- 
mates at  the  earliest  opportunity.  The 
question  of  Irish  Education  rose  out  of 
tiiat,  and  it  would  be  convenient  to  the 
Irish  Members  to  know  when  an  oppor- 
tunity for  discussing  the  Education  Es- 
timates would  be  afforded.  

The  CHANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEE  could  not  give  any  promise  as 
to  the  Irish  Education  Vote,  though  he 
hoped  it  might  come  forward  this  Session. 
As  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Oalway,  it  was  difficult  to 
pledge  the  Government  to  any  particular 
day,  because  it  was  impossible  to  say 
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how  long  the  English  Totds  might  take ; 
but  he  would  make  every  effort  to  oon- 
tnlt  th»  oonvenienoe  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, and  would  ffire  them  as  long 
notice  as  was  possible. 

Mb.  butt  said,  he  was  quite  satis- 
fied with  the  assurance  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  %oUhdraum. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBY  hoped 
that  a  day  would  be  named  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  limerick,  which 
would  ensure  its  discussion  in  a  full 
House. 

Mb.  FABNELL  thought  this  was  a 
good  opportunity  of  asking  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  what  Bills  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Gh>Temment  to  pro- 
ceed  with? 

The  chairman  said,  the  answer 
to  the  Question  would  be  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  FABNELL  said,  that  if  Supply 
had  to  wait  for  these  Bills,  Supply  would 
be  obtained  about  Christmas.  He  was 
anxious  to  get  a  definite  date  as  to  when 
the  Education  Bill  would  come  on  ? 

Captaiv  NOLAN  asked,  if  it  was 
really  the  intention  of  the  Gbvemment 
to  pass  the  Irish  Frisons  Bill  this  Ses- 
sion ? — so  that  Irish  Members  might  be 
in  a  position  to  tell  their  constituents  if 
they  would  have  to  pay  their  share  to 
the  English  prison  expenses,  and  support 
their  own  prisons  as  welL 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
said,  whether  the  Frisons  Bill  passed  or 
not  would  depend  upon  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. He  was  anxious  in  this  matter  to 
put  the  two  countries  on  an  equality. 

Majob  O'QORMAN:  What,  Sir,  do 
I  hear  ?  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  says 
in  the  matter  of  prisons  he  wishes  Ire- 
land and  England  to  be  on  an  equality. 
Is  that  what  he  says  ?  He  says  that  it 
is  only  with  regard  to  the  Frisons  Bill 
that  the  Irish  people  should  beplaoed 
on  an  equality  with  England.  Why  did 
not  he  say  so  last  Tuesday  week,  when 
it  was  deored  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
should  be  placed  on  an  equality  with  the 
people  of  England  with  regard  to  the 
franchise  ?  It  appears  to  me.  Sir,  it  is 
o^y  with  respect  to  punishment  that  we 
are  to  be  equalised.  M<  Order!"]  What! 
am  I  not  speaking  the  truth  ? 

Tke  Chancellor  of  the  Bxchc^pm 


Thb  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  is  out  of  Order.    

Thb  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB  thought  it  inconvenient  to  intro- 
duce discussion  of  these  Bills  on  a  Vote 
in  Supply.  He  assured  the  House  that 
the  Gfovemment  was  anxious  to  get  on 
with  the  Business  as  speedily  as  poeeible, 
and  he  appealed  to  hon.  Members  to 
support  the  Oovemment  in  prooeeding 
with  the  Business. 

Mb.  DILLWTN  commented  on  ^ 
conduct  of  the  Gbvemment  in  running 
the  important  Business  of  the  BessioQ 
to  the  end  of  it^  

The  CHANCELLOB  op  thb  EXOHE- 
QITEB  denied  that  the  Government  were 
open  to  such  a  remark.  If  they  pro- 
posed to  go  on  with  Bills,  they  were  told 
they  should  push  forward  Supply.  If 
they  endeavoured  to  go  on  with  8np|dy, 
they  were  told  they  should  push  forward 
the  Bills.  How  the  time  had  been  occu- 
pied, the  House  was  aware. 

Captaik  NOLAN  asked  why  there 
was  no  money  asked  for  on  account  of 
county  prisons  and  reformatories,  while 
there  was  a  Vote  on  Account  for  tke 
Oovemment  prisons  ?  The  Chief  Seore- 
taiy  had  merely  eluded  the  question. 
He  moved  to  report  Frogress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Fro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."-— 
{Captain  NoUm,) 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  ex- 
plained that  whether  the  Irish  Prisons 
Bill  passed  or  not,  England  and  Ireland 
would  be  on  the  same  footing  as  regarded 
the  expenses  of  prisons  until  April,  1 877. 
The  reason  why  there  was  no  change  in 
the  Vote  on  Account,  as  alluded  to,  was 
because  it  happened  that  none  of  the 
expenses  of  which  the  English  counties 
were  to  be  relieved  by  the  BngHih 
Frisons  Act  came  within  the  eumot 
year. 

Mb.  O'CONNOB  FOWEB  said,  that 
he  and  those  with  him  were  wiUiog 
to  offer  no  opposition  to  the  Irish  Frisons 
Bill,  provided  that  Irish  prisona  were 
placed  exactly  on  the  same  looting  as 
English  prisons,  and  that  the  same 
Amendments  were  incorporated  into  the 
Irish,  as  had  been  introduoed  into  die 
English  Bill. 

Majob  O'OOBMAN  :  Upon  tiw  same 
footing !  It  is  a  pity  that  the  right  ham* 
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Gentleman  did  not  make  this  atatement 
a  few  days  ago  on  the  Franchise  BilL 
It  appears  that  the  Irish  people  are  to 
be  put  on  the  same  footing,  as  regards 
pnsons  and  punishments,  but  not  as  re- 
gards the  firanohise.  [**  Order,  order!"] 

Thb  chairman  said,  it  was  out  of 
Order  to  refer  to  previous  debates. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  should  like 
to  ask  whether,  in  the  event  of  the  Irish 
and  Scotch  Prison  Bills  not  beins  passed, 
the  (Government  would  bring  m  a  Bill 
next  year  for  the  purpose  of  relieving 
the  Irish  and  Scotch  ratepayers  of  the 
year's  charge  thrown  on  them  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  Irish  and  Scotch 
prisons,  in  consequence  of  the  failure  to 
pass  these  Bills  this  Session  ? 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow; 
Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

HouBe  adjourned  at  half  after 

One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
Friday,  2^tkJune,  1877. 


MIN  UTES.]— Public  Bnxa— JVVt^  Bsadifif^ 
Tnunwaya*  (124);  Municipal  CorporationB 
(New  CharterB)*  (126). 

Second  Beadtng^TndQ  Marks  *  (106). 

CbMint^^  —  Metropolis  Toll  Bridges*  (46); 
Metropolis  Improvement  Provisional  Orders 
Conftrmation  (Great  Wild  Street,  &c.)  •  (81) ; 
Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (Brid- 
lington, &c.)  •  (107). 

Ckmrnittte-^S^fort—FvLbhc  Works  Loans*  (88). 

Sfipart—lSoTtolk  and  Suffolk  Fisheries*  (104) ; 
Local  Government  Board's  Provisional  Or- 
den  Confirmation  (Belper  Union,  Ac.)  *  (87). 

Third  JImm^m^ — Game  Laws  (Scotland)  Amena- 
flMnt  (97) ;  Oas  and  Water  Orders  Oonfir- 
matioii  (Abingdon,  ko,)*  (66),  and^MMSM^. 

BU88IA  AND  TTTEKEY— THE  WAR- 
EXCESSES  BY  THE  RUSSIAN  ARMY. 
aUBSnOK.      OBSEBVATIOKS. 

LoM>  STANLEY  of  ALDEELBY 
rose  to  Mk  the  Sectetary  of  State  for 
Foreiga  AStin,  If  instniotioiis  haye 
be«i  giTMi  to  Colonel  Wellesley  or  to 


other  British  officers  holding  similar  ap- 
pointments to  report  any  excesses  com- 
mitted by  the  Bussian  Army?  In  putting 
the  Question  the  noble  Lord  said: — 
Notwithstanding  Mr.  Brieht's  silence  at 
Birmingham,  and  notwithstanding  that 
the  Beform  Club  by  its  invitation  to 
Midhat  Pasha  has  disassociated  itself 
from  the  frenzy  of  last  Autumn  and  re- 
pudiated the  assertion  that  the  Turk  is 
''unspeakable"  and  that  the  Ottoman 
Parliament  is  not  worthy  of  respect  and 
confidence,  it  is  possible  that  there  may 
yet  be  a  few  persons  who  adhere  to  the 
wild  opinions  disseminated  last  Autumn. 
I  will  therefore  preface  the  Question  of 
which  I  have  ffiven  Notice  with  a  few 
observations.  After  reading  the  Papers 
respecting  the  treatment  of  the  IJmted 
Greeks  in  Poland  it  will  hardly  be  denied 
that  the  Bussian  soldiers  are  not  wholly 
incapable  of  committing  excesses.  StiU 
less,  after  what  has  been  reported  of  the 
massacre  by  the  Bussian  troops  of  the 
sick  and  wounded  in  the  hospitals  of 
Ardahan,  can  it  be  held  imnrobable  that 
the  Wallachian  peasants  wul  be  exposed 
to  great  oppression  by  the  Bussian  sol- 
diers, when  German  subjects  have  been 
the  victims  of  Bussian  ill-treatment  in 
Bucharest  itself.  And  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted that  the  Bussian  Army  is  more 
deserving  of  censure  for  acts  such  as 
those  at  Ardahan  than  the  Army  of  any 
other  nation,  when  it  is  remembered 
that  but  a  few  years  ago  it  was  Bussia 
which  summoned  the  nations  of  Europe 
to  a  Conference  at  Brussels  for  the 
avowed,  and  it  may  now  be  said  hypo- 
critical, purpose  of  humanizing  warfare 
and  pronibiting  explosive  bullets.  It 
will  also  be  remembered  that,  thanks  to 
the  wariness  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  this 
country  was  not  entangled  in  the  snares 
that  were  prepared  against  the  Maritime 
Powers,  for  the  Brussels  Conference 
came  to  nought,  and  separated  without 
being  able  to  carry  out  the  design  of  its 
promoters,  which  was  to  cripple  the 
offensive  and  defensive  capacity  of  the 
Maritime  Powers  by  exempting  private 
ships  fr^m  the  effects  of  war.  What, 
then,  is  to  be  thought  of  the  conduct  of 
Bussia  in  sinking  four  small  Turkish 
merchant  brigs  by  torpedoes?  Instead 
of  following  ^e  usage  not  onl^  of  civil- 
ized nations,  but  of  all  nations,  and 
calling  on  these  vessels  to  surrender,  the 
Bussians  destroyed  them  and  sent  their 
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crews  out  of  the  world  without  notice, 
by  treacherous  engines  more  repugnant 
to  humanity  than  the  explosive  bullets 
used  to  blow  up  ammunition  waggons. 
The  recent  declaration  of  a  leading  St. 
Petersburg  paper  was  therefore  very  op- 
portune when  it  stated  that  Eussia  is  not 
the  mandatory  of  Europe,  and  would  not 
accept  interference  with  its  conduct  of 
the  war ;  though  this  declaration  is  in- 
consistent with  Bussia's  previous  un- 
founded assumption  that  she  is  acting 
for  Europe,  and  with  the  sanction  of 
Europe.  Apart  from,  motives  of  hu- 
manity, this  question  has  become  neces- 
sary in  consequence  of  what  has  recently 
been  said  with  regard  to  Sir  Arnold 
Kemball.  That  officer,  in  the  exercise 
of  his  discretion  and  in  accordance  with 
the  gallantry  that  was  to  be  expected  of 
him  or  of  any  British  officer  charged 
with  reporting  on  military  events  and 
with  gainingmilitary  experience,  exposed 
himself  to  considerable  danger,  and  his 
doing  so  does  not  require  to  be  excused; 
indeed,  the  gist  of  Colonel  Wellesley's 
complaint,  and  the  indignity  put  upon 
him,  was  that  he  was  kept  in  the  rear ; 
and  it  was  hardly  necessary  to  state,  by 
way  of  giving  a  sop  to  those  who  ca- 
villed at  Sir  Amola  KembaU,  that  he 
was  charged  with  the  duty  of  reporting 
any  excesses  against  the  civil  popula- 
tion. But  if  Sir  Arnold  KembaU  re- 
ceived instructions  on  this  point,  it  is 
evident  that  they  are  equaUy  necessary 
in  the  case  of  Colonel  Wellesley,  and  of 
any  British  officer  accompanying  the 
Bussian  Army  near  Ardahan.  I  will 
not  ask  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  follow  me  through  all  the 
matters  I  have  touched  upon ;  but  I  will 
ask  him  if  our  neutrahty  wiU  not  be 
infringed  if  similar  instructions  are  not 
given  to  the  British  officers  in  both  of 
the  opposing  armies  ? 

The  Eabl  of  DEBBY:  In  answer  to 
the  Questions  of  the  noble  Lord  I  should 
say  that  no  special  instructions  have 
been  given  to  Colonel  Wellesley,  or  to 
other  British  officers  holding  similar 
appointments,  to  report  any  case  of  out- 
rage or  violence  committed  by  the  Bus- 
sian Army.  No  special  instructions  of 
that  kind  have  been  addressed  to  Colonel 
Wellesley;  but  it  is  well  understood 
that  the  duty  of  Military  Attaehis  ac- 
companying foreign  armies  is  to  send 
home  reports  of  any  operations  of  war 
or  any  circumstances  connected  with  the 

Lord  Stanhy  ofAld^rUy 


campaign  or  other  matters  which  thej 
may  think  important  or  interesting  to 
their  Oovemment.  I  have  no  doubt  dist 
if  any  act  of  the  kind  referred  to  came 
under  the  observation  of  a  British  officer 
he  would  send  home  a  report  of  it.  With 
regard  to  the  special  case  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  referred — that  of  8ir 
Amold  Kemball — ^it  was  thought  that 
civil  war,  attended  with  outrages,  might 
break  out  in  the  provinces  to  which  he 
was  sent,  and  that  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment might,  by  timely  represoits- 
tions,  prevent  the  recurrence  of  them. 
It  was  with  that  view  that  special  in- 
structions were  given  to  Sir  Amdd 
Kemball. 

GAME     LAWS     (SCOTLAND)    AMEND- 
MENT  BILL.— (Nob.  44-97-118.) 
{The  Earl  of  Botebeiy.) 

THJBJ}  BEADnra. 

Bill  read  3'  (according  to  Order.) 

The  Eabl  of  BOSEBEBY  said,  that 
in  Committee  he  had  proposed  an 
Amendment  to  the  4th  clause,  with 
the  view  of  remedying  eome  com- 
plaints  which  had  been  made  with  re- 
spect to  ''compensation  for  game  har- 
boured on  the  lands  of  the  lessor,"  and 
he  promised  to  consider  the  matter. 
After  having  given  it  that  oonsideratioii, 
he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
complaint  would  be  remedied  by  leaving 
out  the  words  which  had  reference  to 
ffame  that  might  be  harboured  on  the 
hmds  of  the  lessor  to  which  the  reserva- 
tion or  retention  applied.  He  therefore 
proposed  that  those  words  should  be 
omitted. 

Motion  agreed  to;  clause  amended 
accordingly. 

The  Eabl  of  SELKIBKt  moved  to 
insert  a  new  clause  to  follow  Clause  7— 

**  Where  in  an^  lease  made  subseqaaotly  to 
the  passmg  of  this  Act  a  lessor  and  Umee  hM,n 
agreed  that  any  claim  of  damage  arising  ufid« 
tms  Act  shall  be  referred  to  arbitzmtion,  tb« 
same  shall  be  referred  to  arbitration  in  Uw 
manner,  and  subject  to  the  provisions  mentioned 
in  the  lease,  but  if  the  lease  contains  no  povi- 
sions  as  to  the  manner  of  arbitration,  or  if  ftv 
any  reason  such  provisions  cannot  be  obsorred, 
then  the  arbitration  shall  be  conducted  ia  thfl 
manner  hereinafter  in  this  Act  mentioned." 

As  he  had  already  pointed  out,  if  A« 
dause  were  left  as  it  now  stood  there 
would  be  two  sets  of  arbitrators,  one 
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appointed  under  the  Act,  and  the  other 
named  in  the  lease.  The  effect  of  this 
would  be  that  the  former  would  super- 
sede the  latter,  who  had  been  chosen  by 
the  parties. 

The  Eabl  of  BOSEBEEY  said,  that 
when  on  a  former  occasion  the  noble  Earl 
brought  forward  his  Amendment,  he  used 
the  argument  that  where  therewere  gene- 
ral clauses  of  arbitration  in  the  lease  it 
would  bemoreconyenientandwould  cause 
less  confusion  if  the  arbitration  under 
this  Bill  were  confined  to  those  general 
dauses.  But  under  this  new  clause,  as 
proposed  by  the  noble  Earl,  the  ground 
for  his  previous  contention  obviously 
disappeared,  because  the  clause  spoke 
of  a  particular  arbitration  in  the  lease. 
The  arbitration  in  the  Bill  was  therefore 
to  be  set  against  an  unknown  arbitra- 
tion, composed  of  imknown  words. 
What  womd  they  g^ain  by  the  clause  ? 
They  would  not  eam  under  it  the  con- 
Temence  of  referring  to  general  arbitra- 
tion the  particular  arbitration  of  matters 
affecting  game.  They  simply  gained 
the  substitution  of  particular  words  of 
the  noble  Earl's  unknown  arbitration 
for  the  particular  kind  of  arbitration 
laid  down  in  the  Bill ;  but  it  stood  to 
reason  that  no  one  would  wish  to  change 
simplicity  and  uniformity  for  needless 
variety ;  and  no  one  would  wish  to  ex- 
change a  known  method  of  arbitration 
for  an  unknown  method.  It  might  be 
in  the  case  of  a  bad  landlord  that  his 
own  factor  would  be  appointed  arbitra- 
tor ;  and  in  that  case  tne  clause  would 
have  no  effect  at  all.  The  main  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  set  at  rest  the  agita- 
tion that  now  existed  on  the  subject  in 
Scotland;  but  if  they  allowed  persons 
who  were  carrying  on  that  agitation  the 
possibility  of  avauing  themselves  of  the 
noble  Earl's  Amendment,  they  would  be 
far  from  settling  the  agitation,  as  it  was 
hoped  they  would  be  able  to  do  by  the 
Bifi. 

The  LOED  OHANOELLOE  said, 
there  seemed  to  be  some  misunderstand- 
ing as  to  the  exact  position  of  the  ques- 
tion. His  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Bosebery)  said  that  when  in  any  lease 
there  was  an  arbitration  clause  there 
was  no  reason  why  any  dispu^s  which 
arose  under  this  Act  should  not  be  settled 
by  the  arbitrator  appointed  by  the  lease. 
But  his  noble  Friend  had  forgotten  that 
the  Bill  did  not  apply  to  any  existing 
lease,  but  only  to  future  leases,  and 

VOL.  OOXXXV.     [thibd  sbbibs.] 


therefore  they  might  put  aside  all  re- 
ference to  cases  where  there  was  at  pre- 
sent a  machinery  for  arbitration.  With 
regard  to  ^ture  arbitration,  if  there  was 
to  be  any  arbitration  at  all,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  there  could  not  be  a 
fairer  machinery  than  that  which  was 
provided  by  the  Bill.  Each  party  chose 
their  own  arbitrator,  who,  in  case  of 
disputes  between  themselves,  appointed 
an  umpire  who  would  decide  between 
them,  and  to  such  an  arbitration  as  that 
he  did  not  think  that  any  objection 
could  be  made.  The  Bill,  as  it  stood  at 
present,  only  provided  that  arbitration 
should  take  place  after  disputes  had 
arisen,  and  only  in  case  the  landlord  and 
tenant  agreed  to  refer  it  to  arbitration, 
instead  of  going  into  Court.  He  stated 
on  a  former  occasion,  when  the  noble 
Earl  on  the  cross  benches  (the  Earl  of 
Selkirk)  proposed  his  Amendment,  that 
it  appeared  to  him  that  it  would  be  a 
very  reasonable  alteration  to  make  in 
the  Bill,  and  that  it  would  be  an  im- 
provement if,  instead  of  providing  that 
any  disputes  that  might  arise  should  be 
settled  Dy  arbitration,  a  provision  could 
be  introduced  into  the  Bui  by  which  the 
landlord  and  tenant  could  stipulate  once 
and  for  all  that,  in  case  of  any  disputes 
arising  between  them  imder  the  Act, 
they  might  be  referred  to  arbitration 
under  the  arbitration  clause  of  this  Bill ; 
and  he  was  bound  to  add  that  he  was  to 
some  extent  responsible  for  the  drawing 
of  the  clause,  and  he  put  in  those  words 
to  give  effect  to  the  views  of  the  noble 
Earl.  At  the  same  time,  it  might  be 
said  that  they  went  too  far  and  prescribed 
a  mode  of  arbitration,  and  also  that  some 
of  the  subjects  of  arbitration  might  be 
different  from  those  described  in  the  Bill. 
He  thought  that  the  real  remedy  would 
be  some  slight  amendment  to  the  6th 
clause.  He  proposed  to  add  the  words — 

"  In  any  lease  made  subsequent  to  the  Act, 
such  question  should  be  referred  to  the  arbitra- 
tion provided  in  the  Bill." 

That  would  make  the  landlord  and 
tenant  coming  under  the  operation  of 
the  Act  say  at  once  whether  they  chose 
to  have  any  disputes  referred  to  the 
arbitration  under  the  Act  or  not,  and  he 
thought  that  if  those  words  were  in- 
serted they  would  meet  the  views  of  the 
noble  Earl. 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBEEY  quite 
agreed  with  the  Amendment  proposed 
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by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack.  

The  Eabl  of  SELKIBE  said,  that 
all  he  wanted  was  that  there  should  be 
no  doubt  as  to  the  power  of  the  land- 
lord and  tenant  to  refer  any  disputes 
that  might  arise  under  a  lease  to  the 
arbitrators  appointed  by  the  lease,  and 
he  understood  that  when  the  Bill  was 
passing  through  the  House  of  Commons 
there  was  no  objection  to  such  a  provi- 
sion being  made ;  but,  to  his  astonish- 
ment, when  the  Bill  came  into  their 
Lordships'  House,  he  found  it  was  not 
inserted.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
Amendment  suggested  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  would 
meet  the  case  as  completely  as  the 
clause  he  proposed. 

Eael  GRAJTVILLE  preferred  the 
words  suggested  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  to  the  clause 
now  suggested. 

The  Sukb  of  RICHMOND  aot 
GK)EDON  expressed  himself  of  the  same 
opinion.  The  only  obj  eddon  of  the  noble 
£arl  was  that  the  Bill  set  up  an  un- 
known system  of  arbitration  in'  Scot- 
land; but  he  thought  their  Lordships 
would  agree  to  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  and 
reject  the  clause  of  the  noble  Earl. 

Amendment  (by  leaye  of  the  House) 
toithdrawn. 

Then  the  Lord  Chancellor's  Amend- 
ment put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 


TRAMWAYS  BILL    [H-L.*] 

A  Bill  to  authoriBe  the  experimental  use  of 
Mechanical  Power  on  Tramwaya — Was  presented 
by  The  Lord  db  Ros  ;  read  IK    (No.  124.) 

MUNICIPAL  OOBPOBATIOKS  (nBW  CHABTEBS) 

BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  with  respect  to  the 
grant  of  Municipal  Charters — ^Was  presented 
by  The  Lokd  P&bbidsnt  ;  read  1».    (No.  126.) 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock, 

to  Monday  next, 

Eleren  o'clock. 


The  Earl  of  Rosebory 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  29^A  June,  1877. 


MIN  UTES.]— Supply— AMMt^^Af  in  CommtUt 
— Resolution  [June  28]  reported, 

PuBUO  Bills  —  First  Beading  —  Bgnmitary 
Education  Provisional  Orders  Confixnatioa 
(Felmingham,  &c.)  *  [223],  and  referred  to  tibi 
Examiners ;  Superannuation  (Mercantile  Ma* 
rine  Fund  Officers)  •  [2241. 

Second  Reading — Oyvter  and  Mussel  Fiaheriei 
Order  Confirmation*  [222] ;  Tramways  Oidm 
Confirmation  (Barton,  &o.)  *  [218]. 

Select  Committee — County  Officers  and  Cooiti 
(Ireland)  •  [67],  nominated. 

Committee — Report — Provisional  Orders  (Irdand) 
Confirmation  (Artizans  and  Labourers  Dv«Il. 
ings)  *  [201];  Provisional  Oiden  (In- 
land) Confirmation  (Ennis,  &c.)  *  [202]. 

Considered  as  amended — Saint  Stephen's  Green 
(Dublin)  •  [216]. 

QUESTIONS. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD- 
ENGINEER     INSPECTORS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  HUTCHINSON  asked  the  Pre- 
sident  of  the  Local  Gbvemment  Boaxd, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  cases  hare 
occurred  in  which  Engineer  Inspecton 
under  the  said  Board  have  eiven  evi- 
dence in  a  private  professions  capadtj 
before  Select  Committees  on  Ptivate 
Bills ;  and,  whether  he  will  state  to  the 
House  any  regulations  he  has  made,  or 
intends  to  make, .  in  order  to  prevent  a 
continuance  of  the  same  ? 

Mb.  SCLATEB-BOOTH  :  Sir,  a  case 
has  recently  been  brought  under  my 
notice  in  which  an  Engineer  Inspector 
acted  in  the  manner  referred  to  m  the 
Question,  and  I  have  since  ascertained 
that  in  three  or  four  other  instances  a 
similar  thing  has  occurred ;  but,  in  thoee 
cases,  the  consent  of  the  Department  was 
previously  obtained.  In  the  particular 
case  referred  to,  the  Inspector  does  not 
appear  to  have  been  aware  that  he  had 
committed  any  irregularity ;  but  I  hate 
taken  precautions  to  prevent  such  aa 
occurrence  in  future,  and  have  given 
specific  directions  ths^  the  Eng^ineering 
Inspectors  shall  not,  either  with  a  view 
of  ^ving  evidence  or  otherwise,  adviae 
in  their  private  capacity  on  any  matter 
within  tne  jurisdiction  of  the  Board  or 
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in  rdation  to  whioh  they  maj  be  re- 
qnired  to  ael  officially,  in  rcM^eot  to 
— "^--^  an  inquiry  is  oraered. 


EUS8IA    AND   TUBKET— THE   WABr— 

ALLEGED  BUSSIAN  ATBOGITIEB. 

QtrssnoK. 

Me.  E,  POWEE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  A^airs, 
If  the  (iOTemmoit  have  received  any 
information  as  to  the  atrocities  alleged 
to  have  been  committed  by  theBussians 
upon  the  Mussulman  population  of  the 
Caucasus ;  if  he  is  in  a  position  to  state 
whether  or  not  the  Bussian  Army,  in 
addition  to  pillaging  and  burning  Mus- 
sulman villages,  and  compelling  the  in- 
habitants to  declare  themselves  orthodox 
Christians,  under  pain  of  being  imme- 
diately put  to  death ;  if  women  and  g^rls 
are  being  massacred  after  undergoing 
the  most  frightful  outrages;  that  the 
male  inhabitants  who  are  spared  are 
bein^  sent  to  Siberia;  and  tnat  ^ese 
atrocities  are  being  accomplished  by  the 
orders  and  under  the  eyes  of  the  chiefs 
of  the  BussianAjrmy  ? 

Mb.  BOUBEE  :  Sir,  the  Turkish  Am- 
bassador  in  London  has  communicated 
to  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  a  telegram 
from  the  Porte  which  states  that  the 
atrocities  enumerated  in  this  Question 
have  been  committed;  but  Her  Ma- 
jesty's (Government  have  no  means  of 
obtainine  other  information,  as  they 
have  at  die  present  moment  no  Military 
Attaehi  serving  with  the  Bussian  Army 
in  Asia  and  no  Consular  Agents  in  the 
districts  occupied  by  Bussian  troops. 


THE  BBmSH  MUSEUM— 8ALABIES. 

QUESTION. 

Ma.  W.  0.  CABTWBIGHT  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  any 
decision  has  yet  been  come  to  in  regard 
to  the  Begulation  of  Salaries  of  Officers 
in  the  British  Museum  consequent  on 
the  scheme  which,  according  to  his  state- 
ment on  a  former  occasion,  was  to  have 
been  transmitted  by  the  Treasury  to  the 
Trustees  of  the  Museum  on  June  4th ; 
and,  in  the  event  of  no  definite  decision 
having  as  vet  been  arrived  at,  whether 
he  can  mace  any  explanatory  statement 
as  to  the  position  in  which  tiie  matter 
now  rests? 


Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Sir,  no  decision 
has  as  yet  been  arrived  at ;  I  will,  how- 
ever, state  exactly  the  position  in  which 
the  matter  now  stands.  In  February 
last,  the  Treasury  forwarded  to  the 
Trustees  the  outlines  of  a  scheme  based 
upon  the  2nd  of  the  Beports  made  by 
the  Play&ir  Committee  of  Inquiry.  In 
April  the  Trustees  relied,  proposing 
certain  modifications  of  detail,  to  most 
of  which  on  the  4th  of  June  the  Treasury 
assented,  so  far  as  they  were  consistent 
with  the  principles  of  the  Playfair  Be- 
port,  but  suggesting  alterations  in  the 
relative  numbers  of  some  of  the  classes, 
whereby  the  serious  increase  of  expense 
occasioned  by  the  improved  scale  of  sa- 
laries might  be  copipensated.  On  the 
20th  instant  the  Trustees  replied,  omit- 
ting to  notice  the  assurance  required  for 
an  alteration  of  numbers  in  the  several 
classes,  but  adhering  to  their  former 
proposal  in  particulars  quite  inconsistent 
with  the  scheme  originally  submitted  to 
them,  and  with  the  Playfair  Beport. 
The  Treasury  naturally  hesitates  to  add 
£7,000  per  annum  to  a  charge  for  sa- 
laries already  exceeding  £56,000  per 
annum,  without  obtaining  economies 
which  they  believe,  and  which  it  has 
been  partially  admitted,  might  be  effected 
by  the  consoUdation  of  departments,  and 
some  reduction  in  the  numbers  of  the 
more  highly-paid  classes  without  any 
sacrifice  of  efficiency  or  of  personal  in- 
terests. The  scheme  of  the  Trustees 
contains  not  only  the  extra  or  duty  pay 
of  the  Playfair  scheme,  but  also  a  hi^er 
commencing  salary  and  a  higher  maxi- 
mum salary  than  is  provided  in  that 
scheme  or  than  the  Treasury  believe  to 
be  necessary.  There  is  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  produce  the  Correspondence 
which  has  passed. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— THE  CIEOUITS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  C.  W.  WTNN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  the  Judges  do  not  go  Circuit  with  a 
Commission  of  General  Gaol  Delivery ; 
and,  if  this  be  so,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  has  declined 
at  the  approaching  Assizes  for  Mont- 
gomeryshire to  try  prisoners  committed 
to  the  Quarter  Sessions ;  although,  on 
the  present  occasion,  the  Assizes  will 
precede  the  Quarter  Sessions  ? 

B  2 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— UNIVERSITY  EDUCATION 
(IRELAND)  BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  BTJTT  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  can  give  an 
opportunity  of  disouseing  the  Universitj 
Education  (Ireland)  Bill  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  he  was  perfectly 
aware  from  the  communications  which 
had  been  made  to  him,  and  especially 
from  what  he  had  been  told  by  an  im- 
portant deputation  of  Irish  Members 
who  had  done  him  the  honour  to  call 
upon  him  some  time  ago,  that  great  in- 
terest was  felt  in  this  Bill  by  Members 
for  Ireland.  Now,  he  apprehended  that 
there  was  no  possibility  of  the  Bill  be- 
coming law  tms  Session ;  but  he  under- 
stood that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man and  others  were  desirous  of  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  its  provisions. 
He  might  say,  in  passing,  that  the  Bill 
was  one  which  the  Government  could 
not  accept,  and  in  regard  to  which  they 
would  feel  much  difficulty ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  it  might  be  a  measure  which 
it  would  be  proper  to  discuss.  That  dis- 
cussion oould  be  taken  either  upon  the 
Bill  itself,  or  upon  the  Irish  Education 
Estimates.  As,  however,  it  was  pro- 
bable that  as  much  time  would  be  taken 
up  the  one  way  as  the  other,  he  thought 
it  would  be  more  satisfactory  that  the 
discussion  should  be  held  on  the  BiU 
itself.  At  the  same  time  he  must  remind 
the  House  that,  on  the  previous  night, 
the  Government  were  pressed  bv  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  himself  and 
many  of  his  Friends,  as  well  as  by  others, 
to  go  on  with  Supply,  and  with  Supply 
they  must  go  on,  even  at  the  cost  of 
postponing  and  possibly  endangering 
some  of  their  own  Bills.  In  those  cir- 
cumstances, all  he  could  say  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was,  that  he 
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Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  remly, 
said,  he  believed  that  in  the  case  of  ful 
the  Circuits,  except  the  Northern  and 
the  North-Eastem,  there  was  a  com- 
mission of  general  gaol  delivery,  which 
would  embrace  all  prisoners,  whether 
committed  to  the  Assizes  or  to  the 
Quarter  Sessions.  He  was  not  aware 
that  Uie  Lord  Chief  Baron  had  declined 
to  try  prisoners  committed  to  the  Quarter 
Sessions. 


would  be  glad  if  he  found  himself  ahk 
by-and-bye,  during  the  month  of  July, 
to  g^ve  an  opportunity  for  the  discoMum 
of  the  University  Education  (IrelAnd) 
Bill.  Any  promise  he  oould  give  must, 
however,  be  contingent  on  the  progreis 
made  with  Supply  during  the  next  fort- 
night. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 

SUPPLY— COMMITTEK. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

COUNTY  FRANCHISE  AND  RE-DISTBI- 
BUTION  OP  SEATS. 
BESOLXmOK. 

Mb.  TEEYELYAN,  in  rising  to  mfm 
the  following  Resolutions : — 

**1.  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houn,  it 
would  be  desirable  to  adopt  a  nnifonn  Ptriift- 
mentary  Fx«nchi8e  for  Borough  and  Coioty 
constituencies. 

<*  2.  That  it  would  be  desirable  to  so  re-db. 
tribute  political  power  as  to  obtain  a  more  oon- 
plete  representation  of  the  opinion  of  the  eieo- 
toral  body," 

said:  I  trust  that  no  hon.  Oentlemsa 
will  complain  that  the  promoters  of 
these  Besolutions,  unappalled  bj  fre- 
quent defeats,  once  more  ask  Parhament 
to  g^ve  public  assent  to  propositions  the 
justice  of  which  no  one  in  priyate  ersa 
attempts  to  controvert.  As  long  as  t 
vast  grievance,  affecting  more  or  less 
three-fifths  of  the  population  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  remains  undenied  sod 
unredressed,  there  will  always  be  foosd 
those  who  will  not  be  deterred  by  the 
fear  of  being  thought  tiresome  and  im- 
portunate from  calling  upon  this  Hoom 
to  make  its  annual  confession  that,  in 
dealing  with  the  claims  of  the  countj 
householder,  it  does  not  even  profess  to 
be  guided  by  those  considerations  whidi 
influence  its  treatment  of  all  other  mtt- 
ters.  Let  hon.  Gentlemen  observe  the 
different  position  which  this  qaestica 
holds  from  any  other  that  comes  before 
the  House.  When  the  Irish  tensnti 
apply  to  Parliament  for  a  change  in  the 
land  laws — when  the  Temperance  Fu^^ 
applies  for  a  change  in  the  licenaog 
laws — ^when  a  portion  of  the  Irish  people 


489        Cauntsf  Franchise  and        [June  29,  1877}      Se-distrihution  of  Seats.     490 


press  for  a  reyision  of  the  constitutional 
relations  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland — 
however  little  hope  they  may  have  of 
gaining  their  point,  at  any  rate,  they 
are  sure  that  their  case  will  be  discussed 
on  its  merits.  On  such  an  occasion,  Sir, 
your  only  difficulty  is  to  select  one  among 
the  many  hon.  Gentlemen  who  start  up 
in  every  quarter  of  the  House  ready  to 
state  the  arguments  against  the  measure 
in  as  convincing  language  as  he  can  find 
at  his  command.  The  advocates  of  these 
measures  are  out-voted  indeed,  and  out- 
voted often  by  a  much  larger  majority 
than  I  hope  to  see  against  me  to-night, 
but  they  go  away  with  the  feeling  that, 
right  or  wrong,  they  have  had  their  an- 
swer ;  they  have  been  met  like  reason- 
able beings ;  and  the  cause  which  they 
have  at  heart  has  not  been  condemned 
unheard.  But  that  is  not  the  case  with 
the  householder  of  the  counties.  When 
he  comes  before  the  House,  nothing  can 
exceed  the  unanimity  of  the  discussion. 
Our  g^eries  are  crowded  with  his 
friends ;  our  benches  are  thickly  studded 
with  his  admirers;  speaker  vies  with 
speaker  in  praising  his  patriotism,  his 
industry,  ms  frugality,  his  common 
sense ;  and  then,  after  a  debate  which 
has  been  nothing  but  one  long  and  un- 
broken panegyric  of  his  civic  qualities, 
comes  a  division,  the  result  of  which  is 
to  exclude  him  from  all  hope  and  pro- 
spect of  obtaining  his  civic  privilege. 
Until  our  arguments  are  coiidPiited  by 
something  more  persuasive  than  a  silent 
vote  of  this  House,  it  is  idle  to  expect 
that  he  will  sit  down  contented  under  a 
deprivation  from  rights  which,  if  he  had 
been  a  new  Englander  instead  of  an  old 
Englander,  he  and  his  ancestors  would 
have  already  exercised  for  a  couple  of 
centuries.  On  all  other  evenings  of  the 
Session  the  county  householder  stands 
before  you  as  a  helpless  being,  with 
whom  you  may  do  what  you  like;  he 
comes  here  to  be  taxed  and  rated  and 
assessed ;  to  be  enlisted  in  the  Army  for 
a  lone  term  or  a  short  term;  to  be 
buriea  with  or  without  rites;  to  be 
educated  with  or  without  a  Conscience 
Clause.  But  on  this  day  of  all  the 
year,  and  on  this  day  alone,  he  stands 
at  our  door,  not  indeed  in  the  capacity, 
but  with  ^e  claims,  of  a  British 
eitijcen ;  and  if  those  claims  continue  to 
be  asserted  till  you  are  weary  of  hearing 
them — for  be  assured  that  we  shall  not 
be  ashamed  of  repeating  them — 


the  blame  lies  not  with  us,  but  with 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  refuse  to 
give  us  any  other  answer  than  by  the 
very  cheap  and  easy  process  of  walking 
through  one  Lobby,  instead  of  through 
the  other.  But  though  hon.  Gentle- 
men, by  declining  to  answer  our  old 
arguments,  have  absolved  us  from  the 
obligation  of  presenting  new  ones,  we 
shall  not  avail  ourselves  of  our  privi- 
lege. Nor  is  there  any  need  for  it ;  for 
the  nature  of  this  question  is  such  that 
every  fresh  Session  of  Parliament  brings 
with  it  a  whole  crop  of  reasons  in  favour 
of  the  reform  which  we  advocate.  There 
is  hardly  a  Notice  of  Motion  placed 
upon  our  Books,  there  is  hardly  a  Bill 
laid  upon  our  Table,  which  does  not 
sensibly  afiPect  that  large  portion  of  our 
population  who,  standing  outside  the 
pale  of  political  privilege,  see  matters 
touching  their  nearest  interests  and 
their  highest  sentiments  discussed  with- 
out them,  and  arranged  for  them,  in 
an  Assembly  over  whose  deliberations 
they  have  no  larger  influence  than 
if  they  were  inhabitants  of  Kamts- 
chatka.  And  what  manner  of  men 
are  these,  that  we  should  not  consult 
them  on  the  questions  of  the  day? 
Is  the  Church  of  England  ratepayer  in 
the  rural  districts  so  indifferent  to  reli- 
gious matters  that  he  is  not  to  be  asked 
whether  he  has  or  has  not  an  objection 
to  seeing  burials  conducted  in  the  church- 
yards with  rites  other  than  his  own  ? 
Is  he  so  careless  of  his  money  that  he  is 
not  to  be  asked  whether,  in  order  to  settle 
the  burial  question  in  accordance  with 
the  views  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Marten),  he  is 
prepared  to  bear  his  share  in  the  expense 
of  providing  the  country  with  a  new 
outfit  of  cemeteries?  Are  the  Scotch 
county  householders  so  ienorant  and 
simple  that  they  are  to  see  the  guardian- 
ship of  their  poor  and  the  management 
of  their  highways  re-arranged  for  them, 
without  their  consent,  by  Bills  which 
the  Lord  Advocate  has  introduced  to  the 
House — Bills  which  these  unenfran- 
chised Scotchmen  read  with  an  eager- 
ness and  attention  which  hon.  Members 
reserve  only  for  the  most  sensational  of 
the  Blue  Books — which  many  of  them 
understand — and  I  am  not  paying  the 
Lord  Advocate  an  ill  compliment  in  say- 
ing so — every  whit  as  well  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  himself?  Why, 
it  is  this  very  Parliament  which  placed 
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in  the  hands  of  Scotch  shepherds  and 
ploughmen  the  charge  of  electing  the 
minister  who  is  to  be  their  spiritual 
guide  and  adviser.  Are  we  so  incon- 
sistent that  we  are  to  refuse  them  a 
voice  in  choosing  the  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment who  is  to  look  after  their  mundane 
and  material  interests  ?  When  we  were 
discussing  the  Navy  Mutiny  Bill,  would 
it  have  been  no  advantage  to  us  to  have 
been  told  by  the  Bepresentatives  of 
those  classes  from  whom  our  ships  are 
manned,  whether  the  punishtnent  of 
flogging  is  considered  by  the  relatives 
of  our  seamen  as  an  attractive  or  deter- 
ing  feature  in  our  Service  ?  When  we 
come  to  discuss  the  most  important  War 
Office  Beport  on  the  localization  of  our 
Army,  which  has  this  Session  been 
placed  in  our  hands,  would  it  not  be  to 
our  advantage  that  we  should  know 
what  is  thought  about  the  effect  of  the 
proposed  scheme  upon  our  recruiting  by 
the  Representatives  of  the  class  from 
which  we  fill  our  regiments?  If  we 
want  to  be  informed  whether  local 
influences  and  associations  will  bring 
more  young  men  into  the  Army,  it  is 
not  to  farmers  and  shopkeepers  we 
should  go,  but  to  those  agricultural 
labourers  who  are  the  fatiiers  and 
brothers  of  our  rank  and  file.  From 
the  Valuation  Bill  of  the  Oovemment 
to  the  Threshing  Machines  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid-Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin),  there  is  no  measure  aflecting 
our  rural  population  with  regard  to 
which  we  should  not  be  the  wiser  for 
knowing  the  wishes  and  feelings  of 
those  for  whom  we  are  undertaking  to 
legislate.  And  while  every  year  adds 
to  the  grievances  of  the  unrepresented 
county  householder,  by  bringing  with 
it  a  new  list  of  enactments  as  to  which 
his  advice  and  assent  have  not  been 
asked,  every  year  likewise  adds,  and 
adds  largely,  to  the  number  of  those 
who  suSer  from  that  grievance,  and 
suffer  from  it  imder  its  most  invidious 
form.  It  is  worth  the  while  of  hon. 
Members  to  notice  what  class  of  our 
people  it  is  that  is  increasing  with  a 
rapidity  that  produces  such  remarkable 
results  in  each  successive  census.  It  is 
not  to  the  rural  districts  that  the  growth 
of  our  population  is  due.  Owing  to  the 
conditions  of  modem  agriculture,  and 
other  circumstances  into  which  it  is  now 
unnecessary  to  enter,  our  purely  rural 
population,  so  far  from  increasing,  is 
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steadily  diminishing.    There 
farmers  in  1871  than  in  18^1 ; 
were  many  fewer  shepherds  and  in-door 
farm  servants.    The  mass  of  agrioaltorai 
labourers  proper  had  fallen  in  20  j%^x% 
from  908,000  to  764,000.    The  only  per- 
sons employed  in  rural  pursuits   wbo 
have  multiplied  during  the  same  period 
are  huntsmen,  gamekeepers,  and  xmt- 
catohers.    Nor,  again,  does  the  incro^ee 
in  the  Census  proceed  mainly  from  the 
people  within  the  boundaries  of  Parlia- 
mentary boroughs.  Those  bonndariea  ace 
for  the  most  part  sufficiently  crowded  al- 
ready.  Popmation  follows  mano&cteje, 
and  manumcture  requires  elbow-roon. 
Population  accompanies  the  ^wead  of 
mining  operations,  and  veins  of  metal 
and  beds  of  fiiel  are  for  the  most  part 
foimd  in  other  places  than  beneath  the 
soil  of  towns  which   happened  to   be 
summoned  to  send   burgesses   to    the 
Parliament  of  Edward  the  Third    or 
Henry  the  Sixth.    Wherever  ooal^    or 
lead,  or  slate,  or  iron  exists  in  aband- 
ance— wherever  wool    faotcmee  sprini^ 
up  along  the  banks  of  some  oonvenient 
stream — there  may  be  seen  streets   of 
well-built  houses,  rows  of  thriving  shope 
and  stores,  schools,  lecture-rooms,  read- 
ing-rooms, elegant   churches,    oommo- 
dious  chapels— everything  that  oonati- 
tutes  a  town,  save  and  except  the  rate- 
paying  household  su£frage.     Let    any 
intelligent  foreigner  go  to  such  a  place  aa 
Barrow-in-Furness,  and   let  him  Tiew 
those  docks  and  quays  which,  if  they  be- 
longed to  Qermany  or  Austria,  or  Italy, 
womdbe  regarded  with  pride  asanational 
possession ;  these  smelting  works  whose 
produce  would  provide  a  first-dass  Eoxo- 
pean  Kin^om  with  material  for  its  sye- 
tem  of  railroads  and  its  iron-dad  fleet ; 
those  other  extensive  and  valuable  maott- 
factures  which  supplement  the  lft^i^^Bg 
industiT  of  the  plfu^ ;  and  when  he  has 
finished  his  inspection  of  the  town  whiiek 
is  alreadv  justly  recognized  to  be  among 
the  wonders  of  England,  then  let  him  be 
told  that,  of  the  7,000  or  8,000  heads 
of  families  whose  enterpxize  and  energy 
have  made  Barrow  what  it  is,  six  out 
of  every  seven  are  excluded  frt>m  those 
rights  of  citizenship  which  in  the  oonrae 
of  the  next  three  months  ev«ry  Frendi* 
man  of  mature  age  will  be  called  npon  to 
exercise.    Why  are  the  26,000  inhabi- 
tants of  Heywoodi  and  the  i5,000  inha- 
bitants of  Accrington,  exolndsd  from  tiie 
rights  which  townsmen  eiy  oy  etsewhsce  f 
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Wliat  intelligible  reason  can  you  give  for 
such  exclusion  ?  What  reason,  i  mean, 
which  would  be  intelligible  to  the  inha- 
bitants of  Heywood  and  Accrington? 
Take  the  woollen  districts.  The  chief 
seat  of  a  Tery  important  branch  of  the 
woollen  industry  lies  in  a  g^up  of  towns 
and  Tillages  situated  upon  the  Tweed  and 
its  tributaries.  Some  among  these  commu- 
nities hare  been  constituted  Parliamen- 
tary boroughs,  while  others  still  remain 
part  of  the  county ;  but  if  you  seek  for 
a  reason  why  the  inhabitants  of  Walker- 
bum  and  Innerleithen  should  be  de- 
prived of  the  franchise  which  is  enjoyed 
by  the  inhabitants  of  Hawick,  Gala- 
shiels, and  Selkirk,  you  certainly  will 
not  find  it  in  the  character  of  the  popu- 
lation. The  people  of  Walkerbum  and 
Innerleithen  earn  the  same  wages  as  my 
constituents ;  they  read  the  same  news- 
papers; they  are  subject  to  the  same 
local  influences.  They  share  the  merits 
of  my  constituents;  and  they  would 
share  their  defects — if  my  constituents 
had  any  defects.  Why,  in  the  name  of 
all  that  is  just  and  reasonable,  should 
they  not  share  their  political  privileges  ? 
Let  us  come  nearer  home,  and  take  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  of  the  Metro- 
polis. If  any  hon.  Gentleman  has  a 
spare  Saturday  afternoon  about  this 
time  of  the  year,  he  will  find  nothing 
within  the  compass  of  an  hour's  walk  so 
pleasant  as  Clapham  Common.  If  he 
takes  the  shortest  route,  over  Chelsea 
Suspension  Bridge,  and  by  Battersea 
Park,  he  will  pass  through  a  region  with 
quite  a  character  of  its  own,  and  which 
well  repays  a  visit.  What  once  were 
Battersea  Fields  are  now  covered  with 
thousands  of  healthy  and  roomy  dwell- 
ings, inhabited  by  working  men  who 
have  their  business  in  the  Metropolis. 
Part  of  this  district  is  well  and  widely 
known  as  the  Shaftesbury  Park  Estate, 
and  hon.  Members  may  recollect  how, 
when  the  Shaftesbury  Park  Estate  was 
set  on  foot,  the  present  Prime  Minister, 
who  is  always  ready  to  do  a  good- 
natured  thing,  went  to  Battersea  to 
attend  what  he  justly  reg^ded  as  a 
most  interesting  ceremonial.  That  cere- 
monial has  within  the  last  week  been 
renewed  in  the  same  locality  under  the 
same  disting^shed  auspices.  On  both 
these  occasions  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Yictoria  Buildings  and  the  Shaftesbury 
Park  Estate  were  told  how  grateful  they 
ought  to  be  for  the  blessings  that  were 


provided  for  them.  They  are  conmtu- 
lated  upon  the  simple  excellence  of  their 
architecture,  on  the  breadth  of  their 
roads,  on  the  frequency  of  their  churches, 
on  the  paucity  of  their  public-houses. 
But  on  one  point  silence  was  kept,  in 
order,  I  suppose,  that  nothing  might 
destroy  the  harmony  of  the  meeting. 
They  were  not  told  that,  as  a  reward  for 
their  intelligence  in  appreciating  a  com- 
fortable home,  and  for  their  thrift  in 
having  made  l^emselves  able  to  pay  for 
it,  they  had  forfeited  the  privilege  of 
giving  their  vote  for  a  Member  of  Par- 
hament — a  privilege  which  was  still 
possessed  by  their  less  frugal  and  pro- 
vident comrades  whose  circumstances 
oblifi^ed  them  to  continue  living  in  the 
smoke  and  crowd  of  Southwark,  of  Fins- 
bury,  and  of  Lambeth.  It  is  not  in  one 
part  of  the  Kingdom  more  than  another 
that  a  larffe  population  is  being  accumu- 
lated outside  the  boundaries  of  Parlia- 
mentary boroughs.  Look  at  the  sec- 
tion on  Wales  in  the  preliminary  Report 
of  the  Census  of  1871.  In  Glamorgan* 
shire  alone,  the  increase  in  the  popula- 
tion in  10  years  nearly  reached  the 
figure  of  80,000,  which  in  itself  would 
make  a  respectable  population  for  a 
Swiss  Canton ;  and  one  of  the  four  loca- 
lities which  are  responsible  for  this 
enormous  addition  is  the  district  of 
Pontypridd.  Now,  if  on  other  grounds 
the  people  of  that  district  have  a  claim 
to  the  franchise,  I  do  not  think  that  I 
need,  during  the  current  Session  at  any 
rate,  consume  the  time  of  the  House  by 
arguing  that  on  the  score  of  personal 
character  they  are  worthy  of  their  poli- 
tical rights.  The  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  rescue  of  the  imprisoned 
colliers  in  the  valley  of  the  Bhonddha 
speak  with  a  force  which  any  words  of 
mine  could  only  serve  to  extenuate.  K, 
as  we  have  every  reason  to  believe, 
these  men,  of  whom  we  have  heard  so 
much,  in  their  heroic  courage  and  in 
their  sincere  and  sterling  religious  feel- 
ing, are  but  a  fair  specimen  of  the 
miners  of  South  Wales,  if  I  were  one  of 
the  Members  for  Glamorganshire,  I 
should  be  the  first  to  vote  for  a  measure 
which  would  endow  me  with  such  con- 
stituents. I  have  been  at  the  more 
pains  to  lay  before  the  House  the  case 
of  the  minine  and  manufacturing  popu- 
lation which  ues  outside  the  bounaaries 
of  boroughs,  because  this  question  is 
generally  argued  as  if  it  concerned  no 
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one  but  the  agricultural  labourer.  If 
we  take  England  and  Wales  as  a  whole, 
of  the  new  voters  whom  this  measure 
would  enfranchise,  it  is  probable,  ac- 
cording to  the  best  calculation  that  I 
can  maj[e,  that  not  more  than  one-half 
will  belong  to  the  class  of  agricultural 
labourers.  Be  they  many,  however,  or 
be  they  few,  I  come  with  great  confi- 
dence before  the  House  to  ask  for  their 
enfranchisement,  and  for  that  confidence 
I  have  special  and  recent  groimds.  We 
have  not  often  the  pleasure  of  bein^ 
unanimous  with  regaid  to  a  great  sodcu 
and  political  change ;  but,  in  the  course 
of  the  present  Session,  one  of  those 
happy  occasions  befell  when  all  the 
House  was  of  a  mind,  and  that  was 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Nor- 
folk (Mr.  Clare  Bead)  proposed  to  hand 
over  county  business  to  a  representative 
County  Board.  It  is  a  strong  proof  of 
the  justice  and  reason  of  the  principle 
on  which  the  Kesolutions  which  we  are 
now  discussing  are  founded,  that  when 
that  principle  is  presented  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen under  a  new  form,  from  a  new 
quarter,  severed  from  those  associations 
of  ancient  political  controversies  which 
have,  I  cannot  but  think,  a  disturbing 
effect  upon  their  judgment,  it  at  once  is 
seen  to  be  so  equitable  and  so  unanswer- 
able that  hardly  anyone  can  be  found 
to  speak,  and  no  one  to  vote,  against  it. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  who  regard  it  as  a  mat- 
ter of  such  moment  to  give  to  the  rate- 
payer the  management  of  his  own  local 
affairs  that  they  actually  invent  and 
create  a  new  representative  Body  for 
the  purpose,  cannot  much  longer  refuse 
him  a  voice  in  the  management  of  the 
affairs  of  the  nation  in  Parliament.  Just 
see  what  the  consequences  of  such  a  re- 
fusal will  be.  The  Bepresentatives  of 
the  agricultural  labourers  will  then,  as 
now,  be  excluded  from  Parliament.  But 
though  they  have  no  power  of  expres- 
sing their  sentiments  here,  they  will 
have  a  vent  elsewhere.  On  the  County 
Boards  will  sit,  in  larger  or  smaller 
proportion,  men  who  are  the  represen- 
tatives of  ^e  labourers,  who  know  their 
wishes,  who  sympathize  with  their  opi- 
nions, and,  if  you  will,  with  their  preju- 
dices. In  a  country  which  has  the  instinct 
of  self-government,  you  cannot  give  men 
representation,  and  then  dictate  to  them 
the  nature  of  the  subjects  which  th^ 
are  to  discuss,  and  the  resolutions  whion 
they  are  to  pass ;  and  whenever  the  mass 
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of  our  rural  population  have  their  mindt 
set  on  any  object,  whether  it  cornea  within 
the  legitimate  scope  of  county  businen, 
or  whether  it  does  not,  you  may  be  veiy 
sure  that  they  will  turn  these  Goun^ 
Boards  into  so  many  little  Parliaments, 
where  they  will  give  expression  to  that 
voice  which  is  stiffed  at  Westminster. 
And  if  these  men  insist  on  urging  their 
grievance  in  seeison  and  out  of  season, 
we  cannot  justly  blame  them,  for  that 
grievance  is  curiously  compounded  out 
of  all  the  elements  which  render  wrong 
intolerable ;  for  in  the  case  of  the  unen- 
franchised householder  the  practioal  in- 
jury from  which  he  suffers  is  enhanced 
by  an  insult  to  which  he  is  keenly  sen- 
sible.   He  is  not  only  unrepresented; 
he  is  misrepresented.     The  House  of 
Commons,  1    am  well   aware,  always 
prefers  flEicts  to  assertions,    so   I  will 
take  a   special   case — the  case  of  a 
county  of  small  extent,  but  which,  on 
that  very  account,  affords  a  dearer  illus* 
tration  of  my  meaning.    Selkirkshire 
contains  about  10,500  mhabitants;  but 
most  of  these  are  collected  within  Par- 
liamentary boroughs,  and  the  entire  roll 
of  county  electors,  dead  and  alive,  only 
reaches  the  figure  of  272.    Wdl,  the 
past  electioneering  history  of  Selldrk- 
shire  is  worth  recording,  but  into  that  I 
will  not  enter.    I  will  take  the  registef 
as  it  stands,  and  will  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  a  single  item.    In  the 
year  1870  a  bit  of  land  was  bought,  and 
was  divided  into  seven  little  parcels,  each 
surrounded  by  a  wire  fence,  and  each 
having  two  owners.    All  the  14  lairds 
concurred  with  ominous  unanimity  in 
having  one  and  the  same  tenant,  for 
which  they  had  very  good  reason,  seeing 
that  upon  the  land  there  was  only  set  <h 
farm  buildings.    Now,  let  us  turn  to  the 
register,  and  see  who  these  14  gentle- 
men are.     First  come  two  gentlemen 
who  reside  at  Locheamhead.    Looheam- 
head  is  a  pleasant  place ;  but  it  is  not  in 
Selkirkshire,  but  in  Perthshire.    Then 
we  have  two  Writers  to  the  Signet,  both 
resident   in  Edinburgh.    The   14  pro- 
prietors are,  in  exactly  equal  proportions, 
Writers  to  the  Signet  in  Edinburgh,  and 
county   gentlemen   whose    estates  are 
situated  in  other  counties.    There  yon 
have  an  official  and  authoritative  de- 
scription of  these  people  who,  joining  in 
a  conspiracy  to  commit  an  act  which  is 
not  indeed  opposed  to  the  letter,  bnt 
which  is  a  violation  of  the  spirit,  of  oor 
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CoDstitotion,  have  by  a  single  operation 
poaeased  themselyes  of  more  than  5  per 
c«nt  of  the  entire  voting  power  of  a 
oonntj,  the  inhabitants  of  which  are  not 
so  ignorant  of  public  affairs,  or  so  indif- 
ferent to  the  welfare  of  the  nation  at 
Ittge,  that  they  require  to  have  strangers 
bnmght  in  £rom  a  distance  to  speaK  in 
their  name,  and  to  usurp  their  undoubted 
rights.     Bat  the  people  of  Selkirkshire 
kaTo   no    special  cause  for  complaint. 
Thej  are  in  the  same  plight  as  the  people 
of  erezy  oounty  in  tne  Kingdom.    As 
•GOO  as  the  polling  begins,  from  one  end 
of  the  Island  to  the  other,  our  railway 
oamages  are  stuffed  with  people,  with 
free  passes  in  their  pockets,  and  cut  and 
dried    Partr    notions    in    their  heads, 
kmiTing  about  from  shire  to  shire  to 
decide    the    political   representation  of 
localities    they   never   visit   from    one 
General    Election    to  another.     Mean- 
while the  native  and  genuine  inhabi- 
tants of  the  locality — unable  to  vote— 
unable  even  to  influence  those  who  do 
vols    Hm  these  non-resident  electors  care 
no  more  for  local  wishes  and  interests 
than  we  care  for  the  public  opinion  of 
Boheinia — patiently  and  passively  look 
forward  to  the  declaration  of  the  poll, 
in  order  that  they  may  enjoy  their  sole 
pohtioal  privilcure — ^that  of  Imowing  the 
name  of  the  Gentleman  whom  Provi- 
dmoe  and  the  faggot  voters  had  allotted 
to  them  as  their  l^presentative.    It  was 
Bot  BO  onoe.    Those  who  characterize 
the  proposal  now  before  the  House  as  a 
democratio  innovation,  must  have  studied 
Ustory  to  very  little  purpose.     It  is 
worth  our  while  on  this  pomt  to  appeal 
to  the  wisdom  of  our  ancestors.    The 
writs  for  county  elections,  as  far  back  as 
tke  reigns  of  Edward  I.  and  his  suc- 
MMors*  are  addressed,  not  to  any  special 
dsM,  but  the  whole  community.    The 
people  who  are  directed  to  choose  Be- 
pineeiilstives  are  variously  described  as 
** freemen,*'    ''the   community   of  the 
coonties,"    "the   honest   men    of   the 
ooonties,'* — a  qualification  which,  as  far 
ss  my  experience  goes,  would  exdude 
vety  uw  of  the  agricultural  labourers. 
So  it  was  in  the  good  old  times ;  but, 
afisr  the  death  of  Benry  Y.,  power  fell 
intothehandsof  a  lawlessoliqueof  nobles, 
keeded  by  an  unscrupulous  eodesiastio. 
Under  the  influence  of  this  cabal — as 
^  a  itt  of  Balers  as  ever 
aeoontry— 
taatka^-- 


statute  was  passed  which 


'*  Whereas  the  election  of  knights  of  the  shires 
to  come  to  the  Parliaments  of  our  Lord  the  King 
have  now  of  late  been  made  by  a  ^reat  and  ex- 
cessive number  of  people,  of  which  the  most 
part  was  people  of  small  substance  and  of  no 
value,  whereof  every  one  of  them  pretended  a 
voice  equivalent  to  the  most  worthy  knights  and 
esquires  dwelling  within  the  said  counties, 
whereby  manslaughter,  riots,  and  batteries 
amon^  gentlemen  and  other  people  of  the  same 
counties  shall  very  likely  arise  and  be  " — 

therefore — the  statute  goes  on  to  say — 
the  right  of  voting  shall  be  confined  to 
people  dwelling  and  resident  in  the  said 
counties  who  have  40«.  a-year  in  land, 
which,  as  hon.  Gentlemen  are  aware,  is 
eqtuvalent  to  at  least  £40  a-year  of  our 
money.    Now,  I  am  not  going  to  defend 
Cardinal  Beaufort  and  his  accomplices 
of  passing  one  of  the  most  imjust  laws 
that  disgraces  our  Statute  Book ;  but,  at 
any  rate,  they  had  two  excuses  which 
we   have  not.      They  were    afraid  of 
having  riots  and  batteries,  which  cer- 
tainly were  frequent  enough  in  the  days 
of  open  elections,  whereas  our  happy 
experience  tells  us  that  under  the  Ballot 
contests  are  always  conducted  in  peace 
and  quiet ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  as  the 
terms  of  the  Preamble  show,  they  con- 
fined the  choice  of  Bepresentatives  to 
knights  and  esquires   resident  in  the 
coimty,  while  we  permit  the  inhabitants 
of  a  ^strict  in  the  Lowlands  of  Scotland 
to  be  disfranchised  for  the  benefit  of  a 
troop  of  Edinburgh  lawyers  and  High- 
land proprietors  who  have  no  part  or 
parcel  in  that  district  except  a  fictitious 
qualification.    And  if  we  come  to  moro 
recent  days,  the  wisest  statesmen  of  our 
country — such  men  as  the  Duke  of  Bich- 
mond,  Mr.  Flood,  Mr.  Fox,  Lord  Shel- 
bume.   Lord  Chatham,  the  precursors 
and  progenitors  of  our  modem  Beform- 
ers— -have  looked  for  a  remedy  to  the 
evils  which,  from  time  to  time,  afflicted 
the  State  in  the  restoration  of  coimty 
elections  to  the  hands  which  formerly 
held  them.    In  the  year  1790,  when  the 
troubles  on  the  Continent  were  begin- 
ning, some  of  these  great  men  proposed 
to  add  to  the  House  of  Commons  100 
Members,  elected  by  the  resident  house- 
holders in  every  oounty.     These  pro- 
posals were  combated  by  Mr.  Windham, 
on  the  ground  that  the  time  was  inop- 
portune, and  that  men  should  not  choose 
the  hurricane  season    to    repair  their 
houses.    That  is  an  argument  which  I 
suppose  will  be  repeated  to-night  by 
hon.  Cbntlemen  who  will  point  to  the 
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East  of  Europe,  as  Mr.  Windham  pointed 
to  France ;  but  it  is  an  argument  which 
those  who  advocate  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  need  not  be  a&aid  of  meeting. 
It  is  in  the  time  of  peril  and  difficulty — 
when  it  is  of  vital  consequence  that  the 
public  opinion  of  the  country,  if  not 
united,  should  at  any  rate,  be  unmis- 
takeable — that  we  feel  more  than  at  other 
times  the  inconvenience  of  a  state  of 
things  under  which  two-fifths  of  the 
House  of  Commons  only  represent  two- 
fifths  of  the  people  who  ought  to  be 
their  constituents.  That  is  the  answer 
to  the  argument,  founded  on  a  panegyric 
of  the  Ingh  qualities  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  witn  which,  the  day  before 
yesterday,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  university  of  London 
(Mr.  Lowe)  regaled  the  ears  of  the  young 
patriots  of  Merchant  Taylors'  School. 
We  are  very  much  obliged  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  all  the  civil  things 
which  he  said  of  us.  We  hope  and  be- 
lieve that  we  deserve  them.  But  that 
does  not  alter  the  fact  that,  at  a  crisis 
when  the  eyes  of  Europe  are  fixed  upon 
us,  we  cannot  pretend  that  we  speak  in 
the  name  of  the  entire  population  of  this 
Kingdom.  The  jokes  of  the  right  hon. 
G^nUeman,  good  as  they  were,  and  his 
quotations  from  Milton,  do  not  supply  an 
answer  to  the  people  of  our  rural  dis- 
tricts, when  they  complain  that  they  have 
no  voice  in  these  questions  of  peace  and 
war ;  when  they  ask  whether  their  part 
in  the  business  is  for  ever  to  be  conmied 
to  sending  their  sons  to  be  shot,  and 
giving  their  money  to  be  squandered? 
No,  mis  of  all  others  is  not  the  time 
when  we,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
should  shrink  from  asserting  the  doc- 
trine on  which  the  creed  of  our  Party  is 
founded — the  doctrine  that  taxation 
should  be  accompanied  by  representa- 
tion, and  that  the  extension  of  the  fran- 
chise to  all  who  are  fit  to  exercise  it  is  a 
strength,  and  not  a  weakness,  to  the 
Constitution.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
when  they  were  in  a  minority,  never 
wearied  of  asserting  their  convictions, 
and  fighting  their  battles,  under  every 
form  of  discouragement,  with  a  consis- 
tency that  won  our  respectful  admiration. 
We,  too,  I  confidently  believe,  have  our 
share  of  that  national  courage  and  con- 
stancy which  we  recognized  in  them ;  and 
I  trust  that  the  division  to-night,  by  a 
unanimous  vote  of  these  benohes,  will 
idiow  that  Liberal  Members  under  every 

Mr.  Trovelyan 


turn  of  fortune  are  resolved  on  bcmg 
true  to  Liberal  principles.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  oy  moving  the 
first  of  the  Resolutions  on  the  Paper. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Mr. 
Speaker,  my  hon.  Friend  has  addressed 
himself  chiefly  to  the  first  of  his  two 
Resolutions.  I  shall  address  myself 
chiefly  to  the  second.  There  is  a  much 
more  general  desire  to  adopt  a  uniform 
francMse  in  counties  and  boroughs  than 
to  re-distribute  seats  in  Paiiiament ;  but 
there  are  many  on  this  side  who  think 
that  the  two  changes  should  be  carried 
out  together.  If  acting  upon  the  bdief 
that  afi  were  agreed  as  to  the  expedi* 
ency  and  safety  of  enfranchising  the  rural 
householder,  a  Minister  were  to  propose 
nakedly  to  carry  that  reform,  he  woaM 
at  once  be  met  by  Party  opposition,  in* 
direct  in  character,  but,  at  least,  as  da- 
maging as  could  be  a  direct  oppodtioB 
to  tiie  reform  upon  its  merits.  That 
would  occur  which  occurred  in  1866;  i 
ciT  would  be  raised  for  a  "  oomj^lete 
soneme,"  and  the  reforming  Minister 
would  be  overthrown  by  a  union  be* 
tween  the  Opposition  and  such  among 
his  political  Triends  as  believed  in  the 

Dressing  necessity  for  a  re-distribation. 
he  wise  and  the  honest  course  for  those 
of  us  who  desire  both  reforms  is  then 
to  connect  them  in  our  movement  from 
the  first.  While,  however,  we  are  bound 
to  keep  before  the  country  the  subject 
of  re-distribution,  we  cannot  fairly  be 
asked,  as  yet,  to  give  to  Parliament  the 
details  of  our  plan.  We  are  not  all 
agreed  upon  those  details ;  but  we  are 
at  one  in  thinking  the  matter  of  such 
importance  that  we  should  be  willing  to 
waive  our  individual  views  upon  detail, 
and  to  accept,  when  the  time  has  come, 
that  scheme  which  has  the  highest 
chance  of  passing  into  law.  There  are 
some  of  us  who  attach,  indeed,  so  much 
importance  to  a  re-distribution  as  to 
think  its  preesine  moment  one  of  the 
strongest  among  uie  many  reasons  that 
favour  the  equalization  of  borough  and 
county  frttnchise,  for  that  reform  is,  of 
of  necessilnr,  involved  in  any  such  com* 
plete  re-distribution  as  we  desire.  A 
Ketum  which  has  lately,  upon  my  Mo- 
tion, been  presented  to  the  House,  showi 
an  immense  increase  in  electoral  anoma- 
lies. Those  anomalies  are  growing  at  a 
pace,  of  which  persons,  who  have  not 
examined  this  question  for  tiiemsdne, 
have  not  the  leaist  idea.  The  pace  is  not 
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onlj  a  rapid,  but  it  is  also  an  acoelerat- 
ing  pace.  The  electors  in  the  small 
boroughs  and  in  the  agricultural  coun- 
ties considered  together  have,  for  a  long 
time  past,  shown  no  increase,  but  they 
are  now  beginning  to  show  a  a  rapid 
diminution.  In  the  Betum  of  the  pre- 
sent jear,  we  find  an  enormous  growth 
in  counties  which  include  g^at  towns 
or  the  suburbs  of  great  towns  ; 
we  find  the  numbers  in  East  Surrey 
swollen;  we  find  an  increase  in  West 
Kent,  in  Middlesex,  in  all  the  divisions 
of  Lancashire,  in  the  East  Biding  of 
Yorkshire,  in  all  the  divisions  of  ihe 
West  Biding,  in  the  part  of  Warwick- 
shire which  includes  Birmingham,  and 
in  Glamorg^shire ;  but  there  has  been 
such  a  diminution  in  the  great  majority 
of  the  counties  that  the  total  number  ot 
county  electors  for  all  England  and 
Wales,  while  it  shows  hardly  any  change 
whatever  when  considered  absolutely, 
when  considered  relatively  to  the  in- 
crease of  the  population  of  the  country, 
shows  a  marked  decline.  The  electors 
of  all  Ireland,  counting  together  the  elec- 
tors in  the  counties  and  the  boroughs, 
are  stationary  in  number,  and  would 
show  a  general  falling  off,  were  we  to 
deduct  me  single  town  of  Belfast,  in 
which  there  has  been  an  immense  in- 
crease. The  increase  in  the  number  of 
Scotch  electors  is  the  increase  in  the 
single  county  of  Lanark  and  in  the  three 
great  boroughs  of  Glasgow,  Edinburgh, 
and  Dundee.  The  increase  of  the  total 
number  of  the  electors  of  the  United 
Kingdom  is  an  increase  confined  to  the 
great  borough  constituencies  and  the 
counties  surrounding  London,  or  con- 
taining manufaoturing  towns.  The  in- 
crease in  the  constituency  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent  is  one  of  1,500 
electors  every  year.  The  increase  at 
Lambeth  has  been  an  increase  of  2,000 
electors  in  a  single  year.  The  increase 
at  Manchester  is  2,000.  The  increase  at 
Birmingham  has  been  2,200  in  the  year. 
There  are  seven  boroughs  returning 
seven  Members  to  this  House  which 
have  a  total  number  of  electors  less  than 
the  annual  increment  at  Birming^iam. 
The  disparity  between  the  number  of 
electors  to  a  Member  in  the  borough 
where  the  elector  has  the  smallest  elec- 
toral power,  which  was  last  year  the 
borough  of  Hackney,  and  which  is  this 
year  ute  borough  of  Lambeth,  and  the 
small  borough  in  which  votes  have  the 


greatest  weight — ^I  do  not  say  the  great- 
est value,  for  fear  of  being  misunderstood 
— ^is  as  1  to  162.  Metropolitan  electors 
count  only  on  the  average,  taking  Lon- 
don through,  150th  part  the  political 
power  possessed  by  certain  electors  who 
uve  in  small  boroughs.  In  face  of  the 
fSoct  that  these  anomalies  are  as  great  as 
the  figures  show,  and  that,  great  as  they 
are,  uey  are  increasing  more  and  more 
rapidly  every  year,  I  do  not  see  how  it 
is  possible  to  rei^e  to  admit  that  the 
subject  needs  immediate  attention  at  the 
hands  of  Parliament.  It  has  often  been 
contended,  or,  let  me  say,  pretended, 
that  the  small  boroughs  form  a  kind  of 
representation  of  the  minorities  among 
the  county  electors.  If  they  are  to  be 
defended  on  that  ground  many  would 
prefix  to  see  county  minorities  directly 
represented  in  this  House.  As  matters 
stand,  in  the  case  of  several  counties  in 
the  SouthofEngland,  the  small  boroughs 
are  so  numerous  as  to  give  to  those 
counties  unduly  great  poHtical  power. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  cases  of  Berk- 
shire, Buckinghamshire,  Wiltshire,  Dor- 
setshire, and  Cornwall.  Those  coun- 
ties are,  if  we  consider  the  present 
number  of  their  electors,  sufficiently 
represented  by  their  present  number 
of  county  Members.  If,  however, 
household  suffrage  were  to  be  ex- 
tended to  the  counties,  then  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sit  for  boroughs  in  those 
counties  would,  perhaps,  become  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  Liberals  among 
the  county  voters  in  the  first  four  coun- 
ties which  I  named,  or  of  the  Conserva- 
tives of  Cornwall.  Under  our  present 
system  the  Members  for  the  smallest 
boroughs  in  these  counties  are  neither 
borough  Members  proper,  nor  county 
Members  proper,  and  cannot  speak  in 
this  House  with  that  authority  which 
Members  of  their  political  standing 
would  possess,  if  they  represented  great 
bodies  of  electors.  In  Berkshire,  for 
example,  there  are  four  boroughs  re- 
turning five  Members  to  this  House. 
Beading  is  a  borough  of  considerable 
importance.  Windsor  is  somewhat  small, 
and  as  I  gather  from  the  remarks  that 
were  made  upon  it  by  the  Judges  who 
presided  over  the  trial  of  the  last  Peti- 
tion, far  from  pure.  Abingdon  and 
Wallingford  are  so  small,  that,  in  spite 
of  the  considerable  size  of  Beading,  the 
five  borough  Members  from  Berkshire 
represent  only  between  8,000  and  9,000 
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electors.  Take  Buckmgliamshire  again. 
There  we  also  find  four  boroufdhis  re- 
turning five  Members  to  the  House. 
Aylesbury  is  large,  Wycombe  is  not 
very  small,  but  Buckingham  and  Mar- 
low  are  so  tiny,  although  Marlow  is 
styled  '*(}reat,"  that  the  five  Bucking- 
hamshire borough  Members  represent 
only  between  7,000  and  8,000  electors. 
In  Wiltshire,  the  next  in  order  of  the 
counties  named,  there  are  no  less  than 
nine  boroughs  returning  11  Members 
to  this  House.  Of  these,  Oricklade  is  a 
large  borough ;  but  most  of  the  others 
are  so  small  that  the  U  Wiltshire 
borough  Members  represent  only  be- 
tween 13,000  and  14,000  electors.  The 
same  number  of  householders  as  inhabit 
these  nine  Wiltshire  borouehs,  return- 
ing, as  they  do,  11  Members  to  this 
House,  if  they  all  lived  together  in  the 
suburbs  of  the  metropolis,  would  not  be 
deemed  of  sufficient  consideration,  any 
more  than  Croydon  or  Battersea  are 
deemed  of  sufficient  consideration  to 
specially  return  a  single  Member  to 
Parliament.  As  they  are  lucky  enough 
to  live  in  Wiltshire,  thev  return  11. 
Wiltshire,  with  24,000  electors,  is  re- 
presentefd  by  15  Members,  while  twice 
that  number  of  electors  in  Lambeth  are 
given  two.  In  the  county  of  Cornwall 
mere  are  seven  boroughs  specially  re- 
presented. Cornwall  is  a  .case  which  I 
would  recommend  to  the  attention  of 
hon.  Members  who  sit  opposite.  Corn- 
wall retiims  nine  borough  and  four 
county  Members.  Of  these  1 3  Members 
the  great  majority  are  Liberal ;  yet, 
speaking  from  this  side  of  the  House, 
we  cannot  but  admit  that  as  long  as  the 
present  franchise  is  maintained,  electors 
who  live  in  Cornwall  are  as  g^atly  over- 
represented  as  electors  who  live  in  the 
capital,  or  in  Lancashire  or  Yorkshire, 
are  greatly  under-represented  in  the 
Commons.  The  nine  Cornish  borough 
Members  represent  but  8,000  electors,  a 
number  which  would  be  politically  in- 
significant in  the  metropolis  or  in  the 
North  of  England.  Dorsetshire  is  the 
last  county  which  I  named.  In  Dorset- 
shire there  are  six  boroughs.  In  this 
case  again  we  can  show  that  we  raise  no 
Party  question.  Bridport  and  Poole 
return  Liberals  to  this  House ;  Dorset- 
shire and  Wareham  return  Conserva- 
tives; Weymouth,  which  alone  among 
the  Dorsetshire  boroughs  returns  two 
Members,  sends   us    "one  and  one." 
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Shaftesbury,  which  one  would  say  at 
first  sight  must  take  a  side,  and  znake 
of  this  Dorsetshire  borough  representa- 
tion either  a  Liberal,  or  a  Conservative 
Party  question,  succeeds  in  doine  nothing 
of  the  kind.  Shaftesbury,  al&ough  it 
returns  only  one  Member,  contrives, 
difficult  as  the  task  may  seem,  to  mani- 
fest its  high  impartiality,  and  to  keep 
the  Part^  balance  even.  Shaftesbury 
notoriouuy  depends  upon  the  infiuenoe 
of  Motcombe.  Now,  the  influence  of 
Motoombe  is  in  so  singular  a  positknif 
through  the  political  differences  of  the 
various  members  of  the  Westminster 
family,  that  in  the  last  Parliament  the 
Motcombe  influence  was  Whig  and  re- 
turned a  WhiK ;  that  in  the  present  Par- 
liament the  Motcombe  interest  is  Con- 
servative and  returns  a  Conservative; 
and  that  it  is  weU  known  that  there  is 
every  probability  that,  at  a  future  time, 
the  Motoombe  influence  will  again  be 
Whig.  It  has  been  stated  in  all  the 
newspapers,  and  not  denied,  that  it  is 
useless  for  a  Liberal  to  stand  for  Shaftes- 
bury at  the  present  moment,  and  that 
it  would  be  useless  for  a  Conservative  to 
stand  for  it  at  that  future  time  of  whidi 
I  speak.  In  other  words,  it  is  as  useless 
at  the  present  time  for  a  Liberal  to  stand 
at  Shaftesbury  as  at  Wilton ;  but  it  was 
as  useless  for  a  Conservative  to  stand  at 
Shaftesbury  whenMotcombe  wasin  Whig 
hands,  as  it  was  useless  for  a  Conserva- 
tive to  stand  at  Wilton  when  the  Herbert 
family  was  Whig.  The  seven  borough 
Members  returned  by  the  six  Dorsetshuv 
boroughs  represent  6,000  electors.  Here 
are  6,000  Dorsetshire  borough  electon 
returning  seven  boroueh  Members  when 
60,000  electors  at  Liverpool,  61,000 
electors  at  Glasgow,  62,000  electors  at 
Birmingham,  and  64,000  electors  at 
Manchester  return  only  three  Memben 
each.  Is  there  any  such  extraordinaiy 
political  spirit,  any  such  marvellously 
Keen  political  intelHgence  in  the  electon 
of  Dorchester  or  of  Wareham  that  the 
600  and  odd  electors  of  Dorchester  should 
be  given  a  Member  specially  to  repre- 
sent them  in  this  House,  when  exacUy 
one  hundred  times  as  many  electors  at 
Manchester  return  but  three  ?  We  wish 
it  to  be  imderstood  that  those  of  us  who 
propose  these  reforms  do  not  expect  of 
them  that  they  would  exclude  firom  Pa^ 
liament  those  hon.  Members,  many  of 
them  men  of  great  ability,  all  of  them, 
we  hope,  usefiil  Members  of  this  Honao, 
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who  rmreeent  the  small  oonstitaenoies. 
We  wian  only  that,  which  we  are  per- 
■naded  the  majoritj  of  them  wish  them- 
felres,  that  which  some  of  them  have  had 
the  eoarage  to  go  down  to  their  boroughs 
and  arow,  that  they  ought  to  sit  here  not 
as  the  q>ecial  BepresentatiTes  of  decayed 
oommnnities,  but  as  the  Eepresentatiyes 
oflax^bodieeoftheirfellow-countrymen. 
There  is  one  other  matter  in  connection 
with  this  branch  of  the  subject  to  which 
it  is  difficult  not  to  allude ;  indeed^  I  did 
allade  to  it  just   now  in  the  case  of 
Windsor.    I  speak  of  the  electoral  prac- 
tices— ^the    electoral   mal-practices   for 
which    some    small   boroughs  are  no- 
torioos.    It  is  I  fear  the  case,  that  in 
many  of  theee  small  boroughs — it  is  cer- 
tain that  in  some,  corrupt  practices  exist, 
and  that  no  candidate   who   is  deter- 
mined not  to  pay  one  farthing  without  a 
dear  account  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
his    money   was    expended,    can   pos- 
nblyhold  those  seats.    There  are  still 
eonstituenoies  in  England  in  which  the 
first  question  asked,  not,  indeed,  of  can- 
didates themselTee,  but  of  those  who  are 
charged  with  conducting  their  elections, 
is  not  a  question  as  to  their  political 
opinions,  but  a  question  as  to  the  amount 
of  their  wealth.    Not  only  is  much  poli- 
tical demoralization  produced    by  the 
laxity  of  public  morals  upon  this  point 
which  stiU  prevails  in  many  boroughs, 
hut  these  fkcts  are  well-known  abroad, 
tre  repeatedly  referred  to  in  foreign 
jovmafs  and  in  foreim  Assemblies,  and 
cannot  but  in  some  degree  diminish  the 
high  respect  in  which  abroad  the  de- 
liberations of  this  House  are  held.  ''  In- 
fln«noe,"  too,  is  still  so  rife  that  whole 
pages  of  our  Parliamentary  guides  are 
filled  with  lists  of  boroughs  in  which  the 
politics  of  the  people  are  held  to  be  of 
BO  account    when  compared  with  the 
opinions  of  some   g^at  neighbouring 
&nulj.    What  is  the  practical  import- 
Booe  of  a  change  in  the  distribution  of 
politioal  power,  the  theoretical  need  for 
which  can  be  shown  by  statistics  so  clear 
as  thoM  to  which  I  have  refeired.    I 
hare  tried  in  previous  years,  in  moving 
Besolutions  couched  in  the  same  terms 
ss  tht  second  of  those  which  is  this  day 
nbmitted  to  the  House,  to  prove  that 
Boi  even  the  more  showy  reform  of  an 
cztsaded  franchise  is  oi  so  much  mo- 
VMQt    There  are  some  of  us  who  g^  so 
Ctt  as  to  believe  that  a  re-distribution 
^  politioal  power  will  be  found  to  as 


greatly  transcend  in  importance  the  mere 
extension  of  the  franchise  as  it  does  in 
difficulty  of  treatment.  The  practical 
injustice  of  the  present  state  of  things 
has  been  often  snown  in  cases  in  which 
the  interests  of  the  inhabitants  of  great 
conmiunities  have  come  into  conflict  with 
what  may  be  termed  private  interests. 
I  have  several  times  given  to  the  House 
instances  in  support  of  this  view,  of 
which  the  defeat  of  the  Birmingham 
Sewage  Bill,  after  a  conflict  between  a 
city  and  two  landowners  was  an  admir- 
able example.  That  Bill  was  thrown 
out  on  a  division  by  a  majority  formed 
of  hon.  Members  who  represented  vastly 
fewer  voters  than  did  the  Members  who 
voted  in  the  minority.  So  far  as  we 
could  judffe  the  opinions  of  the  voters 
by  the  opinions  of  their  Members  the 
present  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Tamworth  were  in  a  minority  of 
500,000  voters  on  that  occasion,  although 
they  had  a  majority  in  the  House.  Our 
proposals  as  to  re- distribution  have  been 
met  by  an  attempt  to  frighten  the  country 
by  the  bugbear  of  a  vast  disfranchise- 
ment. It  is  not  disfranchisement  that 
we  propose.  If  vou  equalize  borough 
and  county  francnise  at  the  same  time 
when  you  re-distribute  seats  there  will 
be  no  actual  disfranchisement  of  any  in- 
dividual elector,  but  only  a  reduction  of 
the  unduly  ereat  political  importance 
which  has  himerto  been  given  him.  No 
voter  would  cease  to  have  a  vote;  he 
would  have  his  county  vote  instead  of  a 
vote  in  an  over  represented  borough ; 
that  is  (dl.  The  Conservative  Party, 
from  whom  the  majority  of  the  sup- 
porters of  the  small  boroughs  are  now 
drawn,  are  accustomed  to  declare  that  it 
is  good  Oonservative  doctrine  that  poli- 
tical power  should  be  given,  not  to  num- 
bers, but  to  intelligence  and  to  property. 
By  upholding  the  special,  ana  unduly 
g^at,  representation  of  decaying  com- 
munities, of  a  few  hundred  voters  each, 
they  do  not,  as  a  rule,  whatever  may  be 
the  case  in  certain  isolated  instances, 
place  the  representation  in  the  hands  of 
electors  who  can  be  fitly  said  to  well  re- 
present either  the  property  or  the  intel- 
Ugence  of  England.  If  we  compare 
the  property  and  intelligence  of  the 
larg^t  and  those  of  the  smallest  towns, 
we  shall  not  be  brought  to  the  belief 
that  in  giving  150  times  as  much 
proportional  power  to  the  latter  as  they 
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give  to  fhe  former,  OonaerYatiTes  are 
taking  tiiie  best  course  towards  oaRying 
out  weir  object.  It  may  howeTor  be 
pleaded,  eyen  on  behalf  of  numbers, 
which  they  are  fond  of  contrasting  with 
property  and  intelligence,  that  it  always 
is  assumed  in  all  political  discussion, 
that  a  majority  in  tne  House  of  Oom- 
mons  represents,  or  ought  to  represent, 
a  majority  of  the  electors  of  the  countiy. 
The  majority  of  electors ;  not  a  majority 
of  rich  voters  in  particular,  but  of  voters 
rich  or  poor.  Wealth  ought  to  have 
obtained,  has  obtained,  its  fair  influence 
at  the  elections  by  which  any  House  of 
Conmions  is,  or  can  be  returned.  Pro- 
perty, too,  is  specially  represented  in  the 
House  of  Loros ;  and  the  modem  theory 
of  the  House  of  Commons  is,  that  it  re- 
presents the  people  who  have  each  one 
Ids  life  and  limb  and  work  or  trade  and 
property  itself,  however  small  that  pro- 
perty may  be,  within  the  control  of  law. 
To  lite  laws  of  England,  then,  the  con- 
sent of  all  the  ikiglish  people  through 
their  Bepresentatives  is,  or  should  be 
asked.  If  it  is  a  maxim  of  the  Consti- 
tution that  all  who  have  to  pay  the  taxes 
should  be  consulted  upon  the  taxation 
which  they  will  have  to  bear,  it  is  ev^i 
more  clear  now  than  ever  at  any  time 
before,  that  all  the  rural  ratepayers  at 
least  should  be  g^ven  their  small  share 
in  government.  I  have  heard  that  some 
may  vote  with  us  this  year  who  have 
abstained  from  voting  in  the  past.  I  not 
only  hope  that  that  is  true,  I  not  only 
believe  that  it  is  true,  but  I  see  reasons 
why  men  should  join  us  now  who  have 
hesitated  up  to  the  present  time.  I 
speak  not  of  unworthy  motives,  I  allude 
not  to  political  ambition,  but  the  reasons 
which  I  have  in  view  are  drawn  from 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  itself. 
Only  this  year  they  have  pledged  them- 
selves that  they  will  soon  destroy  an 
organization  of  county  government  which 
has  existed  in  England  from  the  Saxon 
times.  For  nomination  they  are  going 
to  substitute  election.  What  dearer  duty 
can  lie  before  all  Englishmen  who  can 
lay  a  claim  to  the  title  Liberal  than  to 
insist  that  the  new  system  of  election 
shall  not  be  such  a  miserable  com- 
promise as  that  which  the  Gt>vemment 
in  a  Bill  before  the  House  have  proposed 
for  Scotland,  but  shall  rest  o^,  a  wide 
and  a  defensible  base.  What  could  be 
dearer  policy  for  the  Conservative  puty, 
if  they  would    only  dare  it,  than  by 
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basiBg  o«r  whole  politieal  syslem,  im 
oounlry  and  town  alike,  upon  the  pos- 
session for  a  certain  time  of  a  fixed  b^nne, 
to  establish  a  new  fbundadon  for  ths 
Constitution  which  they  might  hops 
would  live  as  long  as  our  oountiy  itsdf 
shall  exist. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ^'ThAf*  to  tht 
end  of  ihe  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi 
«m  the  opinion  of  this  Home,  it  would  be 
desirable  to  adopt  a  uniform  Parliamentarf 
FraachiBe  for  Borou^  and  County  eouti- 
taendeB," — (Jfr.  Trm^tm,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Mb.  SMOLLETT:  More  than  two 
years  ago,  an  incident  occurred  in  tint 
House  to  which  I  desire  to  call  atten- 
tion for  some  moments.  In  the  Sesstoo 
of  1 875  a  Motion  was  made  to  issue  t 
Writ  for  the  election  of  a  Member  to 
serve  in  Parliament  for  Stroud,  ia 
Gloucestershire.  A  Motion  of  this  nature, 
being  matter  of  form,  is  usually  passed 
without  observation;  but,  on  this  occa- 
sion, it  was  opposed  with  soma  vehe- 
mence by  the  hon.  Baronet  who  repre- 
sents the  City  of  Carlide  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson).  That  hon.  Centleman  Seated 
the  proposal  as  a  mere  device  to  bring 
into  the  House  of  Commons  a  man  A 
talent  and  abilities— qualities  which  he 
said  were  very  undesirable  in  any  Mem- 
ber, and  were  most  unsuitable  for  a 
Gentleman  sitting  on  the  Opposition 
benches.  The  presence  alone  of  the 
ex-Member  for  Kilmarnock — fcnr  Mr. 
Bouverie  was  the  party  indicated— 
would,  he  declared,  destrov  the  repose, 
and  would  put  an  end  to  the  holy  cafaa, 
which  had  spread  over  the  benches 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  ever 
since  the  Conservative  Administratioa 
had  been  installed  in  office.  Now, 
if  repose  be  really  needed,  if  an  absence 
from  divided  courses  were  required  to 
cement  the  discipline  of  the  onoe  power- 
ful, but  now  disorderly.  Liberal  Fartj, 
surely,  some  of  the  foremost  men  upon 
the  Opposition  benches  must  curse,  ia 
their  hearts,  the  electors  of  the  Border 
Bor6ughs  who  had  sent  to  this  Hoobs 
as  their  B^[u*esentative  a  Gentleman  of 
acknowledged  talent,  a  statesman  who 
thinks  for  himself,  and  who  has  adopted 
as  a  Party  cry  the  question  of  an  un* 
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limited  extension  of  tiiie  sofifrage.  By 
means  of  this  ory,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
doubtless  hopes  to  bring  that  section  of 
^e  adyancea  Liberal  Party  with  which 
he  is  connected,  into  office,  at  some 
period  more  or  less  remote ;  but  he  must 
well  know  that  the  discussion  of  this 
question  is  distasteful,  at  the  present 
lame,  to  many  thoughtful  men  in  the 
Liberal  ranks.  These  Gentlemen  dislike 
the  scheme  by  reason  of  its  own  demerits ; 
and  they  detest  it  the  more,  because  at 
this  moment  the  matter  ia  regarded  by 
the  masses  out-of-doors  with  apathy, 
indifference,  and  neglect. 

The  hon.  Member  for  the  Border 
Boroughs  must  be  perfectly  oog^nizant 
of  the  disunion  which  prevails  in  the 
Opposition  camp  on  almost  all  important 
matters  of  policy,  both  foreign  and 
domestic.  The  only  subject-matter  upon 
which  the  Liberal  Party  is  at  one,  is  the 
Burials  Bill.  The  hon.  Gentleman  must 
know  that,  irrespective  of  the  Members 
ttova  Lreland  who  swarm  below  the 
Gangway,  and  who  have  an  organization 
of  their  own,  repudiating  the  discipline 
of  the  Liberal  Whips,  there  are  seated 
around  him  Liberals  and  Liberals. 
There  are  upon  the  Opposition  Benches 
men  who  style  themselves  advanced 
Liberals,  who  wiU  eagerly  support  the 
Besolution  now  before  the  House,  for 
they  are  men  who  {n'ate  about  the  sacred 
right  of  insurrection,  men  whose  politi- 
dd  sentiments  gravitate  towards  Ee- 
publicanism.  i^ain,  there  is  a  large 
body  of  hon.  Gentlemen  upon  the  op* 
posite  side  who  may  be  called  earnest 
Liberals,  men  who  are  always  yearning 
to  bring  within  the  pale  of  the  Constitu- 
tion pities  who  have  not  yet  acquired 
the  privilege  of  voting,  and  these  hon. 
Gentlemen  will  doub&ess  support  the 
Kesolution.  I  have  little  or  no  sym- 
pathy with  politicians  of  this  class,  and 
for  this  reason,  that  for  60  years  of  my 
existence  I  lived  without  a  vote,  and  I 
never  felt  the  want  of  one.  It  is  true 
that  in  recent  years  I  have  purchased 
two  small  ^'eeholds  which  now  qualify 
me  to  be  a  voter  in  two  counties.  I  am, 
in  point  of  fact,  one  of  the  proprietors 
adverted  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Uie 
Border  Boroughs,  of  the  8haws  Estate 
in  Peeblesshire ;  but  I  have  not  found 
myself,  since  I  became  a  voter,  to  be 
either  an  abler,  a  wiser,  or  a  better 
man.  Moreover,  if  the  Besolution  under 
debate  be  adopted,  and  if  the  county 


franchise  be  really  assimilated  to  the 
borough  franchise,  I  shall  lose  these 
votes;  for  the  borough  franchise  is  an 
occupation  franchise,  and  my  votes  are 
what  are  called  in  Scotland  faggot  votes. 
I  shall  not  regret  the  loss  of  me  votes, 
for  they  have  given  me  an  immense 
amount  of  trouble  in  the  past.  Then 
there  is  a  considerable  number  of  hon. 
Gentlemen,  mostly  seated  above  the 
(Gangway,  who  may  be  called  aristo- 
cratic liberals,  men  who  assume  the 
appellation  of  Old  Whigs,  and  a  very 
respectable  appellation  it  is.  Those  men 
are,  to  a  large  extent,  the  possessors  of 
'^Old  Acres,"  and  they  have  in  their 
ranks  a  considerable  amount  of  brain 
power.  Now,  a  Party  possessed  of  these 
qualifications  is  entitled  to  have  its  voice 
heard  in  the  Councils  of  the  nation.  In 
point  of  fact,  this  Party  did  make  its 
sentiments  known  to  the  country  in  the 
winter  of  1874,  and  in  the  spnng  of 
1875.  Upon  those  occasions  the  Whig 
Members,  to  some  extent,  visited  the 
constituencies  which  returned  them  to 
Parliament,  and  to  their  constituents 
they  freely  unbosomed  themselves.  These 
hon.  Gentlemen  frankly  admitted  that 
the  Party  had  met  with  an  awful  maul- 
ing at  the  General  Election  in  February, 
1874 ;  but  they  said  that  they  had  anti- 
cipated defeat,  and  had  discounted  de- 
feat. They  insisted  that  they  had  been 
discomfited,  not  through  the  moderation 
of  their  political  opinions,  but  by  the  mis- 
chievous restlessness  of  their  Leader. 
Who  the  Leader  was  I  need  not  men- 
tion. These  hon.  Gentlemen  continued 
to  profess  unbounded  reliance  in  the 
trutii  of  Whig  principles.  Whig  prin- 
ciples were  indeed  the  proud  inheritance 
of  the  Anglo-Saxon  race.  Whig  states- 
men, they  declared,  never  advocated 
extreme  or  violent  measures  of  organic 
change,  and  proposals  for  assimilating 
the  mmohise  in  boroughs  and  counties, 
and  suggestions  for  the  wholesale  crea- 
tion of  electoral  districts  throughout 
Great  Britain,  they  considered  violent  and 
revolutionary  measures  of  change.  In 
the  pursuit  of  Constitutional  amend- 
ments of  the  Bepresentation,  the  Whigs, 
they  said,  desired  to  see  the  Constitu- 
tion dealt  with  upon  the  principles  of 
homoBopathic  treatment.  In  short,  it 
seems  to  me  that  some  lines  written  by 
Mr.  Canning,  and  published  in  The 
Anti-Jacohm  some  74  years  ago,  ad- 
dressed to  the  followers  of  Mr.  Adding- 
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ton,  then  known  by  the  sobriquet  of 
**the  Doctor,"  fitly  express  the  oream 
of  Whig  policy  at  the  present  juncture. 
The  lines  were  these — 

'*  The^  no  random  measuree  urging, 
Make  ns  vain  alarms  to  feel ; 
With  moderate  doses  gently  purging, 
IUb  that  prey  on  Britain's  weid.'' 

Well,  Sir,  I  am  opposed,  like  the  Whigs, 
to  the  constant   application  of  drastic 
purgatives  to  the  British  Constitution, 
^ut  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Border 
Boroughs  is  a  Liberal  of  a  wholly  dif- 
ferent kidney,  albeit,  he  is  the  nephew 
of  his  uncle.  Lord  Macaulay,  one  of  the 
mildest  Whigs  of  his  generation.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  saw  dearly  the  over- 
throw that  was  awaiting  his  Party,  but 
he  saw  it  from  a  different  platform,  as  I 
shall  show.     The  hon.  Member  went 
down    to    Liverpool,    if  I    remember 
rightly,  in  the  autumn  of  1873.    The 
object  of  his  visit  was  to  take  part  in 
the  opening  of  a  new  Beform  Club  in 
that  great  town.     After  the  ceremony 
was  completed  there  was  a  dinner  and  a 
drink,  and  at  the  jollification  in  the 
evening   the    hon.    Member   was   the 
London  star  of  the  night.    He  made  a 
capital  speech,  for  few  can  do  the  post- 
prandial part  of  the  entertainment  better. 
The  hon.  Member  told  his  Lancashire 
friends  that  they  and  the  cause  to  which 
they  were  so  fondly  attached  would  come 
to  grief  at  the  next  General  Election, 
unless  they  were  prepared  to  accept  the 
policy  which  he  then  and  there  tendered 
to  them  for  adoption.    His  advice  was, 
shortly,  this — he  said  they  must  bring 
out  and  parade  before  the  public  the 
Beform  engine  which  had  been  for  some 
time  laid  up  in  ordinary.    He  insisted 
that  they  must  put  it,  and  keep  it,  in  a 
thorough  and  perfect  state  of  repair ;  that 
they  must  have  always  alive  under  the 
boilers  a  rattling  fire ;   and  at  Election 
times,  that  they  must  emblazon  in  letters 
of  gold,  upon    their  banners,   blazing 
measures  of  oi^anic   change.      These, 
said  the  hon.  Member,   are  the   only 
methods  by  which   the  Liberal  Party 
can  be  brought  to  act  in  unity  for  the 
future ;  and  the  hon.  Member  was  quite 
right  in  thinking  so.    Well,  the  General 
Election  came  off  in  February,   1874, 
much  sooner  than  was  expected,  and 
with  it  came  the  collapse  of  the  Liberal 
Party.    I  shall  not  stop  to  inquire  why 
the  ruin  came.    One  Member  of  the  late 
Cabinet  is  reported  to  have  stated  pub- 
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lidy,  that  he  and  his  CoUeagues 
''lied  out  of  office" — a  very  ooam 
expression,  but  ooarse  men  will  fbsw 
their  way  into  Cabinets  in  these  degene- 
rate times.  Here,  however,  we  have  to- 
night the  hon.  Member  for  the  Border 
Borouffhs,  true  to  his  principles,  pro- 
pounding for  acceptance  to  this  Houm 
a  Besolution  which  will  pledge  tiie 
Legislature  in  the  future  to  cany  out 
huge  schemes  of  Constitutional  change, 
the  discussion  of  which  is,  I  repeat,  gaD 
and  wormwood  to  many  of  the  modenta 
Whifi^  politicians  seated  on  the  Oppotito 
benches.  I  state  this,  indeed,  upon  the 
supposition  that  there  is  some  honeetj 
in  political  life — a  belief  in  which,  the 
longer  I  live,  I  am  more  and  more  ifi- 
elined  wholly  to  repudiate. 

The  abstract  Besolution  now  moved 
will,  if  it  be  adopted,  bring  about  much 

greater  and  more  momentous  changes  in 
ritish  institutions  than  those  wrou^ 
by  the  great  Beform  Bill  of  1833,  or 
by  the  leap  in  the  dark  of  1867.  The 
application  of  household  franchise  to 
counties  will  add,  it  is  calculated, 
at  least  1,000,000  of  fresh  votes  to 
the  counties  of  England  and  Walsi 
alone.  The  present  constituencies  do 
not  exceed  700,000  electors.  If  ths 
freeholders  be  eliminated,  the  preeent 
electors  would  not  exceed  600,000,  and 
the  new  electors  will  be  more  than 
double  the  old  constituenoiea.  I  cannot 
see  myself  how  there  can  be  a  retl 
assimilation  of  coimty  and  town  voting 
if  the  freeholders  are  retained.  Now, 
this  is  a  gigantic  measure  of  Befonn, 
and  yet  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Bender 
Boroughs  has  always  spoken  of  his  pn>- 
posals  as  involving  a  very  modest  mea- 
sure of  political  change.  In  Scotland 
and  in  this  House  he  has  frequaitlj 
stated  that  the  proposal  is  a  mere  ooroU 
lary  to  the  Bill  of  1867.  He  has  spoken 
of  it  as  an  adaptation  to  the  preoent 
time  of  a  measure  introduced  into  Par* 
liament  in  1859  by  the  Cabinet  of  the 
late  Earl  of  Derby,  and  pressed  fat 
acceptance  on  the  country  by  a  Conser- 
vative Administration.  Now,  I  perfectly 
remember  the  Bill  of  1859,  ana  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  it  was  launched. 
The  Session  of  1 859  opened  with  a  Sneedi 
from  the  Throne,  produced  by  a  Libcnl 
Cabinet,  presided  over  by  Lord  Pialmeiw 
ston.  In  the  Boyal  Speech  it  was  an- 
nounced that  a  Bill  for  the  iniprore- 
ment  of  the  Bepreeentation  of  the  rwj^ 
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in  BuUament  would  be  laid  before 
both  Houses.  No  Bill,  however,  of  this 
dimeter  was  introduced  by  the  Ooyem- 
menty  simply  because,  within  a  yeiy  few 
weeks,  the  Cabinet  of  Lord  Palmerston 
was  tripped  up.  The  Administration 
was  placed  in  a  minority  through  an 
intrigue  or  cabal  led  by  Mr.  Milner 
Gibeon  and  by  Lord  John  Eussell,  two 
ambitious  Whiffs,  who  had  been  left  out 
in  the  cold«  and  who  were  very  desirous 
of  place.  When  Lord  Pahnerston's 
Cabinet  resigned.  Her  Mdeslr  entrusted 
the  formation  of  a  new  Mimstry  to  the 
late  Eari  of  Derby.  The  Cabinet  of  that 
Nobleman  conducted  the  Administration 
b  a  makeshift  fashion  for  three  months, 
and  by  that  Cabinet  the  Reform  Bill 
of  1859  was  introduced  agreeably  with 
the  promise  held  out  in  the  Queen's 
Speech*  The  Bill  of  Reform  in  that 
year  was  certainly  framed  on  homoBO- 
pathie  principles.  The  proposal  did, 
mdeed,  attempt  to  assimilate  the  fran- 
chise in  boroughs  and  counties,  but 
without  success.  The  main  featiire  of 
the  Bill  was  a  reduction  of  the  £50 
tsoancy  qualification  in  counties  to  a 
£10  rental  qualification.  The  next  pro- 
petal  was  to  deal  with  the  freehold  fran- 
chiss.  The  Bill  of  1859  enacted  that 
when  the  freehold  was  situate  in  a 
Wough,  the  owner  should  vote  for  the 
borou^;  and  that  when  the  freehold 
vss  situate  in  the  county,  the  owner 
fthoold  Tote  for  the  county  Members. 
The  Bill  proposed  to  take  15  single  seats 
from  the  smallest  boroughs  and  to  confer 
those  seats  on  large  towns  and  extensiye 
eovntiea.  But  how  was  the  Bill  met  ? 
It  was  opposed,  mainly  on  the  ground 
of  its  assimilation  tendency.  Lord  John 
BhsmD  mored  an  abstract  Besolution  in 
obstniction  of  the  Bill.  The  Besolution 
ilated,  firstly^ 

**  That  it  WM  unjiui  and  impolitie  to  int«r- 
fcm  in  tKe  maimer  propoaed  in  this  Bill  with 
tht  tmjttM  franchiae  aa  hitherto  ezerciaed  in 
thf  oovniiea  of  England  and  Walea;"  and, 
madly,  **  that  no  rd-adjaatment  of  the  fran- 
chia»  troiild  aatiafj  the  Hotue  or  the  coontry 
did  not  provide  for  a  greater  eztenaion  of 


Iha  borough  franchiae  than  waa  contemplated  in 
thkBiir^ 


This  Besohttion  was  carried  by  a  con- 
adsrable  migority,  and  the  Bill  was  not 
proceeded  with.  The  Besolution  had 
the  gsnend  support  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
sad  it  was  entirely  hostile  to  the  prin- 
opts  of  assimilation.  From  that  date 
ao  Miaiatry  has  again  proposed  to  assi- 
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milate  the  franchise  in  town  and  country. 
But,  apart  from  this,  any  comparison  of 
the  Bill  of  1859  with  the  present  pro- 
posals is  farcical.  Under  any  Bill  framed 
m  the  spirit  of  this  Resolution  it  will  be 
necessary  to  erase  from  the  electoral 
map  every  borough  under  30,000  inha- 
bitants, (treat  Britain,  imder  a  new  sys- 
tem like  this,  must  be  parcelled  out  into 
electoral  districts.  K  the  proposal  for 
the  re-adjustment  of  political  power  does 
not  go  to  the  extent  at  first  of  equal 
electoral  districts,  an  agitation  to  that 
end  will  at  once  arise ;  and  the  demand 
is  one  which  cannot  be  resisted.  For  10 
or  15  years  the  House  of  Commons  will 
be  pestered  with  perpetual  demands  for 
tiuKering  and  tampering  with  the  Con- 
stitution— and  all  necessary  fiscal,  social, 
and  legal  reforms  must  cease  to  be  dis- 
cussed. The  result  of  the  whole  will 
possibly  be  universal  su£&age — male  and 
female.  Bather  than  encounter  this 
turmoil  I  really  think  that  it  would  be 

E referable— certainly  it  would  be  more 
usiness-like — to  refer  the  British  Con- 
stitution en  hloe  to  the  tender  mercies  of 
a  Select  Committee.  There  are  men  in 
this  House,  I  dare  say,  perfectly  ready  to 
perfect  a  brand  new  Constitution,  stock, 
lock,  and  barrel,  in  the  course  of  three 
weeks.  But  this  is  a  practical  proposal, 
and  because  it  is  so  no  attention  will  be 
paid  to  it.  I  therefore  must  fall  back 
upon  a  direct  negative  of  the  abstract 
Besolution  proposed  to-night  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs. 

To  secure,  however,  the  negation  of 
the  principle  of  this  Besolution  by  a 
large  majority,  we  must  rely  to  some 
extent  for  support  upon  my  hon.  Friends 
the  Whigs,  to  whom  I  have  referred,  and 
with  whom  in  principle  I  am  at  one. 
The  only  distinction  between  us  is,  that 
I  am  disposed  to  act  up  to  the  force  of 
my  opinions,  while  the  Whigs  are  not. 
I  have  long  observed  that  men  of  ad- 
vanced principles  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons are  men  of  energy  and  of  political 
backbone.  The  Whig^,  as  a  rule,  are 
weak-kneed ;  they  have  no  bone  in  them, 
only  a  small  amount  of  soft  gristle. 
These  hon.  Gentlemen  practice  largely 
the  virtue  of  abstention,  not  from  liquor, 
but  from  voting.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Border  Boroughs,  in  1874,  brought 
in  a  Bill  to  assimilate  the  franchise  in 
counties  and  boroughs.  In  May,  1874, 
he  pressed  the  Bill  to  a  division.  The 
second  reading  was  negatived  by  a  ma- 
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polity  of  114  votes.  How  was  this  ma- 
jority obtained?  It  was  more  than 
twice  in  excess  of  the  normal  Conserva- 
tive majori^in  the  House.  Why,  many 
moderate  Whigs  absented  themselves 
Irom  the  division.  In  scanning  the 
division  list  it  will  be  found  that  not 
more  than  six  Liberal  Members  voted 
in  the  majority.  When  the  division  was 
called  for  I  was  present,  and  with  my 
faithful  eyes  I  saw  several  hon.  Gentle- 
men rise  from  the  £*ont  Opposition 
bench  and  walk  leisurely  out  of  the 
House.  From  the  majesty  of  their  gait, 
and  from  the  apparent  earnestness  of 
their  demeanour,  it  might  have  been 
supposed  that  they  were  engaged  in  the 
performance  of  a  solemn  public  duty. 
They  went  out  only  to  liquor  up  in  the 
Lobby,  and  to  evade  voting  upon  a  most 
important  Constitutional  principle.  Yet 
these  same  men,  six  months  afterwards, 
visited  their  constituents,  and  with  much 
tall  talk  spoke  of  purity  of  motive  and 
fixity  of  principle  beine  the  only  attri- 
butes that  made  public  life  endurable  in 
England.  Political  ambition,  tempered 
with  honesty,  they  boldly  declared  was 
the  greatest  virtue  under  Heaven.  In 
my  judgment  men  who  enter  Parliament 
to  follow  politics  as  a  profession,  to  ob- 
tain office,  or  possibly  to  get  a  handle  to 
their  names,  embark  in  a  pursuit  which, 
if  their  career  be  a  long  one,  must  com- 
pel them  to  eat  a  great  deal  of  political 
dirt.  Certainly,  to  avoid  voting  on  a 
grave  subject,  for  fear  that  the  loud  ex- 
pression of  opinion  might  militate  against 
their  accession  to  office  under  an  ad- 
vanced Liberal  Cabinet,  at  some  future 
period,  is  not  an  heroic  nor  a  patriotic 
action.  A  continued  adherence  to  this 
practice  tends  to  deg^de  political  life, 
to  bring  principles  and  professions  into 
obloquy  and  contempt. 

Upon  the  present  occasion,  therefore, 
I  trust  that  there  will  be  no  mistake.  I 
do  hope  that  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
moderate  Liberal  Party  will  dissociate 
themselves  this  night  ftt)m  their  demo- 
cratic allies,  and  will  vote  against  the 
adoption  of  this  abstract  Hesolution.  Mea- 
sures conceived  in  the  spirit  of  this  Beso- 
lution  were  most  certainly  condemned  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
City  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  in  the  ad- 
dress which  he  made  to  his  constituents 
in  the  Com  Exchange,  on  the  2l8t  De- 
cember, 1874.  He  then  protested  a^inst 
being  precipitated  into  sdiemes  of  vio- 
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lent  and  extreme  chan^,  at  the  dicta- 
tion of  extreme  politicians  of  the  ad« 
vanced  Liberal  section.  The  hon.  and 
learned  ex- Attorney  Oeneral  the  Mem- 
ber for  Taunton  (Sir  Henry  James),  at  a 
meeting  of  his  constituents,  stoutly  an- 
nounced, in  1874,  that  he  would  be  no 
party  to  a  policy  which  would  neoewi- 
tate  the  erasure  from  the  electoral  map 
of  the  town  he  so  ably  represents.  Let 
him  show  himself  then,  on  this  occanoo, 
bold  enough  to  vote  against  the  Beeolu- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Border 
Boroughs.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Poole  (Mr.  Evelyn  AshleyJ  certainly, 
at  apolitical  dinner  in  1875,  m  the  lua 
of  Wight,  expressed  himself  in  a  way 
that  would  imply  his  active  hostility  to 
aproposal  like  the  present.  He  thanked 
Heaven  at  that  county  gathering  that  it 
was  not  he,  nor  his  trusted  political 
Leaders,  who  had  brought  the  residuum 
or  scum  of  the  roughs  mto  the  borough 
franchise.  Surely,  that  hon.  Member  inSl 
not  now  insist  upon  the  introduction  of  t 
more  ignorant  mass  into  county  consti- 
tuencies. Lastly,  I  must  mention  one 
more  right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  staunch 
Whig,  who  most  ably  declared  two  years 
ago  his  rooted  hostility  to  the  project  of 
the  assimilation  of  the  county  to  the 
borough  franchise.  The  party  to  whom 
I  allude  is  the  right  hon.  Uentleman  the 
Member  for  Tiverton  (Mr.  Massey),  who 
now  occupies  the  seat  long  held  by  the 
late  Yiscount  Palmerston.  That  right 
hon.  Oentleman,  in  addressing  his  con- 
stituents in  December,  1874 

"protested  against  deaUngwitfa  matqne^ 
tions  of  Confltitutional  change  in  ue  tvtqIii- 
tionary  spirit  that  actuated  the  late  QoTenonenL 
He  protested  against  the  introduction  of  a  new 
Reform  Bill  in  the  present  Parliament  whk^ 
would  pave  the  way  in  a  short  time  to  the  de- 
mand for  universal  BoSnge  male  and  femak.'* 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that,  in 
his  judgment, 

"  the  introduction  of  household  franchise  into 
counties  would  not  improve,  it  would  detoricnta 
oounty  representation,  by  bringing  in  one  clui 
of  voters  who  might  from  their  nombezi  swaap 
all  the  rest." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  declared 

**his  entire  satisfaction  with  the  existinf 
fnmchise,  which  had  brought  into  bdnx  a  ooo- 
stitnency  which  expressed  the  genulnenelinf:! 
of  the  people  of  Gi«at  Britain,  and  which  opened 
an  avenue  to  the  House  of  Commons  hw  vmj 
description  of  talent,  infonnatum,  and  pufcw 
usofomeflB." 
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I  bdg  to  express  xuj  entire'  oonouirenoe 
in  tlie  sentiments  expressed  at  Tiverton 
on  this  occasion.  I  tfierefore  tmst  that 
I  shall  vote  to-night  with  this  States- 
man in  the  same  Lobby.  Truth  com- 
pek  me  to  say  that  on  searching  the 
Diyision  lists  I  have  failed  to  discover 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  name  in 
them.  When  the  proposals  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs  have 
been  tested  in  this  House  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tiverton  has 
always,  heretofore,  been  conspicuous  by 
bis  absence. 

In  conclusion,  Sir,  I  shall  strenuously 
oppose  the  change  in  our  Parliamentary 
system  shadowed  forth  in  the  abstract 
Motion  now  under  discussion,  because  I 
distrust  the  honesty  of  intention  of  those 
who  are  its  most  ardent  advocates  out- 
of-doors,  on  the  platform,  and*  in  the 
public  Press.  These  men  make  no  secret 
of  the  fact,  that  proposals  of  the  nature 
indicated  must  only  De  the  precursors  of 
future  revolutionary  change.  The  men 
in  the  country  who  advocate  a  fresh 
Beform  Bill  are  the  members  of  "The 
National  Electoral  Union."  That  Asso- 
ciation, not  long  ago,  thought  itself  of 
sufficient  importance  to  send  a  remon- 
strance to  the  Liberal  Leaders,  trans- 
mitted though  the  agencnr  of  the  Liberal 
P&rty  Whip,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  represents  in  tms  House  the  coimty 
of  Glaclnnannan  (Mr.  Adam).  This  re- 
monstrance courteously  informed  the 
Leaders  that  no  union  could  prevail  in 
the  Liberal  Party  of  the  future  imless  it 
was  based  on  these  principles  —  1st, 
uniformity  of  franchise  in  boroughs  and 
counties;  2nd,  equality  of  representa- 
tion secured  by  equal  electoral  districts ; 
3rd,  the  remonstrants  demanded  com- 
pulsory registration ;  4th,  a  real,  not  a 
sham,  lodger  franchise ;  5th,  short  Par- 
liaments— meaning,  I  presume,  annual, 
or  oftener,  if  need  be.  Parliaments  ; 
6th,  candidates  should  be  relieved 
fh>m  payment  of  expenses ;  and  7th, 
that  election  expenses  should  be  thrown 
entirely  on  that  good  natured  but 
over-burdened  jackass,  the  ratepayer. 
These  are  the  demands  of  the  Union- 
ists. A  Bill  equalizing  the  frtmchise 
in  town  and  country,  unless  accom- 
panied by  such  an  honest  re-distri- 
bution cl  seats  as  should  practically 
vHtBoe  Ae  election  of  Members  in  the 
nands  of  numbers  unencumbered  by 
property  they  regard  as  worthless.    In 


the  Press,  the  chief  advocates  of  the 
agricultural  labourer  are  equally  out- 
spoken. I  shall  take  but  one  specimen  of 
tne  London  Press,  and  I  select  the  news- 
paper which  for  some  years  has  strenu- 
ously supported  the  claims  of  Hodge  to 
the  suffirage.  I  allude  to  The  Examiner. 
The  London  Examiner  was  a  newspaper 
which  came  into  notoriety  some  60  years 
ago,  under  the  auspices  of  the  brothers 
John  and  Leigh  Hunt.  Afterwards  it 
was  conspicuous  for  literary  ability  under 
the  management  of  Messrs.  Foster  and 
Fonblanc.  Latterly  it  has  passed,  by 
purchase,  into  the  hands  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor), 
and  it  is  now,  I  imderstand,  the  proper^ 
of  that  hon.  Gentleman.  On  passing 
into  the  hands  of  its  present  owner,  the 
editor,  with  much  propriety,  in  a  leading 
article  set  forth  the  principles  which  the 
journal  would  in  future  advocate — and 
these  were  principles  of  an  advanced 
Liberal  type.  The  editor,  with  great 
na'ivetd,  observed  that 

*^  the  time  had  not  arrived  when  a  successful 
agitation  could  be  organized  in  Great  Britain 
against  the  principle  of  Monarchy.  Before  that 
could  be  achieved  much  yet  remained  to  be 
accomplished." 

Under  these  circumstances,  the  editor 
said  that  the  efforts  of  all  real  Liberals 
should  be  concentrated  upon  a  resolute 
determination  to  strengthen  democratic 
power,  by  lowering  the  franchise,  and 
thereby  increasing  the  Badical  ele- 
ment in  the  Commons  House  of  Par- 
liament ;  this  done,  the  disestablishment 
and  disendowment  of  the  Church  would 
follow,  with  other  great  measures  of 
Beform,  and  then  no  doubt  the  consum- 
mation so  devoutly  to  be  wished  for 
— namely,  an  attack  upon  Monarchy — 
might  possibly  be  attempted  with  suc- 
cess. Now,  this  is  plain  speaking ;  and 
because  it  is  so,  I  shall  take  my  stand 
against  these  daring  innovations.  I,  for 
one,  am  prepared  to  resist  changes  pro- 
posed because  they  will  aid  in  con- 
verting the  Monarchy  of  Great  Britain 
into  a  Bepublic  of  the  future.  My  hope 
and  trust  and  prayers  are,  that  ere  the 
Queen's  Crown  goes  down,  some  Badical 
crowns  shall  be  broke ;  and,  therefore, 
I  shall  oppose  the  measures  shadowed 
forth  in  the  Besolution  under  discus- 
sion, whether  they  be  proposed  by  an 
independent  GhdnUeman  seated  on  the 
back  Opposition  benches,  or  whether 
they  may  be  pressed  upon  our  accept- 
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anoe  hereafter  by  a  Minister  of  State, 
standing  at  the  Table,  Mr.  Speaker, 
upon  your  right  hand,  and  advocating 
changes  on  the  ground  that  they  wiU 
conduce  to  the  happiness  of  the  people, 
and  will  give  increased  stability  to  the 
Crown  and  to  the  dignity  of  the  Sove- 
reign.   

Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  that  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Con- 
servative Party  were  desirous  of  dealing 
seriously  with  a  serious  question,  he 
could  not  congratulate  them  on  the  fact 
that  the  first  Eepresentative  of  Con- 
servative opinion  who  had  risen  to  ex- 
press their  views  had  been  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Smollett), 
who  had  just  resumed  his  seat.  He 
ventured  to  say  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member,  that  its  strength,  if  it  had  any, 
consisted  rather  in  the  recklessness  and 
the  coarseness,  than  in  the  accuracy  and 
the  relevancy  of  its  statements  and  re- 
marks. The  hon.  Member  made  refer- 
ence to  various  speeches  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers sitting  on  the  Opposition  benches, 
but  not  made  within  the  walls  of  the 
House,  or  recorded  as  part  of  their  de- 
bates. He  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  did  not 
know  whether  the  hon.  Member  had 
observed  the  usual  courtesy  of  giving 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  Notice  of  his  in- 
tention to  make  those  references;  but 
he,  for  one,  had  so  little  confidence  in 
his  (Mr.  Smollett's)  accuracy,  that  if  he 
had  given  them  the  fair  Notice  to  which 
they  were  entitled,  he  looked  forward 
to  many  refutations  and  denials  of  his 
statements  before  the  night  was  out. 
Instead  of  discussing  the  Besolutions 
before  the  House,  the  hon.  Member 
had  given  them  a  recital  of  the  pro- 
grame  of  a  body  called  *'  The  National 
Electoral  Union."  Now,  they  had  no- 
thing to  do  in  that  debate  wilii  the  pro- 
gramme or  platform  of  any  Body,  whe- 
ther influential,  or  utterly  without  sup- 
port in  the  country.  They  had  simply 
to  consider  the  prudence  and  the  justice 
of  the  propositions  contained  in  the 
Besolutions  moved  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs 
(Mr.  Trevelyan).  The  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Smollett)  had  largely  in- 
dulged in  the  imputation  of  motives, 
and  alleged  that  it  was  not  conviction 
which  had  led  his  hon.  Friend  to  bring 
this  subject  forward,  but  the  want  of 
some  policy  and  cry  which  might  suc- 
ceed in  uniting  the  severed  ranks  of 

.  Mr.  SmoOeU 


the  Liberal  Party.  The  hon.  Member, 
speaking  not  only  of  the  liberals,  but 
of  political  life  im  England  in  general, 
said  that  for  himself,  he  had  litue  or  do 
belief  in  the  existence  of  anything  like 
political  morality.  No  suegeetion  could 
DO  more  untrue,  and  he  (Mr.  Stansfdd) 
could  only  wish  the  Party  opposite  joj 
of  an  advocate  with  such  a  faith,  and  who 
opened  the  debate  on  their  side  with 
such  arguments.  The  difficulty  "whkk 
he  felt  in  approaching  the  subject  wu 
of  a  different  kind  from  that  entertained 
by  the  hon.  Member.  That  which  wu 
unreal  to  his  mind  was  not  the  faith  of 
the  liberal.Party  in  household  su£bige, 
but  that  he  saw  nothing  like  any  serioos 
opposition  to  it.  Here  was  a  great 
measure  which,  if  carried  into  effect, 
would  extend  the  sufi&age  within  the 
reach  of  no  less  than  1,000,000  of  their 
fellow-subjects.  They  were  all  gene- 
rally agreed  that  these  persons  were  not 
unfit  for  the  exercise  of  the  franchise, 
and  that  it  would  be  safe  to  confer  it 
upon  them.  They  were  also  agreed  that 
the  measure  of  enfranchisement  could 
not  be  much  longer  deferred,  and  undo 
those  circumstances  it  required  much 
more  serious  and  powerml  arguments 
than  any  he  had  yet  heard  to  justify  the 
refusal  to  entertain  the  question.  He 
was  one  who  believed  in  the  principle 
of  household,  or  home  suffrage.  He 
was  in  favour  of  it  when  he  entered  that 
House  18  years  ago,  and  there  had  been 
no  period  from  that  time  to  the  present 
when  he  should  not  have  been  happy 
to  vote  for  household  suffrage   being 

fiven  not  only  to  the  inhabitants  of  the 
oroughs,  but  to  those  of  the  counties 
OS  weU.  Two  statements  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Smollett)  were  somewhat 
more  relevant  than  the  rest,  but  he  dis- 
puted their  accuracy.  He  said  that 
these  proposals  were  brought  forward 
in  the  midst  of  public  apathy,  indiffer- 
ence, and  neglect.  That  would  have 
been  a  legitimate  argimient,  if  it  were 
founded  on  fact,  for  Parliament  ought 
not  to  enact  a  large  measure  of  reform 
for  which  there  was  no  demand.  Bat 
was  the  hon.  Member  right  in  saying 
there  was  no  claim  or  demand  by  the 
agricultural  labourers  for  the  extension 
of  the  franchise  to  them.  What  evi- 
dence did  they  require  to  show  that  the 
alleged  apathy  did  not  exist,  and  that 
the  claim  which  was  denied  had  bees 
advanced  ?    For  some  years  past  a  Con- 


521        Counif  TVatiehUi  and        (June  29, 1877]       Se-duMbuiton  of  Seats.    522 


fereiiGe  had  assembled  in  London  of  ^ 
most  remarkable  and  significant  charac- 
ter. On  the  16th  of  May  last  there  was 
a  Oornference  of  delegates  from  the  coun- 
try. The  delegates  numbered  2,500, 
ftsd  little  lees  than  1,200  were  them- 
•elres  agricultural  labourers.  The  fact 
that  theee  men  came  up  to  London  at 
their  own  expense,  or  that  of  their 
friends,  and  that  they  demanded  the 
extension  of  household  suffirage  to  the 
counties,  was  in  his  (Mr.  Stansfeld's) 
opinion,  sufBcient  evidence  of  a  claim 
which  ought  to  attract  the  respectful 
attention  of  the  House  and  of  the  Go- 
Temment.  The  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member's  argument  about  Lord  John 
Bossell's  Besolutions  against  the  Con- 
Mrrative  Reform  Bill  of  1859  was,  that 
a  good  deal  had  happened  since  then. 
Ten  Tears  ago  the  Conservative  Party 
was  m  power,   and  passed  a  measure 

S'ving  household  suf&age  to  the  towns, 
is  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  now 
asked  why  should  not  the  same  privi- 
lege be  extended  to  the  country  at  large  ? 
How  far  was  it  in  the  power  of  the 
Goremment  to  object  ?  Of  the  1 ,000,000 
of  persons  whom  he  proposed  to  enfran- 
chise,  one-half   were   urban    in    their 
character,  and  it  would  \>e  impossible 
far  the  Conservative  Party  to  formulate 
any  objection  to  them  which  would  not 
apply  with  equal  force  to  the  enfran- 
cbiseinent  which  they  themselves  enacted 
for  the  towns.      Somewhat    less  than 
500,000  of  the  persons  it  was  now  pro- 
posed to  enfranchise  were  agricultural 
uboorers.     These   men   had    hitherto 
been  the  Pariahs  of  political  society,  and 
thctr  interests  had  been  overlooked,  be- 
cause of  their  non-enfranchisement ;  but 
it  would  not  do  now  for  the  Conserva- 
tirs  Party  to  object  to  enfranchise  a 
dasa   of  men    whom    they    especially 
aflscted  to  trust.     Originally,  his  hon. 
Frieod   introduced    a    Bill    which,    of 
coarse,  dealt  only  with  household  suf- 
frage in  the  counties,   for  no   private 
Member  oould  deal  with  the  re-distribu- 
tion  of  seats ;  but  it  was  objected  by  the 
Oovemment  that  such    re-distribution 
Bmit  accompany  the  extension  of  the 
franchise ;  and,  therefore,  now  his  hon. 
Friend  aocepted  that  argument,  and  by 
hriaring  forward  these  two  Resolutions, 
bs  placed  on  record  his  recognition  of 
ths  fiacC  that  a  Bill  for  the  extension  of 
tht  safl^age  must  also  deal  in  some  way 
vUi  the  mbject  of  the  re-distribution  of 


seats.  Last  year  when  he  brought  the 
question  forward,  the  Prime  Minister 
objected  to  the  second  Besolution,  on  the 
ffround  that  the  principle  of  the  re- 
distribution was  not  laid  down,  and, 
therefore,  that  the  matter  had  not  been 
brought  forward  in  a  practical  form 
before  the  House.  Such  arguments, 
however,  as  to  matters  of  form  were,  in 
his  opinion,  entirely  inapplicable  to  the 
Eesolutions  of  his  hon.  Friend.  It  was 
not  true  that  a  Besolution  of  this  nature 
should  contain  a  scheme  of  re-distribu- 
tion ;  because,  it  would  be  calculated  to 
hamper,  rather  than  to  assist,  the  Go- 
vernment in  dealing  with  the  subject. 
Coming  to  the  objections  in  point  of 
substance,  he  would  refer  first  to  the 
view  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  last  spoken,  of  the  advantage 
of  variety  and  of  the  objections  to  uni- 
formity in  the  suffrage.  That  view  had 
its  due  weight  in  its  day,  but  its  day 
had  passed,  and  there  was  not  any 
considerable  fraction  of  any  Party  by 
whom  it  would  now  be  upheld.  It  had 
been  slain  by  him  who  had  been  fondest 
of  using  it — the  Prime  Minister  of  the 
present  day.  He  had  slain  it  by  the 
Bill  of  1867.  He  remembered  thq  great 
satisfaction  expressed  by  the  (Conserva- 
tive Party,  wnen  they  had  discovered 
the  principle  of  household  suffirag^. 
Having  once  got  on  that  firm  ground, 
he  asked,  how  could  they  in  justice 
refuse  to  the  people  in  the  counties  the 
privilege  which  they  had  conferred  on 
the  inhabitants  of  the  boroughs  ?  Those 
who  looked  on  our  Eepresentative  sys- 
tem as  a  tool-making  machine,  and  ike 
House  of  Commons  as  an  instrument, 
or  tool  constructed  to  do  a  certain  work, 
were  logical  in  their  objection  to  pulling 
that  machine  to  pieces,  as  a  child  did 
his  toy,  in  order  to  put  it  together  again. 
But  he  disputed  the  premiss  altogether. 
Our  Hepresentative  system  could  not  be 
looked  upon  as  a  tooi-makiog  machine, 
nor  could  the  House  of  Commons  be 
regarded  as  a  mere  tool  or  instrument. 
Such  a  notion  would  be  inconsistent  with 
the  leading  principles  and  most  honour- 
able traditions  which  had  guided  the 
Liberal  Party.  They  had  never  put  their 
faith  in  the  machinery  of  Gbvemment. 
Thev,  at  all  events,  believed  in  life — in 
the  life  of  the  people.  They  said  that  an 
extension  of  the  sufiVage,  under  favour- 
able conditions,  would  g^ve  a  more 
widely  difiused,  a  healthier,  ai^d  a  more 
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vigorous  political  life  to  the  country; 
that  it  would  lead  a  larger  number  of 
persons  to  take  an  interest  in  public 
affairs ;  and  that  it  would  give  the  House 
of  Oommons  a  more  constant  and  reli- 
able sympathy  with  the  opinions  and 
wants  of  the  people,  so  that  both  the 
Government  and  the  Legislature  would 
rest  upon  a  wider  ana  firmer  basis. 
They  believed  in  no  kind  of  paternal 
Government,  whether  despotic,  oligar- 
chic, or  founded  on  class  representation. 
What  they  believed  in  was  the  self- 
government  of  a  ^'ee  people,  as  free,  as 
intelligent,  and  as  capable  as  the  Eng- 
lish people ;  and  they  were  convinced 
that  without  inclining  any  danger,  but 
with  the  greatest  advantage  to  the  coun- 
try at  large,  they  might  accede  the 
proposal  of  nis  hon.  Friend,  and  consent 
to  admit  1,000,000  more  of  their  fellow- 
subjects — as  fit  as  those  already  within 
the  pale— to  the  advantages  and  rights 
of  the  political  franchise.  He  admitted 
freely  mat  the  safety  of  the  State  was 
our  higheet  law,  and  if  it  could  be  shown 
that  tms  extension  of  the  franchise  could 
not  be  made  consistently  with  that  safety, 
he  would  also  admit  tiie  relevancy  and 
force  of  the  argument ;  but  he  did  not 
believe  that  there  was  a  single  Member 
of  the  House  who  would  say  that  this 
was  a  question  of  safety,  and  that  they 
could  not  venture  to  extend  the  suffrage 
to  those  people.  If,  then,  the  proposal 
was  at  once  safe  and  just,  he  ventured 
to  say  it  was  also  serious  and  urgent. 
The  claim  of  1,000,000  men  to  the  suff- 
rage was  a  claim  which  ought  not,  under 
the  circumstances,  to  be  treated  with 
levity  or  indifference;  but  when  made 
by  the  people  themselves,  as  in  this  case, 
it  should  be  seriously  met  and  discussed. 
It  was  no  light  matter  to  treat  with 
levity,  a  claim  the  justice  of  which  was 
generally  admitted  and  which  before 
long  must  be  conceded.  To  bring  for- 
ward common-place  objections  as  to  the 
form  of  the  Kesolutions,  however,  was 
to  treat  the  question,  if  not  with  levity, 
at  any  rate,  with  indifference.  For  him- 
self— and  he  thought  he  might  say  for 
the  great  bulk  of  mose  who  sat  on  the 
Liberal  side — they  were  not  disposed 
much  longer  to  be  a  tacitly  consenting 
Party  to  me  present  state  of  things,  and 
he  ventured  to  think  that  the  House  of 
Commons,  so  large  a  proportion  of 
which  owed  its  return  to  household  suff- 
rage in  the  boroughs,  would  best  consult 

Hr.  Stans/M 


its  dignity  and  even  its  future  useAiIiifiM 
and  influence  by  consenting  to  Besoln* 
tions  recording  its  desire  to  put  an  end 
to  the  exclusion  of  1,000,000  of  mes 
from  rights  to  which  they  were  iu  jnstioe 

entitled.  

Mb.  GOLDNET  denied  the  aoouiBcy 
of  the  last  statement  of  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.   StanafeU) — 
namely,  that  thev  were  exdoding  pet- 
sons  from  the  nanchise  who  had  as- 
serted a  right  to  its  possession.    He  ad- 
mitted that  the  question  was  a  senoos 
one,  but  denied  that  it  was  urgent.    It 
was  a  subject  which  should  be  daak 
with  in  the  most  careful  and  ddib€»t» 
manner,   and  he  considered  that  thay 
should  have  more  evidence  than  had 
been  laid  before  them  that  evening  b^ 
fore  they  could  agree  to  the  BesolutioBs 
which  had  been  presented  to  the  Houis. 
Statistical  information  showed  that  oat 
of  a  total  male  population  of  10,500.000, 
excluding  women  and  children,  in  Ear- 
land  and    Wales,    there    were   aea3y 
2,500,000  electors  upon  the  register  at 
the  present  time,  or  almost  a  fooiih  ot 
the  whole  number.     With  regard  to 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Border 
Boroughs  (Mr.   Trevelyan)  said  about 
County  Boards,  he  might  remark  that 
every  county  householders  had  vested  in 
him  a  right  to  vote  for  local  govemment 
purposes ;  but  this  was  a  very  different 
thine  fix>m  what  was  proposed  by  tke 
Eesolution.    From  the  time  of  the  pair- 
ing of  the  Gbeat  Charter  down  to  th« 
present  day,  the  Parliamentaiy  repre- 
sentation of  counties  had  been  guided 
by  the  rights  of  property ;  whereas,  in 
boroughs,  the  representation  was  guided 
by  the  righte  of  occupancy.    This  differ- 
ence between  the  county  and  borou^ 
franchise   had  been   upheld  by  erery 
Minister  of  the  Crown  who  had  intro- 
duced a  measure  dealing  with  the  repie- 
sentation  of  the  people  in  Pariiament. 
The    proposal   now   under    discussion 
would   add  one-third    to  the  existing 
number  of  voters,  and  as  the  proportien 
of  representation  in  England  andTWalcs 
was  three-fifths  of  the  borough  and  tro- 
fifths  of  the  county  franchise,  any  change 
made  in  its  direction  would  also  iafoh* 
the  necessity  for  a   re-distribution  of 
seats.     In  fids  jg;reat  metropolis  thsn 
was   a    population    of    no   less  than 
4,000,000  out  of  10,500,000  who  lepro^ 
sented  borough  contituenoies.     Thv- 
fore,  a  system  of  equal  eleoteral  distncti 
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acoording  to  numbers  would  give  to  the 
metropous  a  representation  of  nearly 
100  Members.  This  would  produce  a 
centralization  that  would  be  most  detri- 
mental to  the  Constitution,  as,  of  course, 
those  Bepresentatives  would  have  the 
whole  government  of  the  Kingdom  in 
their  hands.  The  opinions  expressed 
bj  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Hali- 
fax pointed  to  imiversal  suffirage,  and 
the  change  now  proposed  in  the  county 
franchise  must  lead  to  a  greater  en- 
largement than  was  at  present  contem- 
plated. Although  he  was  anxious  to  see 
the  representation  as  perfect  as  possible 
— as  the  present  system  gave  a  vote  to 
one  in  four — he  thought  there  was 
nothing  to  wish  for,  unless  universal 
suffirage  was  adopted.  Considering  that 
only  two  Oeneral  Elections  had  been 
held  since  the  last  Eeform  Act,  he 
thought  matters  ought  to  be  left  as  they 
were  for  some  time  longer.  Foreigners 
thought  so  highly  of  the  stability  of  our 
Constitution  that  they  entrusted  large 
sums  of  money  to  our  care,  and  the  con- 
sequence was  that  we  had  become  the 
bankers  of  the  world.  It  was  the  secure 
Conservatism  of  England  that  drew  to 
118  so  much  of  the  commercial  and  finan- 
cial business  of  the  world,  and  a  great 
part  of  our  prosperity  was  due  to  the 
confidence  put  in  us  by  foreign  nations. 
This  was  so  completely  the  case  that  to 
tamper  with  our  Constitution,  or  to 
alter  it  unnecessarily,  would  be  an  injury 
to  our  trade.  He  would  not,  then,  wish 
the  House  to  underrate  the  effect  of  the 
change  proposed,  which  was  really  a 
very  serious  one.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Halifax  had 
mentioned  a  deputation  to  which  im- 
portance had  been  attached ;  but  it  was 
notorious  that  that  demonstration  was 
not  wholly  spontaneous.  Nor  could  he 
concur  with  the  view  that  the  question 
was  one  on  which  many  politicians  might 
be  united ;  those  who  took  that  position 
could  not  have  looked  behind  the  first 
Besolution  at  the  second,  which  would 
commit  the  House  to  the  principle  of 
electoral  districts,  and  which  was  fraught 
with  many  of  the  causes  of  jealousy 
which  had  prevailed  at  the  time  of  the 
last  Beform  Bill.  That  Bill,  in  his  be- 
lief, had  worked  very  well,  but  great 
caution  was  necessary,  as  it  would  be 
impossible  to  undo  what  had  once  been 
done.  The  Motion  before  the  House  ac- 
tually went  fizrther  than  any  that  had  been 


hitherto  introduced.  It  would  utterly 
destroy  the  principles  upon  which  the 
existing  franchise  was  based,  and,  in 
attempting  uniformity,  would  sacrifice 
many  of  the  best  privileges  of  the 
House.  He  could  not  perceive,  at  any 
rate,  that  there  was  any  urgency  in  the 
matter,  especially  at  a  time  when  the 
business  of  the  country  was  almost  in  a 
state  of  stagnation.  He  believed,  by 
considering  a  Motion  of  this  kind,  they 
were  doing  more  harm  than  good,  as 
they  were  occupying  time  which  might 
be  very  much  better  spent.  He  hoped 
that  the  subject  would  be  allowed  to 
rest,  and  that  the  necessary  practical 
measures  which  provided  for  the  mate- 
rial wants  of  the  country  would  be 
pressed  forward.  He  should  vote 
against  the  Besolution. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE 
disputed  the  right  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Smollett)  to  be  the 
exponent  of  Whig  principles,  the  con- 
fession of  which,  together  with  an  histo- 
rical retrospect,  had  formed  the  main 
part  of  his  speech.  They  knew  that  the 
historian  Smollett  was  the  successor  of  a 
Tory  Hume  and  the  precursor  of  a  still 
more  Tory  Adolphus.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  hon.  Member  was  anxious 
to  assist  in  that  operation  which  had 
once  been  described  as  stealing  the 
clothes  of  the  Whigs  while  they  were 
bathing.  But  if  the  hon.  Member 
wished  to  be  a  Whig,  his  simpler  plan 
would  be  to  sit  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Chippen- 
ham (Mr.  Goldney)  had  taken  a  diii'erent 
line ;  and  while  the  upshot  of  the  one 
speech  was,  that  the  last  Beform  Bill 
was  so  terrible  that  they  ought  on  no 
account  to  extend  the  franchise,  the  gist 
of  the  other  was,  that  the  settlement 
then  effected  was  too  charming  to  be 
altered.  He  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice) 
differed  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Chippenham  in  his  conclu- 
sion, while  agreeing  with  him  in  his 
premisses.  He  believed  that  the  exten- 
sion made  in  the  franchise  by  the  last 
Beform  Act  was  an  excellent  tning,  and 
they  ought  to  be  encouraged  by  what 
had  been  done  for  householders  in  the 
large  towns  to  extend  it  to  the  rural 
districts.  He  represented  in  that  House 
one  of  the  smallest  boroughs  in  Eng- 
land, and  it  was  to  some  extent  for  that 
reason  that  he  asked  for  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  while  he  made  a  few  ob- 
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Bervatione  upon  that  occasion.  It  was  a 
common  thing  for  hon.  Members  to  aaj 
that  they  reprcBented  large  conatituen- 
ciee,  aod  on  that  ground  to  claim  the 
the  ear  of  the  House.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  those  who,  like  himself,  represented 
small  constituencies  had  a  much  better 
claim  to  a  hearing  in  a  case  like  the  pre- 
sent, because,  while  those  who  repre- 
sented large  constituencies  might  hope 
to  represent  them  still,  under  any  pos- 
sible scheme  of  reform,  the  Members 
for  small  boroughs  were  perpetually 
threatened  with  political  ezdnction. 
Above  their  heads  the  sword  of  Da- 
mocles was  perpetually  suspended.  As 
a  criminal  convicted  of  a  capital  offence 
was  asked  by  the  presiding  Ju^e, 
whether  he  had  anyuiing  to  say  why 
sentence  of  deatJi  should  net  be  passed 
upon  him,  on  similar  grounds,  if  on  no 
other,  did  he  ask  to  be  heard.  Orator 
Hunt  in  1831  demanded  in  loud  tones 
in  that  House  why  the  horough  of  Calne 
was  not  extinguished.  Orator  Hunt  was 
dead,  and  the  borough  of  Calne  atiU 
survived.  Mr.  Cobden  had  said  that 
Calne  was  a  dirty  village  in  Wiltshire  ; 
but,  although  that  right  hon.  Oentleman 
had  been  gathered  to  hia  rest  some  years 
ago,  the  borough  of  Calne  existed  still. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Ur.  John  Bright)  once 
said  that  the  borough  of  Calne  was  so 
horrid  a  place  that  there  was  scarcely 
any  atrocity  of  which  he  could  not  con- 
ceive it  capable.  He  only  hoped  that 
no  misadventure  would  ever  occur  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  in  consequence  of  the 
irreverent  way  in  which  he  spoke  of  that 
borough.  If  he  were  inclined  to  doubt 
of  the  Providence  which  watched  over 
Calne,  he  should  be  encouraged  by  the 
hope  that  the  bacon  trade,  which  although 
at  preaeut  small,  would,  as  it  was  at  that 
time  doing,  increase  so  at  to  make  Calne 
what  it  had  been  oace  called,  "  the  Chi- 
cago of  England,"  and  that  it  would 
enable  him,  when  this  question  of  Be- 
form  assumed  a  practicat  shape,  to  claim 
not  only  that  Calne  should  retain  its 
present  Member,  but  that  it  should  have 
a  second.  The  hon.  Member  for  Chip- 
penham objected  to  the  proposal  of  ms 
ton.  Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  on  the 
ground  that  if  it  were  adopted,  we 
should  have  to  abolish  freeholders  and 
and  have  nniformity  of  franohiee.  But 
it  by  no  means  followed  tram  the  B«so- 
lution  that  they  would  have  uniformity 
Zord  Edmond  Fihmaurief 


of  franchise,  or  that  they  were  goin 
abolish  the  freehold,  copyhold,  and  o 
ancient  franchises.  For  his  own  pai 
iOi.  freeholders,  leaseholders,  and  o 
holders  were  all  swept  off  the  regi 
he  would  cordially  rejoice,  not  onlj 
cause  those  franchises  were  the  meai 
gross  political  frauds,  but  because  ! 
were  the  occasion  of  Uie  terrible  ezp 
which  now  attended  county  electi 
He  had  been  told  not  long  ago  by  a  i 
tieman  of  almost  unrivalled  electioi 
ing  experience,  that  if  there  was 
reform  more  than  another  which  01 
to  be  carried  by  the  unanimous  vot 
all  Parties,  it  was  to  have  a  single  sii 
franchise  in  the  countieB,  whatever 
franchise  might  be,  so  that  per 
might  not  be  put  to  the  trouble, 
pense,  and  annoyance  of  the  pre 
system  of  registration,  with  which  e> 
body  was  disgusted.  If  he  had  chc 
four  yean  ago,  he  could  have  st 
every  clergyman  in  North  Wiltshir 
the  roll  merely  on  acconnt  of  a  tedu 
mistake.  The  arTumenta  which 
been  adduced  by  me  hon.  Membei 
Chippenham  had  no  doubt  been  duf 
of  former  Reform  debates.  Alth( 
in  1667  he  (Lord  £dmond  Fitzmau 
was  not  a  Member  of  the  House,  he 
the  privil^e  of  a  seat  in  the  Qal 
and  he  then  heard  the  same  ai^^un; 
from  the  eloquent  late  Lord  Lyttc 
reply  to  Mr.  Mill.  He  oould  not  ut 
stand  why  if  they  had  an  equal  frani 
they  must  necessarily  have  equal 
toral  districts.  The  objection  of 
hon.  Friend  was  large  and  broad, 
a  country  like  this,  where  yoa  had  b 
of  every  size,  it  would  be  perfectly 
possible  to  map  it  out  into  equal 
toral  districts,  whether  in  the  aeni 
acreage  or  population.  Though  he 
not  know  that  anyone  had  ever  prop 
such  a  thing,  it  was  said  that  if  the} 
equal  electoral  districts,  London  11 
have  a  very  large  number  of  Meml 
and  that  they  would  meet  in  secre 
always  in  Loudon,  and  overawe 
House ;  but  there  were  no  fears  of 
happening.  They  all  knew  that  at 
sent  a  large  num.ber  of  hon.  Hem 
had  residences  in  London  as  well  1 
the  country,  but  they  did  not  at 
more  regularly  in  that  House  than 
others.  He  (Lord  Edmond  Fitcman 
was  an  ardent  supporter  of  the  pro] 
tione  of  his  hon.  Jniend  the  Membs 
the  Border  Boroughs ;  and  he  belie 
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that  if  they  were  aflreed  to,  many  im- 
prorementa  would  tiuce  place  in  the  rural 
distiicta.    Many  things  would  be  done 
vhich  had  been  neglected,  simply  be- 
canae  hon.  Members  were  not  bound  to 
tke  agricultural  labourers  as  they  were 
to  the  tenant  fismners,  and  obliged  to 
look  after  their  interests.    It  had  been 
aaid  that  the  passing  of  the  Beform  Bill 
of  1832  was  like  breaking  up  the  foun- 
taiaa  of  the  great  deep,  as  after  that 
period  reform  was  carried  into  eveiy 
Ueparbnent,  and  the  most  astounding 
cfaugee  took  place.    Then  take  the  Be- 
Ibrm  Act  of  1 869.    It  enabled  the  GK>- 
Tcnunent  in  the  last  Parliament  to  deal 
with  large  questions,  because  they  knew 
that  thcry  had  the  great  body  of  electors 
at  their  back ;  and  yet  the  argument  of  the 
hoa.  Member  for  Chippenham  seemed  to 
be  that  if  they  wanted  to  have  the  into- 
reota  of  the  agricultural  labourers  at- 
tended to,  the  best  thing  to  do  would  be 
not  to  ffive  them  votes.    But  he  could 
not  understand  that  argument  at  all. 
He  must  say  he  thought  me  very  reverse 
waa  the  fact.    So  long  aa  they  did  not 
«o£ranchiae  the  agricultural  householder, 
poper  attention  would  not  be  paid  to 
ua  cooeems.    Wherever  they  had  ex- 
tended the  suffrage  it  had  always  been 
attended  with  great  benefit  to  the  dass 
•nfeanchised.    But  he  believed  the  ad- 
vantage in  this  instance  would  go  &r 
beyond  Parliamentary  enfranchisemeni 
He  believed  that  when  the  agricultural 
labourers    obtained  a  footing    in    the 
representation,  they   would    exhibit   a 
neater  interest  in  educational  matters 
&an  they  did  at  the  present  time,  and 
that  many  of  those  local  institutions 
which  were  the  result  of  voluntary  ef- 
kat  would  be  extended  to  the  rural  dis- 
tricts, and  afford  the  people  opportunities 
of  mental  improvement  which  thev  did 
not  at  preeent  possess.  Having  said  thus 
much  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chippenham,  he  must  do  him  the  justice 
to  MV,  living  as  he  did  in  his  immediate 
aeignboorhood,  that  no  one  had  more 
diantereatedly  devoted  himself  to  the 
improvement  of  the  labouring  olassos 
than  he  had  done ;  he  only  wished  he 
would  extend  his  advocacy  of  their  inte- 
tMla  to  the  floor  of  that  Mouse.    Now, 
he  beUeved  hon.  Members  feared  lees 
the  extension  of  the  franchise,  than  they 
did  the  re-distribution  of  seats,  and  that 
waa  the  grand  anument  used  aninst 
the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 


ber for  the  Border  Boroughs.  In  the 
county  to  which  he  belonged  they  held 
in  great  reverence  the  name  and  fame  of 
the  late  Earl  of  Eadnor.  In  the  year 
1826  he  divided  the  House  of  Lords  in 
a  minority  of  1  in  favour  of  the  total 
abolition  of  tests,  and  he  afterwards  had 
a  pitched  battle  with  Bishop  Fhilpotts. 
He  had  the  privilege  of  seeing  him  a 
few  years  before  he  died,  when  he  still 
retained,  at  an  extraordinary  old  age, 
all  the  fire  and  vigour  of  youth.  An 
hon.  Gentleman  who  was  in  the  habit 
of  reading  the  newspapers  to  him,  said 
to  him  on  the  morning  after  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bucks 
had  introduced  household  suf&'age,  he 
expected  he  would  have  shown  astonish- 
ment and  alarm;  but  said  the  Earl  of 
Badnor,  ''I  am  not  only  prepared  for 
household  suf&age,  but  for  imiversal 
sufi&age  too."  He  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurioe)  believed  that  universal  su£&age 
was  only  a  question  of  time — it  was  a 
sufi&age  which  the  people  of  all  coun- 
tries in  Europe,  exceptmg  Eussia,  had 
now.  When  they  had  sufficiently  ex- 
tended education,  he  saw  nothing  in 
{>rinciple  against  the  extension  of  the 
same  rights  to  the  inhabitants  of  the 
country  which  were  now  enjoyed  by  the 
inhabitants  of  the  towns.  Those  who 
represented  small  boroughs  should  be 
ffuided  by  the  example  and  animated  by 
die  faith  of  the  late  Earl  of  Badnor.  At 
the  time  of  the  Eeform  Bill  of  1 830  he 
was  patron  of  manv  of  those  boroughs 
to  which  the  hon.  luaronet  the  Member 
for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  had 
referred,  having  the  name  of  "  Great " 
attached  because  they  were  so  remark- 
ablv  small.  A  question  arose  as  to  the 
disfranchisement  of  Great  Downton,  of 
which  the  Earl  of  Badnor  was  the  patron, 
and  the  two  Gentlemen  who  then  sat  for 
that  borough  asked  whether  he  attached 
any  condition  to  their  oooupving  the 
seats.  ''Only  one  condition,''  replied 
the  noble  Earl,  "and  that  is  that  you 
shall  vote  for  the  disfranchisement  of 
Great  Downton."  He,  therefore,  hoped 
that  the  Members  of  small  borou^s, 
uninfluenced  by  sordid  or  personal  con- 
siderations, would  be  readv  to  give  way 
to  the  judgment  of  those  whom  they  fol- 
lowed, if  it  was  found  necessary  for  the 
ffood  of  the  country — not  of  Tarty,  as 
Vie  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  imputed 
to  them — that  the  Members  for  small 
boroughs   should    disappear  firom   the 
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House,  80  that  those  large  and  flounsh- 
ing  communities  which  were   growing 
up  elsewhere  should  be  enfranchised,  or 
that  Members  should  be  given  to  the 
swarming  populations  that  lay  outside 
the   boroughs    they    represented.     He 
hoped  they  would  act  in  the  same  spirit 
in  which  the  Earl  of  Badnor  did  in  his 
day.    The  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
had  reproached  the  Whig  Party,  but  he 
(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  could  look 
back  with  much  pleasure  to  that  g^at 
statesman,  Mr.  Fox,  whose  influence  was 
so  much  felt  in  that  House.  The  speech, 
almost  prophetic  in  its  instinct,  which  he 
made  in  1792  in  that  House  was  still 
fresh  in  every  line,  and  if  Mr.  Fox  should 
appear  there  at  that  moment  that  speech 
would  not  appear  either  old,  stale,  or 
superannuated.     He    appealed   to    the 
Beport  of  a  Parliamentary  Committee  in 
favour  of  household  sufi&age  being  the 
proper  basis  upon  which  to  place  English 
institutions ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
claimed  that  a  certain  variety  in  repre- 
sentation was  of  the  essence  of  the  Eng- 
lish Constitution,   or,   to  use  his  own 
words,  that  *'  the  representation  in  this 
House  should  be  of  a  compound  charac- 
ter."   Substantially  the  same  language, 
though  slightly  different  in  form,  had 
been  employed  by  almost  every  g^at 
writer  on  our  institutions,  whether  he 
was  a  native  or  a  foreigner.    Mr.  Fox 
was  the  forerunner  of  Sir  James  Mack- 
intosh, Lord  Bussell,  and  many  other 
eminent  men  in  regard  to  that  doctrine ; 
and  Montesquieu   and  M.  Ouizot  also 
insisted  on  a  compound  character  being 
of  the  essence  of  representative  govern- 
ment as  distinct  from  aristocratic   go- 
vernment on  the  one  side  and  democratic 
government  on  the  other.    He  believed 
tiiere  was  nothing  in  the  speeches  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs 
and  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Chelsea  which  was  incompatible  with 
that  principle  of  having  a  certain  variety 
in  their  representation.    Indeed,  he  be- 
lieved it  was  possible  to  agree  to  them, 
and  yet  to  preserve  that  compound  cha- 
racter and  to  avoid  that   abyss  which 
threatened,  in  the  proposition,  to  have 
equal  electoral  districts.    He  would  say 
a  few  words  as  to  the  practical  shape 
which  reform  ought  to  take;  because 
they  niight  be  fairly  asked  to  show  their 
plan.    The  House  did  not  wish  to  take 
a  leap  in  the  dark,  though  they  had  high 
authority  on  the  other  side  for  doing 
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that.    Considering  what  the  ConMrra- 
tive  Government  avowedly  did  in  1868 
to  benefit  their  Party,  it  £d  not  become 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  to  ac- 
cuse those  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  now  being  actuated  by  Pat^  motives 
in  taking  up  the  question.     Despite  of 
what  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber,  he  held  that  this    subject  —  the 
subject   of    Parliamentary    Kefonn  — 
belonged  to  the  Liberal  Party  as  it§ 
inheritance.    They  had  a  pedigree  of 
upwards  of  100  years  to  confirm  their 
claim ;  whereas  the  claim  of  the  Conser- 
vative Party  was  based  upon  a  pedigree 
which  was  only  10  years  old.    It  was 
taken  up  by  Lord  Chatham,  it  was  the 
political  creed  of  Mr.  Pitt  so  Ions  as  be 
was  a  Whig,  but  he  abandoned  it  when 
he  became  a  Tory.    The  most  important 
lesson,  however,  to  be  derived  mm  the 
history  of  the  movement  was  that  Par- 
liament had  invariablv  refused  to  tinker 
the  Constitution;  it  had  always  askod 
that  those  who  proposed  a  scheme  of 
Beform  should  proauce   a  broad  and 
comprehensive  plan,  showing  that  tbej 
appreciated  the  subject  in  ^  its  bear- 
ing^ and  details.    It  passed  the  Bill  of 
1832  because  it  was  a  great  measure, 
and  it  then  went  in  for  "the  BilU  the 
whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  BiE'' 
It  refused  to  pas&  a  emSil  Bill  in  1 852 ; 
it  rejected  the  measure  of  1859  and  of 
the  following  years,  whether  proposed 
by  Government  or  by  private  Members. 
The  Bill  of  1866,  introduced  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), under  LordBussell's  Administra- 
tion, was  deemed  a  small  and  tinkering 
measure;    but    the    Bill  of   1867  was 
passed,  because  it  was  a  large  and  com- 
prehensive measure,  based  on  a  d^nite 
principle.    The  House  would  retaae  to 
tamper  with  anything  so  great  and  vene- 
rable as  the  British  Constitution  on  anj 
other  condition;  and  therefore  because 
he  thou^t  the  views  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Border  Boroughs  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Chelsea  were  large,  broa<3, 
and  comprehensive  views,  so  in  propor- 
tion, he  believed,  they  had  a  flair  chance 
of  receiving  the  ultimate  approval  of  the 
House.    Having  given  mucn  considera- 
tion to  the  matter,  he  thought  that  if  thej 
once  began  to  touch  the  question  of  re- 
distribution they  could  not  interfere  vith 
fewer  than  150  seats.    He  did  not  him- 
self shrink  from  that,  nor  did  he  beliere 
his  two  hon.  Friends  (Mr.  Trevelyan  and 
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Sr  Charles  Dllke)  would  Bhrink  from 
h.    If  thej  dis&anchised  his  borough 
(Odne)  and  others  of  the  same  size, 
they  would  have  to  g^  further  and  deal 
with  boroughs  of  not  only  5,000  but 
I0»000,  or  erenmore  inhabitants.  Every 
town  of  lees  than  20,000  inhabitants 
would   hare  to  be  content  with    one 
Bepreeentatiye.      Wh^,    for    example, 
should  Barnstaple,  with  its  11,000  in- 
habitants, have  the  right  of  returning 
two  Members,  if  Oalne  was  to  be  de- 
mred  of  the  right  of  returning  one? 
Notwithstanding  this  sweeping  change, 
there  was  not  one  single  town  in  Eng- 
land which  was  known  as  a  great  stir- 
xinff  centre  of  independent  thought  and 
ia&rtiy  which  would  be  deprivea  of  the 
light  of  sending  Members  to  Parlia- 
ment   Beading,  with  its  30,000,  and 
Oxford  with  its  40,000  inhabitants,  would 
not  be  disfranchised,  althou^  Salisbuiy 
and  Barnstaple,  eadi  of  which  returned 
two  Members,  would.    If,  therefore,  the 
jjaestion  of  ro-distribution  was  taken  up 
It  mast  be  on  such  broad  and  compre- 
hsosiTe  principles  as  would  enable  them 
to  hare  150  seats  at  their  disposal  Then 
came  the  crucial  question,  what  were 
ther  to  do  with  the  150  seats  when  they 
had  got  them  ?    By  far  the  best  plan  to 
adopt,  he  thought,  would  be  to  give  one 
Member  to  all  le^ige  towns  that  were  not 
represented  at  afi,  and  which  had  as 
large  a  population  as  those  towns  which 
were  partially  disfranchised,  and  to  which 
they  would  still  leave  one  Member.    He 
bellered  that  the  remaining  seats  would 
be  best  distributed  bv  retaining,  on  the 
whole,  the  existing  electoral  divisions  of 
the  eoontry — not  mapping  out  the  coun- 
try into  districts  returning  one  Member 
each,  as  some  reformers  had  suggested ; 
but  sxring  a  large  enfranchisement  to 
the  housdiolders  in  the  counties,  and 
then  adopting  either  a  minority  vote  or 
the  cumulative  vote.     They  would  in 
that  maimer  obtain  what  they  desired, 
and,  securing  that  every  interest  should 
be  represented,  and  maldng  that  House 
a  true  mirror  and  reflex  of  the  nation. 
H«  had  heard  it  said  that  minority  re- 
pr«sentatum  was  a  new-fangled  scheme, 
nvong,  like  Minerva  frt>m  the  head  of 
Xupiter,  out  of  the  brains  of  one  or  two 
epsealative  philoeophers  living  in  towns 
or  at  Universities.    His  rep^  to  that 
ves  veiy  plain  and  simple— minority 
nmnotation  had  now  st^  the  test  of 
10  ytan*  experience  among  t^  largest 


towns  and  counties  in  England,  and  he 
could  not  see  that  the  objections  to  it  at 
all  outweighed  its  advantac^es.  At  every 
School  Board  Election  we  had  an  appli- 
cation of  the  principle  of  minority  repre- 
sentation— we  had  cumulative  voting ; 
and,  therefore,  whatever  objection  there 
might  be  to  minority  representation,  it 
was  absurd  to  say  the  thing  had  never 
been  tried.  It  had  been  tried  not  only 
in  this  country,  but  elsewhere.  People 
said — **You  may  have  the  very  best 
system  of  minority  representation  at  a 
General  Election ;  but  now  will  it  work 
at  a  by-election  ?"  He  did  not  acknow- 
ledge the  right  of  those  who  were  opposed 
to  minority  representation  to  urge  that 
objection,  because,  after  all,  what  did  it 
come  to  ?  Simply  that  at  a  by-election 
the  condition  of  things  would  work  in 
favour  of  the  majority.  And  that,  on 
the  whole,  was  a  recommendation.  Then 
it  was  said — ''Tou  put  a  special  dis- 
ability on  a  minority  district."  That 
was  an  illustration  of  what  was  called 
begginff  the  question.  Those  who  were 
opposed  to  minority  representation  no 
doubt  thought  it  imposea  a  special  dis- 
ability; but  there  were  hon.  Members 
in  the  House— the  Member  for  Hackney 
(Mr.  Fawcett),  the  Member  for  liskeard 

2[r.  Courtney),  and,  he  believed,  the 
ember  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella)— 
who  maintained  that  the  system  was  a 
good  one,  and  that  those  towns  which 
enjoyed  the  principles  of  minority  repre- 
sentation were  enjoying  a  special  benefit. 
In  Birmingham,  in  1868,  the  minority 
vote  was,  no  doubt,  defeated  by  a  clever 
arrangement  of  those  gentlemen  who 
ruled  the  town  of  Birmingham.  But 
was  there  no  wire-pulling  under  the 
present  system  f  Were  there  no  such 
persons  as  election  agents  ?  It  was  not 
m  the  power  of  any  wire-puller  either  at 
Birmingham,  or  elsewhere,  to  beat  a 
real  minority,  if  that  minority  existed. 
The  reason  why  the  minority  vote  at 
Birmingham  was  beaten  was,  that  the 
minority  there  was  not  sufficiently  large 
to  elect  a  Member  on  the  minority  prin- 
ciple. He  believed  that  if  the  most  cun- 
mng  wire-pulling  scheme  ever  derised 
were  applied  at  a  Birmingham  election 
when  there  was  a  real  Conservative  mi- 
nority, there  never  would  be  an  instance 
of  keeping  that  minority  out.  But  in  a 
lar^^  oountry  district  where  there  were 
various  interests,  and  where  you  could 
not  in  any  oonceivable  circumstances 
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discipline  year  Party  as  tlie  Liberal 
Party  were  disciplined  at  Birmingham, 
he  believed  it  would  be  absurd  to  attempt 
to  neutralize  the  principle  of  minority 
voting  by  the  application  of  any  wire- 
pulling scheme. 

Notice  taken — that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
said,  that  at  the  moment  when  the  hon. 
Member  interrupted  him,  he  was  about 
to  conclude  by  thanking  the  House  for 
the  attention  with  which  it  had  listened 
to  him.  He  believed  that  if  a  large  and 
comprehensive  scheme  of  reform  based 
upon  the  principle  that  every  house- 
holder should  be  enfranchised  were  pro- 
posed from  the  Front  bench  below  him, 
the  statesman  who  proposed  it  would  be 
numbered  with  the  benefactors  of  his 
country,  and  the  nation  to  which  he  pre- 
ferred that  scheme  would  accept  it  with 
gratitude  from  his  hands  as  giving  to 
the  country  the  vigour  and  energy  of 
democratic  institutions  without  that  tur- 
bulence and  instability  which  had  so 
often  destroyed  them. 

Viscount  EMLYN  said,  he  would 
admit  there  were  some  anomalies  in  the 
present  electoral  system;  but  the  sub- 
ject under  discussion  was  so  large  that 
it  was  both  desirable  and  necessary 
that  the  House  should  have  something 
more  definite  in  the  way  of  a  scheme 
laid  before  it  than  was  contained  in  the 
[Resolutions  of  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Trevelyan)  before  it  was  called 
upon  to  arrive  at  a  decision  with  regard 
to  it.  In  order  to  meet  the  objection 
that  his  first  Besolution  would  involve 
such  a  large  re -distribution  of  seats  as 
to  practically  abolish  separate  repre- 
sentation for  the  smaller  boroughs  in 
England,  the  hon.  Member  had  brought 
forward  his  second  Besolution ;  but  some- 
thing more  distinct  than  that  was  re- 
quired before  the  House  could  bind  it- 
self to  a  principle  the  extent  and  opera- 
tion of  which  it  was  impossible  to  foresee. 
They  ought  to  know  the  actual  length 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  proposed  to 
go,  and  they  must  be  careful  that  in 
their  attempt  to  abolish  one  anomaly 
they  did  not  create  a  greater  one.  if 
the  county  and  borough  franchises  were 
assimilated,  the  additional  number  of 
votes  created  would  practically  increase 

Lard  Mdmond  Fittmaurice 


the  inequaliiy  in  the  value  of  Totee  that 
at  present  existed.  He  was  unable  to 
see  how  they  could  carry  out  ihe  reform 
advocated  by  the  hon.  Member  except 
by  forming  equal  electoral  districts.  Bat 
if  they  embarked  on  that  enterprixe, 
could  they  keep  those  districts  equal? 
They  would  be  ever  varying,  and  pro- 
vision should  be  made  for  their  periodi- 
cal and  frequent  revision.  Much  had 
been  said  as  to  boroughs  the  populatioo 
of  which  had  crown  and,  though  it  pro- 

Eerly  belonged  to  the  borough,  extended 
eyond  its  ooundaries.    In  those  casei 
he  believed  the  population  would  by  de- 
grees be  absorbed  in  the  boroughs  lor 
every  purpose.    They  had    been   told 
that  in  revising  to  pass  the  Beeolutioo 
they  would  be-oasting  a  slur  npon  the 
rural  population.    That  he  did  not  ad- 
mit.    They  should  remember  that  il- 
though  in  the  neighbourhood  of  towm 
the  rural  labourer  was  as  well  instructed 
as  the  town  artizan,  yet,  in  other  dis- 
tricts, the  case  was  very  different.    For 
his  part,  he  was  perfectly  satisfied  thtt 
the  real   aim   and  object  in  view  was 
practically  to  gain  a  stepping-stone  first 
to  equal  electoral  districto,  and  next  to 
universal  or  manhood  suffrage ;  and  to 
that  principle  he  should  offer  a  most 
decided  opposition.    The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Border  Boroughs  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
had  stated  that  there  were  subjects  as 
to  which,  as  he  said,  the  rural  popula- 
tion felt  deeply,  but  had  no  means  of 
making  their  opinions  known,  and  he 
instanced  the  Burials  question.     But  if 
the  rural  population  felt  really  aggrieved 
on  that  sul^ect,  could  it  be  believed  that 
so  very  litUe  would  be  heard  of  it,  or 
that  they  could  not  find  means  of  mak- 
ing themselves  heard?    That  was  an 
argument   which  might  be  adopted  or 
dropped  as  it  suited  the  convenience  of 
hon.  Members  opposite ;  but  it  was  one 
which  he  thought  would  have  very  little 
weight  with  the  House.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.   John    Bright)  addressed  alarge 
meeting  in  London  not  long  since  on 
the  subject  of  these  Resolutions,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  many  hon«  Memhen 
read    the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  elo- 
quent speech.    He  had   read  it ;  hut 
when  he  endeavoured  to  find  the  reasons 
put  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  supporting  the  Besolutions,  he 
confessed  he  could  not  do  so  satis&e- 
torily.    The  right  hon.  Ghmtlenuui  said 
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thAt  there  were  280  county  Members  in 
thAt  House  who,  he  said,  were  a  oon- 
•Unt  and  irremovable  obstacle  against 
sDy  change  in  respect  to  the  question. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  include  in 
the  280  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
the  West  Riding  (Lord  Frederick  Ca- 
Tendish)  and  other  county  Members  who 
iai  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  ?    If 
to,  thej  must  have  been  surprised   at 
the  deecription  he  gave  of  them.    Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  land,  and  told 
his  audience  of  agricultural  labourers 
that  four-fifths  of  the  land  was  held  by 
12,000  persons;   whereupon  the  news- 
paper report  stated  there  were  cries  of 
"  Shame."    What  was  or  could  be  the 
object  of  those  remarks?,    What  had 
they  to  do  with  the  county  franchise? 
He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
so  to  say,  rather  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag. 
There  was  no  particular  reason  that  he 
•aw  for  drawing  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject, unless  it  was  intended  to  hold  out 
a  hope   to  the  agricultural  labourers 
that  u  they  had  the  franchise  that  state 
of  things  of  which  he  had  spoken  would 
be  ahered.    He  wished   to    enter  his 
protest  agidnst  such  language.    It  could 
not  but  raise  hopes  in  the  minds  of  the 
Isbooring  classes  which  could  not,  and 
ooght  not,  to  be  fulfilled.    It  was  dan- 
gerous ;  he  could  not  conceive  it  to  be 
necessary  or  at  all  appropriate  to  the 
nbject  on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
mta   was    speaking.      Well,    another 
meeting  was  held   a  short  time  after- 
wards at  a  place  called  the  Frying  Pan, 
in  Somersetshire.     The   object  of  the 
meeting  was  to  support  these  Besolu- 
tioai,  and  although  there  was  no  right 
boo.   Gentleman  present,  letters   were 
resd  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich,  the  ri^t  hon. 
Gentleman   the    Member  for  Halifax, 
tnd  the  hon.   Member  for  the  Border 
Boroughs,  expressing  sympathy  with  the 
objects  of  the  meeting.  The  Besolutions 
were  approved,  but  the  meeting  did  not 
•top  there.    They  passed  a  further  re- 
■oltttion — and  this  was  a  few  days  after 
tbe  right   hon.    Gentleman  made  the 
*peedi  to  which  he  had  referred — stating 
tntt  population  was  increasing  beyona 
^e  extent  which  the  limited  area  of  the 
United  Kingdom  could  feed,  save  by  a 
gnaily  incressed  cultivation  of  the  soil 
~-tbat  the  area  of  cultivable  land  should 
^  extended  and  parks  limited ;   that 


game  should  be  confined  to  closes  and 
parks,  and  the  Game  Laws  abolished ; 
that  the  unpaid  magistrates  should 
be  removed ;  that  aU  poor  pasture 
be  broken  up,  and  securities  taken  for 
the  highest  cultivation  of  the  land,  thus 
finding  remuneration  for  labour  as  well 
as  cheap  food  for  the  people.  Well,  if 
those  proposals  were  to  be  included  in 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  Bill,  it  would  cer- 
tainly be  a  very  comprehensive  one. 
But  this  occurred  two  or  three  days 
after  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech, 
and  showed  that  he,  having  given  some 
sign  of  dealing  with  the  land,  had 
caused  many  dangerous  thoughts  to  stir 
in  the  minds  of  those  who  agitated  upon 
this  question.  They  had  been  told  in 
that  Hoiise  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  that  this  was 
not  a  Party  question,  and  ought  not  to 
be  dealt  wim  in  a  Party  spirit.  He 
asked  the  House  whether  the  spirit 
shown  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  was  one  which 
should  be  evinced  on  a  question  of  this 
kind?  Was  it  necessary  to  put  dan- 
gerous thoughts  into  the  heads  of  the 
ag^cultural  labourers,  and  to  set  class 
against  dass,  and  stir  up  Party  feeling 
on  such  a  subject?  For  his  part,  he 
thought  it  ought  to  be  treated  in  a  much 
calmer  spirit.  He  could  wish  that  some 
definite  and  tangible  scheme  had  been 
laid  before  them.  They  had  heard 
of  universal  and  manhood  sufi&age,  and 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Chel- 
sea (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  had  spoken 
of  the  representation  of  numbers  as  op- 
posed to  the  representation  of  property. 
Why,  then,  did  not  the  hon.  Baronet 
include  those  subjects  in  a  Kesolution  of 
his  own  ?  They  had  now,  however,  to 
deal  with  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Border  Boroughs,  and  he  trusted  it 
would  be  rejected  by  a  large  majority. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  swd,  he  should 
have  contented  himself  with  giving  a 
silent  vote  but  for  the  speech  delivered 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Smollett).  He  repudiated,  especially  as 
far  as  the  ag^cultural  labourers,  the 
ironworkers,  and  mining  population  of 
the  country  were  concerned,  the  as- 
sertion of  the  hon.  Member,  that  this 
Besolution  would  introduce  a  "  worse 
lot "  into  thp  counbr  constituencies  than 
were  now  entitled  to  vote  for  the 
boroughs.  They  were  a  peace-loving 
and   law-abiding   class,    and   such    a 
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this  Besolntion  would  give  them  no  fran- 
chise at  all;  it  was  holding  out  a  fal- 
lacy ;  and  to  give  them  the  county  fran- 
chise Oovemment  must  legislate  in  a 
manner  which  would  be  entirely  antago- 
nistic to  the  principles  of  the  Act  of  1 868. 
As  the  Besolntion  was  framed  the  effect 
would  be  to  make  a  violent  change  in 
the  Constitution  of  the  country  for  the 
purpose  of  effecting  an  alteration  that 
would  benefit  a  very  small  part  of 
the  agricultural  population.  It  would 
also  necessitate  a  very  considerable 
change  in  the  constituencies  of  the  coun- 
try. It  would  swamp  many  boroughs,  and 
render  necessary  a  corresponding  altera- 
tion by  carrying  out  an  extensive  re-dis- 
tribution of  seats,  and  there  existed  many 
reasons  why  such  a  step  should  not  now 
be  taken.  He  believed  that  the  exten- 
sion of  the  franchise,  as  regarded  the 
rural  constituencies,  would  be  favour- 
able to  the  Conservative  Party,  for 
the  agricultural  population  were  not 
only  Conservative  by  habit,  but  they 
were  brought  into  intimate  relations 
with  the  landowners  and  with  their  em- 
ployers, for  whom  they  had  great  respect, 
and  to  whom  they  were  generally  much 
attached.  But  he  took  a  larger  than  a 
mere  Party  view  of  the  question,  and 
what  he  asked  himself  was,  whether  the 
passing  of  the  Besolntion  would  tend  to 
strengthen  the  institutions  of  the  coun- 
try; and,  as  he  could  not  answer  that 
question  in  the  affirmative,  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  voting  ag^ainst  it. 

Mb.  KNATCHBTnLL-HTIGESSEN 
observed  that  with  one  notable  excep- 
tion all  the  speakers  who  had  addressed 
the  House  had  spoken  in  a  serious,  sober 
spirit,  recognizing  the  importance  that 
belonged  to  this  question.  That  excep- 
tion was  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Smollett),  and  it  was  not 
the  first  time  that  the  House  had  seen 
reason  to  question  the  taste  with  which 
that  hon.  Gentleman  addressed  it.  He 
divided  his  speech  into  two  portions :  he 
gave  them  a  dissertation  on  history  and 
a  criticism  on  his  opponents.  With  re- 
gard to  his  criticism  on  his  opponents, 
his  argument  had  been  sufficiently  dis- 
posed of  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  CaJne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice) ; 
and  with  regard  to  his  dissertation  on 
history,  it  was  certainly  not  very  in- 
teresting and  it  was  altogether  unneces- 
sary. In  fact,  it  reminded  him  (Mr. 
Knatchbull-Hugessen)  of  a  passage  he 
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ally  in  political  matters,  to  receive 
the  franchise.  But  wliat  was  the  an- 
swer to  that?  Educate  them — not  by 
the  slow  process  of  sending  them  to 
school,  but  by  eiyingthem  the  franchise. 
TVhat  educated  people  so  well  in  matters 
of  that  kind  as  telling  them  that  they 
had  great  and  importaiit  duties  to  dis- 
charge, and  that  they  had  a  right  to 
take  part  in  the  Oovemment  of  the 
countiy.  His  own  experience  had  shown 
him  that  this  was  an  important  means 
of  political  education.  In  1865,  before 
household  suffrage  was  adopted,  the 
non-electors  in  towns  took  an  mterest  in 
Parliamentary  contests,  but  their  ques- 
tions to  candidates  were  vague  and  often 
not  pertinent,  and  there  was  little  diffi- 
culty in  giving  unsatisfactory  and  illu- 
sory answers,  which  were  readily  ac- 
cepted ;  but  since  the  franchise  had 
been  given  to  this  class  of  men  they 
had  met  together  and  discussed  political 
topics,  and  read  newspapers,  pamphlets, 
and  political  works;  so  that  when  a 
candidate  went  down  among  them, 
questions  were  put  to  him  which  he 
found  more  difficult  in  disposing  of, 
and  to  which  he  (Mr.  Sezjeant  Spinks) 
would  not  advise  the  candidate  to  at- 
tempt giving  a  vague  or  illusory  answer. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  these  were 
people  to  whom  the  franchise  might  very 
fairly  be  extended.  Even  if  these  voters 
would  turn  agcdnst  Conservative  prin- 
ciples, justice  ought  nevertheless  to  be 
done.  That  mi^t  happen  in  the  coun- 
ties which  happened  in  the  boroughs 
after  the  Rewrm  Bill  in  1868,  when 
the  new  voters  turned  against  the  domi- 
nant power,  which  at  that  time  was 
Liberal ;  but,  in  time,  the  impulse  would 
expend  itself,  and  though  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  might  at  first  go  against 
masters  and  landlords,  they  were  not 
Badical;  they  were  more  or  less  Con- 
servative; they  were  brought  face  to 
face,  from  day  to  day  and  hour  to  hour, 
with  Nature,  which  in  all  her  opera- 
tions was  strictly  Conservative.  The 
second  Besolution  was  the  necessary  con- 
sequence of  the  first ;  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  make  some  re-distribution  of 
political  power.  There  were  187  county 
and  University  Members  and  302  borough 
Members ;  and  there  were  850,000  voters 
in  the  counties  and  1,500,000  in  the 
boroughs ;  so  at  present  boroughs  and 
oountiea  were  fairly  represented;  but 
if  1,000,000  w^e  added  to  the  county 


voters,  there  would  be  a  disparity  which 
could  be  corrected  only  by  re-distribu- 
tion. But  how  that  was  to  be  effected 
was  a  matter  for  future  consideration. 
The  Besolution  stated  what  would  be 
fair  and  just,  and  therefore  he  would 
give  it  his  support.  He  would  only  say 
&at  he  could  not  go  into  the  Lobby 
against  his  Party,  probably  accompanied 
by  no  other  Conservative  Member,  with- 
out some  feeline  of  pain  and  regret. 
But  he  consoled  himself  with  the  reflec- 
tion that  in  doing  so  he  was  simply  act- 
ing as  a  pioneer  in  the  matter,  and  that 
he  should  be  followed  by  his  Party  in 
due  course.  The  noble  Earl  at  the  head 
of  the  Conservative  Party  would  not 
stop  short  in  his  career  of  usefulness ; 
having  eiven  household  franchise  to  the 
urban  districts,  he  would  before  long 
confer  it  on  the  rural ;  and,  having  con- 
solidated our  Empire  in  the  East,  he 
would,  by  this  reform,  found  a  still 
nobler  empire  at  home  where,  all  go- 
verned but  still  all  governing,  tlie  hum- 
blest and  poorest  would  vie  with  the 
rich  and  the  mighty  in  amending  the 
laws  and  institutions,  and  consolidating 
the  power  and  resources  of  this  great 
country. 

Mb.  GBEQORT  said,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  deny  that  the  two  Eesolutions 
involved  a  Keform  Bill ;  and  as  it  was 
only  10  years  since  we  passed  one,  it 
was  premature  to  incur  tne  disturbance 
that  would  be  produced  by  passing 
another.  To  a  large  extent  the  workers 
in  mines  and  in  factories  were  enfran- 
chised by  the  extension  of  the  boimdaries 
of  boroudbs  which  accompanied  the  last 
Reform  Bill  and  the  creation  of  new 
ones.  It  was  implied  that  the  Par- 
liamentary franchise  in  boroughs  and 
counties  was  to  be  on  the  same  footing, 
and  was  to  depend  on  residential  qualin- 
cation ;  and,  if  that  were  so,  it  did  not 
follow  that  agricultural  labourers,  for 
whose  benefit  the  proposal  was  made, 
would  be  enfranchised,  because  many  of 
them  were  employed  from  week  to  week, 
and  occupied  cottages,  the  rent  of  which 
constituted  part  of  their  wages,  bein^ 
exempted  from  the  payment  of  rates  and 
other  obligations  usually  incident  to  oc- 
cupation. This  arrangement  grew  out 
of  the  ordinary  relations  of  farmer  and 
labourer,  and  was  adapted  to  their  mu- 
tual convenience.  So  far,  then,  as  a 
large  part  of  the  agricultural  population 
which  lived  in  cottages  was  concerned, 
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this  Besolntion  would  ^ve  them  no  fran- 
chise at  all ;  it  was  holding  out  a  fal- 
lacy ;  and  to  give  them  the  coimtj  fran- 
chise Government  must  legislate  in  a 
manner  which  would  be  entirely  antago- 
nistic to  the  principlee  of  the  Act  of  1868. 
As  the  Beeolution  was  framed  the  effect 
would  be  to  make  a  violent  change  in 
the  Constitution  of  the  country  for  the 
purpose  of  effecting  an  alteration  that 
wotdd  benefit  a  very  small  part  of 
the  agricultural  popijation.  It  would 
also  necessitate  a.  very  considerable 
change  in  the  constitnenciee  of  the  conn- 
try.  It  would  Bwamp  many  boroughs,  and 
render  necessary  a  corresponding  altera- 
tion by  carrying  out  an  extensiTe  re-dis- 
tribution of  seats,  and  there  existed  many 
reasons  why  such  a  step  should  not  now 
be  taken.  He  believed  that  the  exten- 
sion of  the  franchise,  as  regarded  the 
rural  constituencies,  would  De  favour- 
able to  the  Conservative  Party,  for 
the  agricultural  population  were  not 
only  Conservative  by  habit,  but  they 
were  brought  into  intimate  relations 
with  the  landowners  and  with  their  em- 
ployers, for  whom  they  had  great  respect, 
and  to  whom  they  were  generally  much 
attached.  But  he  took  a  larger  than  a 
mere  Party  view  of  the  question,  and 
what  he  asked  himself  was,  whether  the 
passing  of  the  Besolntion  would  tend  to 
strengthen  the  institutions  of  the  coun- 
try; and,  OS  he  could  not  answer  that 
question  in  the  afiLrmative,  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  voting  against  it. 

Mb.  KNATOHBimL-HUGESSEN 
observed  that  with  one  notable  excep- 
tion all  the  speakers  who  had  addressed 
the  House  had  spoken  in  a  eerioue,  sober 
spirit,  recognizing  the  importance  that 
belonged  to  this  question.  That  excep- 
tion was  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Smollett),  and  it  was  not 
the  first  time  that  the  House  had  seen 
reason  to  question  the  taste  with  which 
that  hon.  Gentleman  addressed  it.  He 
divided  hia  speech  into  two  portions :  he 
gave  them  a  dissertation  on  history  and 
a  criticism  on  his  opponents.    With  re- 

fard  to  his  criticism  on  his  opponents, 
is  argument  had  been  sufficiently  dis- 
posed of  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Calne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice) ; 
and  with  regard  to  hie  dissertation  on 
history,  it  was  certainly  not  very  in- 
teresting and  it  was  altogether  unneoes- 
saiy.  In  fact,  it  reminded  him  (Mr. 
Knatchbull-Hugessen)  of  a  passage  ho 
Mr.  Gregory 


had  lately  read,  wherein  it  was  b 
that  Hume  had  written  a  very 
history  but  that  Smollett  hod  ma 
stupid  finish  of  it.  He  cofifessed 
when  he  heard  such  language  us 
that  House,  as  that  a  Futy  had 
a  mauling"  —  that  hon.  Gentl 
"liquored  up  in  the  Lobby,"  an( 
"  coaree  men  sometimes  got  by  ace 
into  a  Cabinet,"  the  thought  crosse 
mind  that  no  deterioration  of  such 
and  manner  of  speaking  was  liki 
follow  the  extension  of  the  frai 
which  was  now  demanded ;  and  thi 
only  excuse  for  the  hon.  Membe 
Cambridge  was  bis  probable  hope 
some  accident  might  occur  which  ^ 
enable  him  ta  enter  the  Conser 
Cabinet,  qualified  under  the  terms 
own  definition.  The  question  to- 
was  not  so  much  whether  the  fr^i 
should  he  extended  some  time  or  < 
but  whether  this  was  the  proper 
for  extending  it.  They  had  hea: 
the  old  stock  arguments  against  it- 
as  that  the  people  did  not  want  i 
time  was  inopportune,  th^re  was  n 
tation,  wait  till  the  time  was 
favourable,  and  the  Constitution  < 
country  would  be  destroyed.  Ba' 
had  lived  to  see  the  Constitution  ( 
country  destroyed  half-a-dozen  1 
and  it  had  always  risen  each  time  fi 
and  better  for  its  destruction.  la 
fying  the  vote  he  should  give  hi 
not  afraid  to  take  somewhat 
ground  than  had  jet  been  taken,  ' 
might  expose  him  to  the  imputatioi 
had  been  already  thrown  out  — 
those  who  advocated  this  mc 
wanted  something  beyond.  H( 
not  frightened  by  phrases ;  and 
were  told  that  the  ^option  of  th: 
solution  would  lead  to  manhood  o 
versal  suffrage,  he  was  prepared 
that  that  was  the  very  foundati 
liber^  and  of  a  free  country.  E 
lieved  that  the  theory  of  a  free  Coi 
tion  was  this — that  every  man  wh( 
taxes  and  discharged  his  duty  as  a  < 
had  primd  faai*  a  right  to  a  shi 
the  appointment  of  those  who  wi 
control  the  government  of  the  coi 
The  broader  the  foundation  on  ' 
they  rested  the  Constitution  the  stt 
that  Constitution  would  become. 
then  came  the  question  of  limiti 
necessary  to  preserve  good  order  s 
secure  good  government.  It  wa 
the  State  to  say  what  limitations  si 
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be  imposed.  But  what  was  the  State  ? 
an  aggregation  of  individuals ;  and  as  the 
laws  which  were  made  for  the  benefit  of 
all  should  be  such  as  the  common  sense 
of  all  would  lead  them  to  respect,  so 
anything  which  was  done  by  way  of 
limitation  and  diminution  of  individual 
rights  for  the  general  benefit  should  be 
done  upon  principles  of  common  sense, 
reason,  and  justice.  Now,  limitations 
as  to  age,  as  to  fixed  residence,  as  to 
paupers  and  criminals,  and  as  to  persons 
who  held  particular  offices  which  ren- 
dered it  undesirable  that  they  should 
vote,  were  quite  in  accordance  with  com- 
mon sense.  Then,  again,  there  was  the 
limitation  as  to  sex,  upon  which  much 
difference  of  opinion  existed,  but  to 
which  the  majority  of  mankind  still  ad- 
hered. ButwhentheStateimposedalimi- 
tation  resting  upon  loccdity  and  the  acci- 
dent of  residence  alone,  it  was  one  which 
he  maintained  could  not  be  defended  by 
common  sense  or  by  any  principle  of 
j  ustice.  The  persons  for  whom  the  fran- 
chise was  now  asked  were  denied  it  on 
the  miserable  ground  that  they  lived  on 
one  side  and  the  enfranchised  on  the 
other  side  of  what  had  been  well  called 
an  **  imaginary  line."  Was  not  that  an 
inequality  and  an  anomaly  which  ought 
to  be  removed,  and  could  it  be  wondered 
at  that  those  who  suffered  from  it  should 
bitterly  feel  their  exclusion?  It  was 
said,  as  an  argument  against  the  present 
proposal,  that  there  was  no  agitation. 
He  never  knew  how  to  deal  with  arm- 
ments  of  this  kind.  Was  agitation 
wanted  or  was  it  not?  If  there  had 
been  agitation  it  would  probably  have 
been  said  that  class  was  being  set 
against  class.  He  did  not  think  there 
had  ever  been  a  demand  made  for  the 
franchise  in  a  more  proper  and  at  the 
same  time  more  determined  spirit  than 
the  present  demand.  If  there  nad  been 
no  rioting  and  no  attacks  upon  pro- 
perty, that  did  not  prove  that  the  de- 
mand was  less  earnest  than  it  would 
have  been  if  such  things  had  occurred. 
It  only  showed  that  fiie  temper  and 
education  of  the  people  had  improved, 
and  it  was  an  additional  argument  in 
favour  of  giving  the  franchise.  This 
was  a  question  affecting  more  than  the 
agricultural  labourers,  but  no  doubt  they 
formed  a  considerable  proportion  of  those 
who  made  the  demand.  ~  For  his  part, 
be  could  not  understand  the  extraordi- 
nary dread   of  agricultural   labourers 
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which  some  hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to 
feel.  He  had  lived  amongst  them  in 
the  country  all  his  life,  and  had  a  great 
regard  for  them.  Indeed,  he  did  not 
kiv>w  any  class  to  whom  he  would  more 
willingly  confide  the  franchise  than  to 
them.  He  would  not  cast  a  stigma  on 
the  country  landlords  and  clergy  by 
supposing  that  the  education  of  the 
agricultural  labourers  had  been  so  much 
neglected  that  they  were  not  as  fit  to 
receive  the  franchise  as  any  other  class. 
He  had  attended  their  recent  demonstra- 
tion, and  could  testify  to  their  apparent 
sincerity  on  that  occasion ;  and  he  thought 
it  a  littie  hard  that  when  these  men 
came  to  London  at  their  own  expense — 
thereby  proving  their  earnestness — and 
made  a  perfectiy  peaceful  demonstration, 
they  should  be  sneered  at  as  taking  part 
in  a  foolish  and  galvanized  agitation. 
His  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Emlyn)  had 
blamed  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright)  for 
some  observations  which  he  had  made  at 
that  demonstration  with  regard  to  the 
limited  number  of  the  possessors  of  land, 
and  had  accused  him  of  setting  class 
against  class.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Knatchbull- 
Hugessen)  had  heard  those  observations, 
and  could  not  agree  that  such  was  their 
tendency.  As  he  understood  the  matter, 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  addressing  a  large 
meeting  of  persons  who  were  seeking 
the  franchise,  many  of  whom  were  agri- 
cultural labourers,  pointed  out  to  them, 
among  other  things,  that  there  were  in 
the  future  questions  likely  to  arise  relat- 
ing to  the  land  of  this  country,  and  that 
unless  their  demand  was  conceded,  they 
who  lived  on  and  by  the  land  would 
have  no  voice  or  influence  whatever  in 
the  determination  of  those  questions. 
That  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Knatchbull- 
Hugessen)  a  perfectiy  legitimate  argu- 
ment; and,  speaking  as  a  landowner 
himself,  he  would  teU  his  noble  Friend 
and  other  landowners  in  and  out  of  that 
House,  that  they  were  much  mistaken 
if  they  thought  they  could  prevent  these 
land  questions  from  coming  under  the 
consideration  of  Parliament.  They  were 
questions  of  the  future  which  must  and 
would  be  considered.  It  was  not  the 
man  who  exposed  the  abuses  so  much 
as  the  man  who  strove  to  maintain  them 
who  really  set  class  against  class;  and 
true  wisdom  would  dictate  our  looking 
ahead  and  examining  all  these  questions 
fully  and  dispassionately,  rather  than 
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attempting  to  put  them  aside  and  blam- 
ing those  who  called  attention  to  them. 
One  objection  to  the  BesolutionB  was 
that  there  ought  to  be  a  definite  scheme 
proposed  with  reference  particularly  to 
a  re-distribution  of  seats.  He  admitted 
that  a  re-distribution  of  seats  must  come, 
but  the  two  questions  depended  on  dif- 
ferent principles.  In  the  one  case  there 
was  a  g^at  denial  of  justice  to  many 
individuals ;  in  the  other  there  was  an 
injustice  as  between  loccdity  and  locality. 
The  question  of  enfranchisement  was 
the  more  urgent,  and  could  be  dealt  with 
separately.  When  the  time  for  re-dis- 
tribution came,  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  would  defend 
Calne,  and  he  (Mr.  Knatohbull-Huges- 
sen)  would  defend  the  interests  of  the 
larger  borough  which  he  represented. 
But  when  he  was  told  that  he  ought  to 
oppose  these  Besolutions,  because  some 
day  or  other  his  boroueh  might  be 
affected,  he  replied  that  he  would  not 
do  his  constituents  such  discredit  as  to 
belieye  that  from  any  fear  of  possible 
future  injury  they  would  wish  him  to 
refuse  anything  the  demand  for  which 
was  foimded  upon  principles  of  truth 
and  justice.  Ix)oking  at  the  ques- 
tion as  a  whole,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
those  places  ought  to  have  the  most  wide 
representation  which  contributed  most 
to  the  taxation  of  the  country  and  its 

feneral  prosperity ;  and  when  hon.  Mem- 
ers  raised  the  bugbear  of  the  undue 
preponderance  of  Members  which  the 
Metropolis  would  have  under  an  altered 
system  of  representation,  he  said  that 
all  these  questions  would  have  to  be 
fully  and  fairly  considered  at  the  proper 
time.  In  the  case  of  the  Metropolis  the 
fact  that  its  Members,  from  their  proxi- 
mity to  the  House,  were  able  to  attend 
to  their  Parliamentary  duties  more  easily 
than  other  Members,  and  that  a  great 
many  Bepresentatives  of  other  consti- 
tuencies resided  in  the  Metropolis  for  a 
certain  period  of  the  year,  and  were  there- 
fore, in  reality,  as  much  interested  in  Lon- 
don as  its  own  actual  Bepresentatives, 
ought  to  be  taken  into  consideration. 
The  time,  no  doubt,  would  come  when 
there  must  be  a  re-distribution  of  seats ; 
but,  when  it  did  come  all  that  any  indi- 
vidual Member  could  do  would  be  to 
make  out  the  best  case  in  his  power 
for  his  own  constituency,  while  he  was 
not  frightened  by  any  personal  or  local 
reasons  from  doing  wnat  he  tibiought 
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best  for  the  general  interests.     8ob» 
said  that  the  diange  now  proposed  waa 
a  small  one,  and  others  appeared  to 
regard  it  as  one  of  great  magnitiida. 
Now,  if  it  were  only  a  small  change,  it 
could  not  do  a  ^eat  deal  of  harm ;  and 
if  a  large  one,  it  was  dear  that  it  wasao 
because  a  great  number  of  persons  wers 
now  unenfranchised.  Tou  could  not  have 
it  both  ways— -either  the  injostiee  was 
so  small  that  its  removal  would  hurt  bo 
one,  or  so  1^^  &s  to  require  imniediata 
attention.     He  did  not  think  it  at  all 
impossible,  he  might  add,  that  what  had 
been  said  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Seijesnt 
Spinks)  might  turn  out  to  be  correct, 
and  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  might  be  the  man  to 
introduce  such  a  measure  as  that  nov 
advocated  on  the  Opposition  bendiei; 
but  come  from  what  quarter  it  might, 
if  the  measure  was  ag;ood  one  it  ahmild 
have  his  support.    He  owned  that  h« 
should  be  glad  to  see  his  own  Paxtj 
borne  into  office  upon  this  or  any  other 
popular  movement ;  but  so  strongly  did 
he  feel  the  justice  of  the  demand  now 
made,  that  he  would  rejoice  to  see  Lord 
Beaoonsfield  recognize  it  as  the  logical 
conclusion  of  the  household  suffivge  in 
boroughs  which  he  had  introduced.    It 
was  said  that  the  respect  which  waa  en- 
tertained by  foreign  nations  for  onr  in- 
stitutions was  due  to  their  stabilitr,  and 
so  it  might  be  to  some  extent,  althoogli 
he  believed  that  it  waa  rather  due  to  thar 
appreciation  of  our  national  charactar; 
but  that  stability,  it  should  not  be  for- 
gotten, was  due  to  the  elasticity  of  oar 
Constitution  and  the  wisdom  of  those 
who  in  past  times  had  guided  the  deati* 
nies  of  me  country,  and  who  had  knovn 
how  from  time  to  time  to  make  conoea- 
sions  to  popular  rights.    Before  he  mi 
down  he  wished  briefly  to  allude,  aa  it 
had  already  been  referred  to,  to  the 
speech  which  had  been  made  a  day  or 
two  ago  by  hia  nght  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London 
(Mr.  Lowe)  at  a  dinner  given  by  the 
Mercers'  Company.    In  that  speech  hif 
right  hon.  Friend  said  that  before  we 
pulled  the  Constitution  to  pieces,  ▼« 
should   carefully  consider  whether  we 
should  be  able  to  make  a  good  job  of  it, 
and  that  unless  some  gi^at  danger  or 
difficulty  occurred  it  might  be  better  to 
rub  along  in  our  present  position.    [Ad- 
miral Sir  William  EDHovsroini :  Hear, 
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hear!]  He  heard  the  hon.  and  gal- 
laat  Adndnl  cheer;  but  what,  he  diould 
like  to  ask  him,  would  he  think  of  a 
commander  of  a  ship  who,  having  had 
his  attention  directea  to  certain  defects 
in  his  ship,  would  wait  until  a  storm 
arose  to  put  his  yessel  in  order  ?  There 
would,  he  thought,  be'  little  wisdom  in 
such  a  course.  The  fact  was  tiiat  the 
demand  now  made  was  one  which — 
whether  it  was  granted  in  5,  10,  or 
16  years — must  sooner  or  later  be 
granted;  and  why  not,  he  would  ask, 
accede  to  it  while  it  was  gracious  and 
generous  to  do  so,  instead  of  waiting 
until  it  was  wrung  firom  you  by  popular 
agitation.  For  his  own  part,  it  was  be- 
cause he  beUeved  the  demand  was  iust, 
and  that  granting  it  would  tend  to 
strengthen  the  institutions  of  the  coun- 
try by  adding  to  the  constituencies  a 
class  in  evezy  way  entitied  to  exercise 
the  franchise,  he  would  give  the  Beso- 
lution  his  cordial  support. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  had, 
while  listening  to  the  debate,  felt  much 
sympathy  for  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Border  Boroughs  (Mr.  Trevelyan).  That 
hem.  G^tleman  had  been  moderate  in 
his  remarks,  and  in  preparation  for  this 
debate  certain  influential  joumals  had 
attempted  to  minimize  the  effect  of  the 
change  now  proposed,  in  order  to  attract 
into  the  yezy  wide  net  which  he  had 

Sread  some  big  fish,  whose  adhesion  to 
e  cause  was  essential  to  the  unity  of 
the  Party  opposite.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  introduced  the  subject  to  the 
House  in  an  eloquent  speech;  but  he 
(Mr.  Stanhope)  re^tted  that  his  re- 
marks were  somewnat  of  a  sensational 
nature.  He  referred  to  a  good  many 
names  eminent  in  the  history  of  the 
country,  the  bearers  of  which,  if  they 
had  been  present  that  evening,  would, 
he  was  sure,  be  logical  enough  to  admit 
that  the  principles  enunciated  by  many 
of  the  supporters  of  the  proposed  change 
^would  go  a  great  deal  further  than 
household  sufiSage,  and  that  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Besolutions  before  the  House, 
as  interpreted  by  their  speeches,  could 
never  be  regarded  as  a  settlement  of  the 
question  at  issue,  or  as  haying  anything 
like  the  character  of  finality.  Even  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion  that  evening, 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Oalne 
(Ixvd  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  did  not  seem 
indi^KMad  to  consider  the  subject  of 
oniTersal  suffirage,  while  some  of  the 


propositions  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
^^tieman  the  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr. 
Stansfeld)  appeared  to  him  to  go  still 
further.      If  they  were  to    adopt  the 

Erinciple  of  enfranchising  everyone  who 
ad  anything  special  to  tell  them,  it 
would  apply,  not  only  to  all  men,  whe- 
ther householders  or  not,  but  to  all 
women.  Then  there  was  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  Knatchbull-Hugessen),  and 
who,  although  he  had  not  actually  de- 
clared for  manhood  suffrage,  had  given 
some  strong  reason  for  the  adoption  of 
that  system.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Border  Boroughs  was  followed  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Chelsea 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  and  they  both 
together  were  somewhat  like  a  double- 
barrelled  gun  in  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject. The  clients  of  the  former  hon. 
Gentieman  were,  in  the  first  place,  the 
miners  and  skilled  artizans  living  outside 
the  borders  of  boroughs  in  our  smaller 
country  towns.  But  while  we  might 
freely  admit  the  fitness  of  these  men, 
speaking  generallv,  for  the  franchise, 
and  the  anomaly  of  a  system  which  gave 
a  vote  to  a  man  living  on  one  side  of  a 
line,  and  refused  it  to  one  who  lived 
imder  precisely  similar  circumstances  on 
the  other,  it  was  also  impossible  to  deny 
that  those  men,  as  a  class,  were  already 
largely  represented  in  that  House.  There 
was  no  pretence  for  saying  that  there 
was  in  their  case  any  special  or  exclu- 
sive class  interest  to  which  they  were 
unable  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House,  or  to  challenge  the  opinion  of 
the  country.  It  was,  therefore,  no  dis- 
paragement to  them,  and  no  denial  of 
their  desire  for  a  vote,  to  say  that  their 
claims  did  not  appear  to  be  of  so  urgent 
a  character  as  to  render  it  necessary 
merely  for  their  satisfaction  to  introduce 
vital  changes  into  the  Constitution.  Nor 
had  it  been  represented  by  any  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  spoken  that  the 
enfranchisement  of  this  class  would  add 
strength  to  Parliament,  or  that  it  would 
make  it  more  truly  representative  of  the 
varied  opinions  and  interests  of  the 
country.  If,  in  fact,  it  was  a  pressing 
demand,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Oldham  (Mr.  Serjeant  Spinks)  seemed 
to  think,  it  could  be  met  by  a  much  more 
simple  measure  than  that  now  proposed 
— namely,  by  an  extension  of  the  boun- 
daries of  our  boroughs.  But  the  case 
of  the    agricultural    labourers   rested 
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undoubtedly  on  a  different  footing.  It 
was  alleged  that  they  were  not  repre- 
sented in  the  House  of  Commons.  They 
had,  it  was  said,  special  aims  and  in- 
terests which  they  desired,  but  were  un- 
able to  enforce.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford  (Mr.  Macdonald),  who  spoke  in 
that  graceful  attitude  which  all  must  ad- 
mire, urged  on  behalf  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  that  they  had  been 
called  bad  names  and  abused.  Well,  he 
should  like  to  know  who  had  abused 
them.  He  had  heard  them  spoken  of 
to-night  as  Pariahs  and  outcasts  and  so 
forth;  but  all  those  expressions  pro- 
ceeded from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
If  he  (Mr.  Stanhope)  ventured  to  go 
into  some  details  respecting  this  class,  it 
was  because  during  two  years  of  his  life 
he  had  had  special  opportunities  of  be- 
coming acquainted  with  their  condition, 
and  also,  he  thought,  with  their  interests 
and  their  objects.  In  passing,  he  might 
remark  that  they  were  already  repre- 
sented in  that  House.  More  than  one 
hon.  Member  represented  arural  borough 
containing  a  majority,  or,  at  any  rate,  a 
large  proportion  of  agricultural  labourers 
voting  under  the  franchise  now  proposed. 
More  than  one  hon.  Member — and  they 
who  represented  the  county  of  Lincoln 
had  an  especial  claim  to  urge  this  point 
upon  their  attention — reckoned  among 
his  constituents  a  vast  number  of  agri- 
cultural labourers  who  had  obtained  a 
right  to  vote  by  their  own  industry  and 
frugality  under  the  operation  of  the  40«. 
freehold  franchise.  Nobody  could  deny 
the  educating  effect  of  that  franchise. 
Those  who  had  attained  to  it  were  the 
pick  of  the  agricultural  labourers.  Those 
who  had  already  attained  to  it  were 
proud  of  it,  while  those  who  had  hitherto 
failed  to  obtain  it  were  stimulated  by 
the  desire  to  do  so  to  the  exercise  of 
qualities  everybody  must  admire.  Again, 
they  were  the  most  independent  class  of 
voters  in  the  community.  They  were 
not  afraid  of  telling  their  Bepresentatives 
what  they  thought,  and  they  might  be 
pretty  sure  that  their  opinions  would  not 
be  neglected.  It  was  somewhat  late  in 
these  days  to  hope  for  any  large  increase 
in  that  class  of  voters.  But  that  even- 
ing hon.  Members  opposite  had  de- 
nounced this  class  of  voters,  if  they  were 
not  resident.  They  had  heard  a  good 
deal  of  faggot  votes,  but  who  first  created 
f&ggot  votes  ?  Hon.  Members  opposite 
were,  however,  very  fond  of  the  40*. 
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freeholder  as  lon^  as  they  thought  hb 
would  vote  on  their  own  side.  Thej 
seemed  to  have  forgotten  the  speeckfii 
of  a  man  who  womd  always  be  men- 
tioned in  that  House  with  respect  and 
veneration — the  late  Mr.  Cobden — who 
thought  he  would  be  able  to  obtain  the 
repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  by  means  of  the 
40*.  freeholders.    Mr.  Cobden  said — 

**  There  is  a  large  class  of  mechanica  v^  mrt 
£40  or  £50 ;  they  have  been  aocuctomed,  ptr- 
haps,  to  put  it  in  the  savings  bank.  I  will  oot 
say  a  word  to  undervalue  that  insUtntian ;  bat 
cottage  property  will  pay  twice  as  much  intcreit 
as  the  savings  bank.  Then  what  a  pririlegv  it 
is  for  a  working  man  to  put  his  huidfl  in  bii 
pockets  and  waSc  up  and  aown  opposite  his  ow3 
freehold  and  say — '  This  is  my  own ;  I  wofktd 
for  it,  and  I  have  won  it.'  " 

Again,  Mr.  Cobden  said — 

**  When  you  have  a  son  just  coming  of  sm, 
the  best  thing  you  can  do  is  to  give  him  a  qoati- 
fication  for  the  county ;  it  aocustoma  him  to  the 
use  of  property  and  ih.e  ezerdse  of  a  Tote  wiak 
you  are  Uving,  and  can  have  a  Utile  judioooi 
control  over  it  if  necessary." 

It  was  worthy  of  serious  oonsideratioo 
how  far  it  was  desirable,  by  intrododsf 
this  new  class  of  voters  in  enoimoiii 
numbers,  to  swamp  the  most  indepen- 
dent class  of  voters  in  the  country,  and 
to  destroy  a  special  stimulus  to  the 
exercise  of  the  most  excellent  qualidei- 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Border  Bo- 
roughs had  asserted  that  the  agricul- 
tural labourer  was  misrepresented  is 
that  House.  He  did  not  oDJect  so  much 
to  that  assertion  as  he  did  to  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  last 
year,  or  the  year  before,  to  the  effect 
that  county  Members  were  afraid  to 
express  sympathy  with  the  aims  and 
objects  of  tne  g^at  majority  of  the 
population  resident  within  their  consti- 
tuencies. He  altogether  challenge  that 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
hon.  Members  who  sat  for  counties  were 
as  pleased  as  anybody  else  could  be  at 
the  improvement  which  had  occurred  in 
the  condition  of  that  class ;  and,  aa  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  always  hand- 
somely  acknowledged,  they  had  set  an 
example  of  self-sacrifice  and  liberality 
in  enaeavouring  to  achieve  it.  But  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs 
went  further,  and  tried  to  make  out  a 
case  of  special  nievance.  He  (Us. 
Btanhope)  admitted  that  if  it  could  be 
shown  that  there  were  wrongs  under 
which  the  agricultund  labourers  sofifSned, 
and  for  which  Parliament  was  unable  or 
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unwilling  to  provide  a  remedy,  the  case 
for  their  immediate  enfranchisement  was 
rerj  much  strengthened.    But  what  were 
the  £Bcts?    The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Border  Boroughs  had  gone  so  far  that 
crening  as  to  bring  in  the  Burials  ques- 
tion, and  argued  that  because  the  agricul- 
taial  labourers  did  not  possess  the  fran- 
chise the  Dissenting  Bodies  were  unable 
to  make  their  feelings  on  the  subject 
tboroughlj  understood  in  that  House. 
Bat  they  had  no  special  interest  as  a 
daw  in  that  subject,  and  it  would  be 
foond,  moreoTcr,  that  in  the  quiet  rural 
districts  the  burial  grievance  was  hardly 
fell    Then  there  was  a  point  which  had 
Qot  been  alluded  to  that  evening  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs, 
bat  it  was  one  that  he  was  very  fond  of 
in  his  speeches,  both  in  that  House  and 
oat  of  it.     Both  he  and  also  the  hon. 
Owtleman  the  Member    for  Hackney 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  were  constantly  saying 
thst  we  ought  to  g^ve  direct  representa- 
tion to  the  agricultural  labourers,  be- 
caose  in  that  House  hon.  Members  were 
willing  to  pass  Factory  Acts  for  artizans, 
while  they  were  unwilling  to  pass  them 
for  Agricultural  labourers.     [Mr.  Tre- 
TELXASf :  I  never  said  it  since  last  year.] 
He  was  glad  to  hear  that  the  hon  Mem- 
ber had  withdrawn  the  statement.     But 
vhy  had  he  withdrawn  it  ?    They  were 
all  much  indebted  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tkman  opposite  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  for 
the  Education  Act  passed  in  1870:  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  himself 
iicknowledge  that  the  crowning  stone  of 
the  edifice,  and  the  measure  most  strictly 
sxialogous  to  the  Factory  Acts,  was  ear- 
ned by  his  noble  Friend  who  sat  upon 
these  benches  (Viscount  Sandon),  sup- 
ported by  hon.  Members  behind  him, 
snd  not  only  not  opposed,  but  welcomed 
hythoee  very  tenant-farmers  who  were 
Kid  to  be  hostile  to  the  interests  of  the 
sgricoltural  labourers,  and  whose  pockets 
v«re   most    directly    affected.      Then, 
H^t  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Border 
Boroughs  was  very  fond  of  referring  to 
the  character  of  the  cottages  and  dwell- 
ing* in  the  agricultural  districts.    There 
win  he  ouite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member.    He  deplored  as  much  as  the 
hon.  Member  the  deficiencies  which  ex- 
u^;  he  welcomed  the  improvement 
vhich  was  gradually  taking  place ;  and 
*>  to  legislation,  if  any  satisfactory  sug- 
g«rtuiii  could  be  made  on  the  subject,  no 
'lae  coold  doubt  that  the  House  would 
^itetain  it ;  but  to  talk,  as  some  hon. 


Members  did,  about  the  necessity  of 
applying  the  principle  of  the  Artizans' 
Dwellings  Act,  as  it  was,  to  rural  dis- 
tricts, would  be  just  as  if  he  were  to 
suggest  the  application  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  Act  to  Lincoln's  Inn 
Fields.  But  the  main  reason  of  his  re- 
ferring to  that  subject  was  to  point  out, 
that  although  the  improvement  of  cot- 
tages would  be  in  their  minds  one  of  the 
chief  objects  to  be  desired,  yet  if  they 
were  to  read  the  speeches  and  resolu- 
tions of  the  self-constituted  leaders  of 
the  unions,  it  was  not  so.  The  very  first 
union  formed  amongst  agricultural  la- 
bourers had  expressly  repudiated  this 
being  made  one  of  their  principal  objects, 
and  why  ?  The  reason  was  very  plainly 
stated  by  Mr.  Ball,  one  of  the  best 
known  of  their  leaders,  when  he  said 
that  the  improvement  of  cottages  was 
not  a  thing  to  be  especially  looked  to, 
because  it  weakened  the  action  of  the 
Executive  at  the  time  of  a  strike,  and 
gave  increased  power  to  the  employers 
of  labour.  The  House  ought,  therefore, 
to  make  a  distinction  between  what  the 
agricultural  labourers  really  thought  and 
the  views  of  those  who  professed  to  re- 
present their  opinions.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  county  of  Carmar- 
then (Viscount  Emlyn)  had  well  pointed 
out  the  dangerous  character  of  the  pro- 
posals those  men  were  venturing  to  urge 
on  behalf,  as  they  alleged,  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourers,  and  had  shown  that 
they  were  endeavouring  to  make  a  war 
between  classes.  They  were  doing  the 
greatest  possible  injury  to  the  cause  of 
the  enfranchisement  of  these  men.  It 
was  only  too  clear  that  their  real  object 
was  not  their  social  improvement,  but 
by  means  of  one  class  to  attack  other 
classes,  and  to  introduce  great  changes 
into  our  political  system.  This  must 
excite  alarm  in  the  minds  of  all  reason- 
able and  moderate  men.  They  had  heard 
the  enfranchisement  of  the  agricultural 
labourers  urged  on  grounds  of  senti- 
ment, and  for  other  reasons ;  but  he  did 
not  think  that  the  proposal  had  that 
night  been  supported  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  be  likely  to  improve  the 
character  or  increase  the  usefulness  of 
the  House.  It  had  not  been  represented 
that  it  was  as  yet  ripe  for  consideration, 
and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Calne  had  said  that  it  had  not  assumed 
a  practical  shape.  Even  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs  seemed 
to  agree  in  that  opinion,  for  his  Beso* 


555        County  IVanchue  and         (COMMONS)        Jte-diitriMion  of  8e^.     65< 


lutions  \^ere  of  the  vaguest  possible 
character.  But  to  form  any  opinion  of 
the  effect  of  these  changes  upon  Parlia- 
ment, it  was  necessary  to  pay  some  at- 
tention also  to  the  subject  of  the  second 
Eesolution — the  re-distribution  of  seats. 
Apparently,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Bright)  did  not  attach  very  much  im- 
portance to  that  part  of  the  subject — 
others,  and  among  them  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney,  believed  that  they 
might  attain  to  the  desired  object  by  a 
moderate  re-arrangement  of  existing 
constituencies,  and  they  pointed,  as  a 
proof  of  their  assertion,  to  the  moderate 
re-distribution  which  was  involved  in 
the  settlement  of  1867.  No  comparison 
could  be  more  misleading.  The  whole- 
sale enfranchisement  now  proposed,  the 
trebling  of  county  voters,  the  admission 
of  upwards  of  1,000,000  voters,  would 
so  entirely  upset  the  relation  between 
the  urban  and  the  rural  constituencies 
that  they  must  either  give  an  enormously 
increased  representation  to  the  counties, 
they  must  re-arrange  the  distinction 
between  counties  and  boroughs,  or  they 
would  fail  to  obtain  that  83rmmetry  and 
•imiformity  and  equality  of  representation 
which  it  was  the  object  of  these  changes 
to  introduce  into  our  political  system. 
Certainly,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Calne  could  not  be  accused  of  mak- 
ing his  alterations  too  moderate,  as  he 
had  said  that  he  could  not  be  satisfied 
with  sweeping  away  less  than  150  of  the 
present  constituencies;  but  he  had,  as 
it  seemed,  not  made  up  his  mind  whe- 
ther he  preferred  the  plural  vote  to  the 
representation  of  minorities,  nor  did  he 
give  the  House  any  reason  to  suppose 
that  he  would  carry  any  large  propor- 
tion of  the  House  with  him  in  proposing 
any  such  checks  at  all.  But  if  they 
were  to  try  to  get  rid  of  half  the  ano- 
malies mentioned  in  the  course  of  the 
debate,  he  did  not  see  how  they  were  to 
avoid  approximating  to,  if  they  did  not 
actually  arrive  at,  a  re-distribution  of 
political  power  on  the  basis  of  popula- 
tion. And  in  order  to  illustrate  the 
change,  he  would  venture  to  direct 
their  attention  to  one  particular  district 
— that  included  in  the  counties  of  Nor- 
folk and  Suffolk — which  he  chose  for  no 
other  reason  than  that  if  they  were  to 
allot  the  existing  number  of  Representa- 
tives in  proportion  to  the  population, 
this  district  would  retain  nearly  as 
many    Members    as   at  present.     But 
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what  would  the  change  be  ?  They  bad 
at  present  in  that  House  the  Memben 
representing  the  agrioultural  iiitogwit» 
returned  there  by  a  body  of  tenant-firm- 
ers,  some  of  whom  had  made  the  £mniiig 
of  the  district  famous  throughotst  dM 
world,  and  one  of  whom,  sent  there  by 
his  brother  farmers,  was  an  omaimMt 
to  that  House,  and  partly  by  a  body  of 
freeholders,  the  most  independent  dam 
of  voters  in  the  Kingdom.  Then  ^tuj 
had  Members  representing  the  trade 
and  commerce  of  the  district ;  two,  «t- 
ting  for  King's  Lynn,  who  claimed  to 
speak  to  some  extent  also  for  the  emaUer 
maritime  interests  of  the  country ;  and, 
lastly,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  lor 
Eye  (Viscount  Barrington),  who  was 
returned  by  a  majority  of  agricaltnnl 
labourers  under  this  very  franohiss. 
Well,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  rarieCy 
of  interests  so  represented,  the  oppor- 
tunity given  for  the  expression  of  ih» 
opinions  of  a  minority,  the  oertaintj 
which  every  resident  could  not  bot  led 
that  he  was  included  in  the  political  Ixie 
of  his  ooimtry  would  be  very  ill  replaced 
by  a  scheme  which  woula  produce  a 
dull  uniformity  and  crush  the  repreoeo- 
tation  of  every  interest  but  one.  la 
such  a  case  the  power  of  Uie  minoritj 
would  be  as  insignificant  as  it  was  in 
any  place  where  all  but  the  mi^oritj 
were  absolutely  excluded  from  power. 
as  small  as — well,  it  was  very  hard  now 
to  find  any  place  where  the  nunontr 
was  entirely  and  continuously  shut  oat 
from  political  and  municipal  Hfe  and 
work,  out  he  would  say — as  a  Oonanra- 
tive  voter  living  within  the  borough  of 
Birmingham.  But  that  was  not  aH 
Some  of  the  oonstituenciee  within  tiie 
district  were  small  ones;  and  thoo^ 
no  doubt,  the  subject  of  small  oonatittt- 
encies  had  been  discussed  Md  ntmatrnt 
at  any  rate,  he  might  say  that  thej 
had  been  the  means  of  introdudog 
to  the  House  many  men  whose  wast 
of  wealth,  or  whose  health  or  age  pre- 
vented them  from  seeking  the  sofogjBs 
of  a  more  extended  constituenoy.  To 
his  mind  these  oonaiderationa  raised 
great  and  serioua  issues.  They  were 
asked  to  enter  upon  a  re-oonatmotioa 
of  the  political  system  of  England  witk- 
out  a  very  dear  idea  of  the  objeei 
to  be  attained,  or  of  the  amount  of 
change  that  would  be  desirable.  Eren 
the  Ballot  Act  waa  at  preaent  onl^  ta 
experiment.  Certainly,  the  expeneaoe 
that  hia  side  of  the  House  had  had  of 
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■och  diangee  gave  him  no  special  reason 
against  them ;  hut  no  man  could  tell 
without  further  experience  what  the 
ultimate  effect  of  further  changes  would 
be  upon  the  character  and  constitution 
of  Pferiiament,  or  whether  the  sensitive- 
neM  of  that  House  to  the  ebb  and  flow 
of  public  opinion  out-of-doors  was  not 
abeady  sufficient  to  satisfy  even  the 
most  sealous  advocate  of  representatiye 
iastitiitions.  These  questions  he  would 
not  now  discuss.  They  might  wait,  but 
they  must  be  considered  some  day. 
Were  they  prepared  to  sacrifice  for 
their  oonsideration  the  chance  of  useful 
l«eifllation,  perhaps  for  years  to  come  ? 
Wtm  they  prepared,  before  thoroughly 
leahiing  the  effect  of  one  change,  to 
ontBr  upon  another  and  a  wider  one? 
Oartainly,  those  of  them  who  thought 
that  this  country — which  had  been  well 
dssonbed  aa  the  model  of  representative 
institutions  and  the  cradle  of  constitu- 
tioaal  goyemment — should  hesitate  long 
be&Kie  it  entered  upon  a  renewed 
itniggle  between  classes  for  political 
power,  or  abandon  for  an  uncertain 
good  the  results  of  past  experience, 
would  give  their  votes  against  these 
TSffue  and  ill-timed  Besolutions. 

Ma.  G08CHEN  said,  that  he  had  not 
troubled  the  House  on  the  subject  of 
Piriiamentary  Beform  since  the  last 
Beform  Bill;  and  while  the  proposal 
tmder  consideration  was  at  such  a  point 
tbat  it  did  not  command  the  imanimous 
asMot  of  the  Liberal  Party,  he  had  not 
thought  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  ex- 
pTBM  his  views  upon  it.  But  it  was  no 
Moet  that  that  assent  was  now  almost 
ttaaaimous,  and  that  the  question  had 
eonaequeatiy  passed  into  a  different 
rtage  one  at  which  those  who  felt  their 
responsibility  were  not  entitled  to  shirk 
the  expression  of  their  opinions.  When, 
thsnlore,  he,  in  common  with  other  hon. 
Members,  was  asked  whether  he  thought 
it  danrable  to  assimilate  the  county  and 
the  borough  franchises,  he  was  unable 
to  support  that  proposition.  He  did  not 
think  that  it  was  desirable  now,  as  a 
political  question,  to  advocate  a  uniform 
Pariiamentaxy  franchise  for  county  and 
benmgh  eonstitnenoies,  nor  was  he  pre- 
paied  to  admit  that  the  time  had  arrived 
vhaa  it  would  be  wise  to  re-distribute 
pehtieal  power.  He  was  told  that  the 
^•nge  was  inevitable,  and  that,  there- 
fore, he  OQ^t  not  to  hesitate  to  vote  for 
it  He  beUeved  that  there  were  many 
opposite  who  thought,  and 


who  showed  by  their  conduct  that  they 
believed  that  the  assimilation  of  the 
county  and  the  borough  franchise  was 
inevitable ;  and  there  were  few  of  those 
connected  with  the  great  landed  interests 
who  had  spoken  against  the  Motion.  He 
admitted  that  the  change  was  inevitable, 
and  that  it  would  come  soon — and  in  its 
widest  form  and  with  its  greatest  and 
largest  effects — if  both  Parties  in  the 
House  confined  themselves  to  watching 
each  other,  in  order  to  see  that  one 
might  not  steal  a  march  on  the  other  in 
winning  the  affections  of  the  class  to  bo 
enfranchised.  [*'  Hear,  hear !  "].  If 
hon  Members  opposite  held  that  opinion 
— as  by  their  cheers  they  seemed  to  do — 
he  was  surprised  that  no  man  of  position 
and  influence  on  the  other  side,  who 
commanded  the  respect  and  influence  of 
the  territorial  classes  had  risen  to  say 
what  they  thought  upon  the  proposal  of 
his  hon.  Friend.  There  had  been  reti- 
cence on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
What  did  that  reticence  mean  ?  He  left 
the  House  and  the  public  who  had  read 
previous  debates  to  judge;  but  he  would 
say  that  the  opinion  was  abroad  in  the 
country,  and  was  rife  in  this  House,  that 
the  Conservative  Party  would  not  speak 
out  on  this  question,  because  they  be- 
lieved in  their  hearts  that  before  long  it 
would  be  undertaken  by  their  Leaders. 
[**  No,  no  ! "]  Well,  there  would  be  an 
opportunity  of  denying  that  assertion,  if 
it  could  be  denied.  It  had  been  tho 
course  of  opinion  in  that  House  that 
that  was  the  view  of  the  Conservative 
Party;  and  so  they  were  told  that  it 
was  inevitable.  He  repeated  that  it  was 
inevitable,  and  inevitable  in  its  widest 
form  and  in  its  most  serious  consequenct^s, 
unless  men  who  had  been  silent  on  this 
subject  hitherto  were  prepared  to  speak 
out  and  place  before  the  House  and  the 
country  the  views  which  they  entertained. 
What  was  the  position  of  the  House  in 
regard  to  this  matter  ?  It  seemed  to  him 
that  it  was  not  so  very  long  ago  since 
they  passed  the  last  Heform  BiU.  The 
debates  of  that  time  were  still  fresh  in 
the  memory  of  many  of  them ;  but  it 
would  seem  when  we  heard  this  recital  of 
the  injustice,  the  anomalies,  the  griev- 
ances which  flowed  from  the  exclusion 
of  the  householder  in  the  counties  from 
the  frunchise,  as  if  those  debates  be- 
longed to  the  remote  history,  and  that 
the  course  followed  on  that  occasion  was 
already  forgotten.  Tho  second  Parlia- 
ment had  not  expired  since  we  mad# 
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tbat  great  constitutional  experiment.  | 
What  was  that  experiment  ?  We  not  | 
only  introduced  household  su£&age  at  | 
that  time,  but  we  reduced  the  county ' 
franchise  from  £50  to  £12.  It  had  been  j 
stated  that  evening  that  as  we  then  gave  { 
household  suffrage  to  the  towns,  the 
time  was  surely  come  when  we  must 
give  it  to  the  counties.  But  that  same 
question  was  before  us  at  the  time  the 
debates  were  conducted  with  regard 
to  the  reduction  of  the  county  fran- 
chise. He  himself  was  a  Member  of 
a  Government  that  proposed  only  10 
years  ago  that  the  county  franchise 
should  be  a  £14  rental,  and  he  trusted 
that  no  hon.  Friends  of  his  would  con- 
sider him  an  apostate  Liberal  if,  after 
10  years,  he  was  unable  to  change  his 
views  and  say  that  household  suf&age 
was  already  necessary.  In  1867  this 
question  was  debated,  and  owing  to 
pressure  from  hon.  Members  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side,  who,  at  the  time, 
were  in  a  majority,  the  coimty  franchise 
was  reduced  from  £50  to  £15,  and  then 
from  £15  to  £12.  It  was  proposed  to 
reduce  it  to  £10 ;  but  there  was  no 
proposal  at  the  time  that  household 
sufiffage  should  be  given  to  the  coun- 
ties. But  what  was  one  of  the  argu- 
ments   in    favour  of   a    £10    or    £12 


or 

line?  It  was  that  if  it  were  not 
adopted,  there  would  be  continued  agi- 
tation, and  that  further  agitation  for 
household  suffrage  was  not  desirable. 
When  the  compromise  was  made,  those 
arguments  were  urged,  those  grievances, 
which  he  admitted  in  the  abstract  as 
much  as  anyone,  were  brought  forward; 
it  was  said  that  there  would  be  men  on 
both  sides  of  the  line,  and  on  both  sides 
of  the  street,  the  one  enfranchised  and 
the  other  not,  that  some  men  would  have 
300  times  as  much  electoral  power  as 
others,  and  so  on;  but  in  the  Bill  which 
we  accepted  then,  these  anomalies  were 
perpetuated,  those  grievances  were  con- 
sidered and  accepted,  and  a  franchise 
was  adopted  which  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered a  settlement  of  the  subject,  at 
least  for  a  time.  Let  us,  then,  look  at 
the  question  of  time,  let  us  look  at  the  ex- 
perience we  had  gained  and  see  whether 
we  were  safe  in  going  forward,  and  whe- 
ther having  10  years  ago  called  1,000,000 
new  electors  within  the  pale  of  the  Oon- 
stitution,  we  should  now  do  well  to  call 
in  1,000,000  more.  He  would,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  examine  very 
briefly  the  experience  of  the  last  1 0  years 
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and  make  a  survey,  as  it  were,  of  the  poli- 
tical situation.  He  did  not  wish.to  argue 
this  matter  controversially  or  dogmati- 
cally— he  felt  so  much  the  force  of  manr 
of  the  arguments  used  on  that  side  of  the 
House  that  he  should  be  very  avene 
from  doing  so ;  but  as  no  other  speaker 
had  done  so,  he  wished  to  ask  the  Home 
to  concentrate  its  attention,  not  ao  miieh 
upon  the  claims  for  admission,  as  upoo 
the  result  of  that  admission  upon  die 
efficiency  of  Parliament  and  the  future 
administration  of  the  oountry.   The  pio- 
posal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Border  Boroughs  (Mr.  Trevelyan} 
comprised  two  classes;  a  class  of  600,000, 
who  were  almost  precisely  similar  to 
those    already    enmuichised — namely, 
the  urban  voters;  and  a  class  of  500,000 
of  rural  voters,  with  r^ard  to  whom 
there  was  no  analogous  class  at  present 
within  the  Constitution.  Now,  he  wished 
to  call  attention  to  the  case  of  the  mnl 
voters.    The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
last  addressed  the  House  (Mr.  Stanhope) 
had  said  that   they  had    been   caUed 
''Pariahs"  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Stansfoid) 
had  no  doubt  said  that  they  were  "poli- 
tical Pariahs,"  not  intending,  howerer, 
to  depreciate  the  rural  voters,  aa  the  boo. 
Q^ntleman  opposite  seemed  to  imply. 
He  was  sure  no  one  in  the  House  bad 
such  a  desire.  Now,  he  wished  to  call  at- 
tention to  two  important  distinctions  be- 
tween the  rural  and  the  urban  voters. 
The  first  was,  that  the  urban  voters,  erea 
of  the  poorest  class,  had  been  for  a  hog 
course  of  years  familiarized  to  public 
duties    by  their   local    and    municipal 
franchises.      Thev    had    had    a  long 
course  of  semi-political  education;  and 
it  was  the  glory  and  boast  of  the  Eng- 
lish Parliament  that  it  possessed  so  much 
aptitude  for  representative  government, 
because  municipal  institutions  bad  qna- 
lified  the  people  for  so  many  years  to 
take  their  part  in  the  higher  functions 
of  government.    But  most  unfortunately 
the  rural  voters  had  had  no  such  priTi- 
leges.     They  had  not  had  that  local 
life  which  would  have   qualified  them 
for  public  duties ;  and  it  nad  been  the 
earnest  endeavour  of  many  hon.  Hem- 
bers  on  that  side  of  the  House  to  create 
that  local  life  in  the  county  parishes 
which  would  have  qualified  the  naal 
voters  for  political  duties,  and  he  trusted 
he  miffht  be  permitted  to  recall  the  iact 
that  eight  years  ago  he  himself  iatio- 
duced  a  measure  whioh  would  have  ooi* 
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Caned  a  sofl&age  for  all  local  purposes  on 
ererj  hoaseholder  in  the  Kingdom.  But 
there   was  another  difference  between 
the  nrban  and  the  rural  voters.    He  was 
■peaking  of  that  plague  spot  upon  our 
laws  and  our  sodetj — the  Poor  Laws. 
He  eoold  not  exclude  from  his  mind  that 
the  mral  Toters  stood  in  a  different  posi- 
tion from  the  urban  voters  with  respect 
to  the  Poor  Law.    The  ordinary  future 
of  the  agrionltural  labourer  was,  if  he 
Hved  to  a  good  old  age,  to  end  his  days 
on  the  liet  of  paupers,  and  there  was 
•carodj  a  rural  parish  in  which  you 
would  not  see  scores  of  old  men  who 
had  been  in  respectable  positions,  but 
who  were  now  either  in  the  workhouses, 
Of  receiving  out-door  relief.    Pauperism 
had  eaten  most  seriously  into  our  rural 
iyilem,  and  into  the  whole  organization 
of  life  in  the  country.  It  was  under  these 
dfeomstancee  that  the  House  was  asked 
to  admit  the  rural  voters,  and  to  give  them 
power  to  assist  in  the  re-organization  of 
the  Poor  Laws,  which  had  for  them,  un- 
ibrtonately,  so  deep  an  interest.    And  it 
was  to  be  borne  in  mind  when  the  House 
was  asked  to  compare  the  position  of  the 
Rngtish   peasant  without  a  vote,  with 
the  position    of  the  peasant  in  other 
eonntriee  with  a  vote,  that  the  foreign 
peasant,  as  a  rule,  possessed  property, 
sad  was  attached  to  the  soil,  and  that 
he  did  not  depend,  as  unfortunately  the 
English  agricultural  labourer  so  much 
depended,  upon  weekly  wages  first,  and 
the  organization  of  the  Poor  Law  after- 
virds.      He    said,    therefore,   that    he 
cDold  not  exclude  from  his  mind  the 
abseooe  of  previous  training,  and  the 
great  dependence  on    the    Poor  Laws 
of  the  class  proposed  to  be  enfranchised. 
He  would  pass  from  that  suUect,  and  he 
would  admit  with  his  hon.  Priend  that, 
■peaking  broadly,  the  1,000,000  voters 
who  were  to  be  admitted  to  the  Oonsti- 
totum  would  reeemble  those  who  had 
beta  admitted,  and  he  would  ask — what 
was  the   experience   which  they   had 
already  had  of  the  newly-enfranchised 
riswB<,  and  the  tendency  of  legislation 
ttace  thejr  had  been  admitted  ?    In  the 
debates  in  1866,  it  was  oonstantly  as- 
Mfted  on  the  other  side,  that  if  they  ad- 
Bjtted  thoee  large  numbers  to  the  Oon- 
■titation,  they  were  incurring  a  grave 
political  danger,  and  that  our  great  in- 
«*Hutions  would  probably  be  subverted. 
That  was  denied  by  the  liberal  Party. 
That  proposal  at  that  time  before  the 
Hoai»  was  a  modest  one  for  admitting 


about  380,000  poor  voters.  But  the 
numbers  admitted  in  1867  amoxmted 
to  about  1,000,000.  The  experience 
which  they  had  of  the  newly-enfran- 
chised classes  fully  justified  them,  that 
in  so  admitting  them  they  had  not  en- 
dangered the  institutions  of  the  country  ; 
and  he  believed  that  if  they  were  to 
admit  the  whole  of  the  numbers  sug- 
gested by  the  Besolution  proposed  by 
this  measure  to-morrow,  that  those  in- 
stitutions would  not  be  endangered. 
Those  classes  would  be  loyal  to  the 
country.  He  thought  it  was  the  hou. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  who  urged  that  the  ad- 
mission of  such  large  numbers  to  the 
frunchise  would  prooably  lead  to  Be- 

Sublicanism.  But  Bepublicanism  was 
ead  in  this  country.  They  might  re- 
member with  great  pleasure  the  interest 
with  which  we  country  watched  the 
discussions  on  the  Eoyal  Titles  Bill — 
and  none  watched  them  more  closely 
than  those  classes  which  were  newly 
enfranchised — and  the  desire  that  was 
expressed  for  the  retention  of  the  old 
name  of  the  Queen.  With  this  instance 
before  him,  he  disclaimed  the  idea  of 
there  being  any  danger  to  the  Sovereign, 
or  to  the  institutions  in  the  admission  of 
any  number,  however  g^reat,  within  the 
electoral  pale.  Again,  he  thought  that 
at  this  moment  the  position  of  the  House 
of  Lords  was  as  strong  as  it  had  ever 
been;  and  if  hon.  Members  opposite 
chose  to  contend  that  the  admission  of 
the  last  electors  had  added  to  the  Con- 
servative strength  in  that  House,  he  did 
not  care  to  dispute  it.  He  believed  that 
now  all  classes  of  the  community  were 
as  loyally  disposed  to  the  Crown  and 
to  the  institutions  of  the  country  as 
ever  they  had  been.  But,  having  ad- 
mitted all  this,  when  they  were  re- 
quired to  make  so  great  a  change  in 
the  Constitution,  he  still  asked  himself 
what  our  past  experience  of  the  last 
10  years  showed  us  of  the  temper  of  the 
newly-enfranchised  class  ?  Could  we 
form  any  accurate  idea  of  how  they 
would  be  likely  to  bear  the  imposition 
of  new  taxation,  or  the  denial  of  anv  of 
their  favourite  demands  ?  Had  we  had 
any  opportunity  of  testing  those  poli- 
tical virtues,  the  existence  of  which  he 
did  ^ot  deny,  but  of  the  presence  of 
which  he  had  no  proof?  What  had 
been  our  experience  of  the  conduct 
of  the  new  constituencies  in  respect  to 
finance  ?    During  the  last  10  years  the 
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country  had  been  so  prosperous  that 
neither  Party  had  had  to  appeal  to  the 
self-sacrifice  of  any  class  of  the  commu- 
nity.   Twice  it  had  been  necessary  to 
find  money,  and  on  both  occasions  money 
was  raised  by  the  income  tax,  to  which 
the  newly-enfranchised    class    did  not 
contribute.    But — and  this  was  a  most 
serious  consideration,  to  which  he  begged 
the  attention  of  the  House— on  the  se- 
cond occasion  it  was  thought  necessary 
to  popularize  .the  re-imposition  of  an 
additional  penny  on  the  income  tax  by 
a  system  of  exemptions  which  lightened 
the  burden  at  the  bottom,  while  it  in- 
creased it  at  the  top.     He  was  not  there 
to  criticise  either  the  mode  of  imposing 
the  tax,  or  the  tax  itself ;  but  he  wished 
the  House  to  take  note  that  they  had  not 
yet  before  them  any  proofs  that  even  the 
ConservatiTe  Gbvemment,  with  a  larg^ 
majority  behind  them,  could  pass  any 
other  than  a  Democratic  Budget.    They 
might  be  able  to  do  so,  the  question  had 
not  yet  arisen ;  but ,  if  he  might  use  the 
expression,  our  new  levies  had  not  yet 
been  xmder  fire.    In  the  matter  of  legis- 
lation, again,  had  we  seen  any  of  their 
demands  refused?    During  the  past  10 
years  two  Parliaments  had  existed,  and 
two  Gx)yemments  had  been  in  power. 
During  the  whole  of  the  first  five  years 
public  attention  was  absorbed  by  certain 
political  questions ;  but,  notwithstanding, 
two  measures  interesting  the  newly-en- 
franchised class    passed.      They    mve 
them  the  Ballot,  and  also  a  comprehen- 
sive system  of  popular  education.    Then 
came  the  present  Parliament,  which,  more 
than  the  other,  had  been  deeply  inte- 
rested in  social  leg^islation,  and  nad  per- 
formed great  services  in  that  respect. 
The  first  measure  proposed  by  the  pre- 
sent Government,  with  the  support  of 
both  sides  of  the  House,  was  the  Master 
and  Servant  Act,  and  a  question  much 
affecting  the  newly-enfranchised  classes 
was  satisfactorily  settled.    A  number  of 
other  social  questions  were  dealt  with. 
The  hon.   Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Mundella)  had  a  Bill  for  shortening  the 
hours  of  labour.    The  Gx)vemment  took 
it  from  his  hands,  and  carried  it,  very 
much  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  newly- 
enfranchised  classes.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Hastinffs  (Sir  Ughtred  Kav-Shuttle- 
worth)  had  an  Arti^ms'  Dwellings  Bill 
in  his  hands;  the  Government  took  it 
from  him;  and  asain,  a  measure  affect- 
ing the  newly-enfranchised  classes  was 
carried.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
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Reading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  had  a  Bfll 
in  regard  to  Commons  in  which  pe^okr 
constituencies  felt  a  great  interest ;  and 
the  Government  took  it  also  into  thar 
hands,  although  they  infused  into  it  a 
certain  Conservative  spirit,  making  that 
permissive  which  otherwise  wouldhave 
been  compulsory.  Thus,  in  all  these 
cases  it  would  be  admitted  that,  as  finan- 
cially the  newly-enfranchised  daaaes  had 
been  spared,  so  legislatively  they  hsd 
been  gratified.  He  trusted  he  was  not 
offending  against  the  feelings  of  tb* 
House  in  recalling  these  matters.  !%« 
moral  he  wished  to  draw  in  putting  them 
forward  was  to  show  that  the  Hooi^ 
had  been  so  far  consulting  the  wishes  of 
the  newly-enfranchised  olasses^  and  so 
far  their  admission  to  the  0on8titatio& 
had  been  a  benefit.  But  the  House  had 
not  had  the  opportunity  of  seeing  how 
the  case  would  be  if  matters  had  gone 
otherwise;  and  if  there  had  been  a  de- 
mand made  which  the  House  could  sot 
conscientiously  so  readily  concede.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Border  Boroogbi 
had  spoken  of  the  Birmingham  8ewag« 
Bill.  He  admitted  it  was  a  gross  case, 
and  he  could  not  conceive  how  the  Houm 
of  Commons  had  acted  as  it  did  on  that 
occasion.  But  it  only  showed  hov 
anxiously  the  present  House  of  Com- 
mons had  been  looking  to  the  constitii- 
encies  when  the  hon.  Member  could  find 
no  stronger  case  than  that  to  prove  that 
their  demands  had  been  resisted.  Now, 
he  did  not  say  that  the  House  ought  to 
have  resisted  on  any  of  those  ooeasiolu, 
but  he  had  no  proof  yet,  and  the  House 
had  no  proof  yet,  that  it  would  be  able 
to  resist,  and  that  it  was  not  alresdj 
under  the  strong  influence  of  numben— 
of  those  numbers  which  the  hon.  Membtf 
for  the  Border  Boroughs  now  proposed 
to  double  by  his  measures.  He  had 
spoken  of  finance  and  of  legislation; 
let  him  approach  a  still  more  d^cate 
question.  He  wished  to  know  whether, 
in  other  respecto  besides  actual  legis- 
lation and  finance,  they  saw  any  chsng« 
in  public  opinion  or  in  the  opinion  of 
that  House — whether  there  were  any 
marked  signs  that  they  were  looking  ^ 
matters  fi^m  a  different  point  of  view 
from  what  they  did  10  years  ago.  In  hit 
opinion  there  was  a  change.  It  ap* 
peared  to  him — ^though  it  might  be 
an  unpopular  thing  to  say — that  poli- 
tical economy  had  been  dethroned  in 
that  House,  and  that  philanthropy  had 
been  allowed  to  take  its  place.   Foiitioll 
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eoonomj  was  the  bugbear  of  the  working 
olasses,  and  philanthropy,  he  was  sorry 
to  say,  was  their  idol.    He  wished  to 
argue  that  matter  in  a  serious  way,  and 
to  state  nothing  that  would  grate  on  the 
susceptibilities  of  his  Friends  on  his  side ; 
but  he  said  with  a  deep  conyiotion — and 
he  could  not  retract  the  words — ^that 
political  economy  had  no  attractions  for 
the  working  classes,  either  in  this  coun- 
try, or  out  of  it.    They  pointed  to  their 
Colonies,  they  pointed  to  France,  and 
other  Oontinental  countries  to  show  that 
Englishmen  should  have  the  same  rights 
as  &e  people  there  possessed.  Of  course, 
that  meant  universal,  or  manhood  suf- 
frage-;   and    many  of  the  arguments 
which  had  been  used  that  night — for 
instance,  the  argument  of  justice,  the 
argument  of  right,  the  argument  of  fit- 
ness— were  all  applicable  to  manhood 
euSraae.     But  he  was  not  concerned 
with  mat.     He  wished  to  point  out  that 
in    all    Legislatiye    Assemblies    where 
numbers,  and  numbers  alone,  had  been 
allowed  to  prevail,  the  doctrines  of  poli- 
tical economy  had  never  been  able  to 
take  root,  but  had,  in  many  cases,  been 
discarded  and   treated  with   contempt. 
Would  they,  he  asked,  have  many  more 
debates  in  that  House  in  which  political 
economy  would  be  regarded?    It  was 
out  of  mvour  with  many  sections  in  that 
House.    The  Prime  Minister  denounced 
political  economy  in  his  famous  speech 
at  Glasgow,  and  said  that  his  followers 
should  no  longer  "gnaw  the  dry  bones 
of  political  economy."    That,  however, 
appeared  to  himself  to  have  been  a  diet 
on  which  this  country  had  thriven  and 
prospered.    But  it  was  not  merely  on 
the  Treasury  Benches  that  political  eco- 
nomy had  been  derided  and  denounced. 
There  were  many  strong  Liberals  who 
believed  that  the  doctrines  of  political 
economy  meant  the  suppression  of  many 
efforts  which  ought  to  be  encouraged, 
and  that  it  was  against  the  interests  of 
the  working  classes.  There  was  a  marked 
difference  between  the  modem  Badical 
and  the   old  Eadical    on    that   point. 
Modem  Radicals  were  more  in  mvour 
of  that  constructive  legislation  which 
was  now  so  much  engaging  attention  in 
this  country.    They  were  in  favour  of 
the  view  that  Gx)vemment  should  lay  its 
hand  upon  every  trade  and  remedy  its 
abuses — adjusting  the  relations  between 
capital  and  labour,  and  that  Parliament 
should  do  what  the  old  school  of  poH- 
'*  ^  economists  and  BadidUs  thought 


that  men  should  do  for  themselves.  It 
was  the  teaching  of  history  that  the 
reign  of  numbers  endangered  not  the 
Throne,  not  the  Constitution,  not  pro- 
perty— those  were  all  bugbears — but 
political  economy  and  the  teaching  which 
made  Englishmen  self-reliant.  The  old 
Radicals  had  been  described  as  ''the 
laggard  disciples  of  an  exploded  school; " 
and  he  traced  the  attacks  and  the  dis- 
regard to  which  political  economy  more 
and  more  subjected,  in  part  to  the  new 
influences  brought  to  Dear  upon  the 
minds  of  Members  of  that  'House.  He 
was,  therefore,  not  ashamed  once  more  to 
take  up  the  cudgels  on  behalf  of  political 
economy,  and  he  did  not  shrink  from 
expressing  his  belief  that  those  great 
doctrines  of  political  economy  which  had 
contributed  to  the  prosperity  of  the  coun- 
try and  which  had  taueht  Englishmen 
to  be  self-reliant  would  be  in  serious 
peril  if  we  surrendered  to  the  idea  that 
numbers,  however  respectable,  however 
well-disposed,  however  loyal,  were  to 
decide  on  the  legislation  of  that  House. 
He  believed  that  there  was  danger  of 
the  principles  of  political  economy  being 
more  and  more  disregarded.  They  were 
more  and  more  disregarded  in  that 
House.  Under  these  circumstances, 
seeing  that  both  as  regarded  finance, 
and  as  reg^ded  legislation  in  general, 
and  as  regarded  the  attitude  wim  which 
questions  were  reviewed  in  that  House, 
they  had  so  little  experience  of  the  re- 
sults of  the  last  Heform  Act,  and  looking 
to  the  nature  of  that  experience,  limited 
as  it  was,  he  asked  himself  was  it  right 
to  obey  the  summons  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs  ? 
He  regretted  that  he  could  not  go  with 
him.  He  admitted  that  the  men  proposed- 
to  be  enfiranohised  were  like  the  men  who 
had  already  been  taken  in ;  but  it  was 
partly  on  that  very  account  that  he  hesi- 
tated, because  the  last  admitted  repre- 
sented numbers.  It  was  not  that  he  was 
afraid  as  to  their  fitness,  afraid  of  them 
as  individual  voters ;  but  before  he  went 
further  he  wanted  to  know  what  safe- 
guards there  would  be  that  the  class  pro- 
posed to  be  enfranchised  would  not  vote 
in  such  numbers  as  would  overwhelm 
the  expression  of  opinion  of  the  other 
classes.  He  again  aisked  that  his  views 
might  not  be  misinterpreted,  and  might 
not  be  pushed  beyond  the  point  to  which 
he  wished  to  press  them.  He  had  con- 
sidered most  anxiously  for  weeks  past,  as 
a  personal  matter,  whether  he  should 
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Bpeak  on  this  occasion ;  and  holding  his 
convictions  strongly  and  sincerely,  he 
thought  if  they  were  well  founded  on 
facts,  as  he  believed  them  to  be,  he 
should  not  be  entitled  to  withhold  them, 
or  to  suppress  them,  and  not  state  them 
in  the  face  of  the  House.  He  was  sure 
every  hon.  Member  of  the  House  would 
admit  that  it  was  a  painful  task  to  him 
that,  surrounded  as  he  was  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen for  whom  he  had  the  deepest  re- 
gard, he  should  have  to  express  his  dis- 
sent, and  to  mar  by  one  jarring  voice, 
even  if  it  were  one  so  feeble  as  his  own, 
the  expression  of  opinion  of  his  Party. 
But  the  strength  of  his  convictions  ap- 
peared to  him  to  throw  a  responsibility 
upon  him  which  he  was  bound  to  dis- 
charge, and  others  had  shown  him  the 
example  of  courage.  There  were  hon. 
Members  in  that  House  who  sat  for 
counties  whose  constituents  would  not 
be  too  well  satisfied  with  the  vote  which 
they  should  give  to-night,  bat  they 
thought  it  was  their  duty  to  support 
this  measure,  and  they  would  do  so  at 
the  peril  of  their  seats.  They  had  hon. 
Members  representing  small  boroughs 
supporting  the  Kesolutions  for  an  ex- 
tension of  the  franchise  and  for  a  re-dis- 
tribution of  seats.  They  would  imperil 
their  boroughs  and  their  seats ;  but  they 
held  it  was  their  duty  to  vote  for  this 
measure.  They  had  the  courage  of  their 
opinions.  Well,  he  wished  to  show  the 
same  courage  as  they.  He  did  not 
wish  to  skulk  as  a  non-combatant  in  the 
rear  of  the  battle,  to  remain  uncommit- 
ted, ready  to  take  advantage  of  any 
turn  of  events.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  question  had  reached  a  phase 
when  reticence  was  unpatriotic.  Con- 
stitutional prudence  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  go  by  default,  and  it  would 
go  by  default,  if  hon.  Members  would 
not  speak  out.  He  therefore  called  on 
hon.  Members  in  the  conflicts  which 
would  ensue  on  this  great  question — 
whatever  course  those  conflicts  would 
take — whether  of  pressure  from  this 
side,  or  of  resistance  from  that — to  speak 
out  manfully  and  bravely,  and  to  put 
their  opinions  fully  and  fairly  before  the 
public.  He  trusted  that  no  fear  of  the 
newly-enfranchised  classes,  that  no  re- 
luctance to  utter  unpopular  things,  that 
no  weak  acquiescence  in  a  supposed  ne- 
cessity would  deter  them  fr^m  calling 
public  attention  and  public  vigilance  to 
the  great  issues  involved,  or  would  in- 
duce them  to  withhold  the  frank  expres- 
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sion  of  their  views.  It  was  with  great 
regret,  but  without  any  misgiving  as  to 
his  duty,  that  he  should  record  his  vote 
against  the  Hesolution. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  he  ven- 
tured to  take  part  in  the  discussion  tt 
that  advanced  hour,  because  he  felt  that 
Irish  interests  were  too  much  oonoemed 
in  the  progress  of  the  liberties  of  Eng- 
land for  him  to  remain  silent.     He  was 
very  much  astonished  at  the  tone  which 
the  discussion  had  assumed  on  the  Go- 
vernment side  of  the  House;   but  he 
was  still  more  surprised  by  what  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  we  City  of  London 
(Mr.  Gt)schen).   That  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  made  the  confession,  that  if 
the    agricultural    labourer    had    been 
trained    to  exercise    the    frtmchise  bj 
local  sufi&age,  by  local  power  within  iha 
rural   districts,   that  then,   indeed,  he 
might  now  support  his  admission  to  s 
larger  sphere  of  it.    The   right   hon. 
Gentleman  had  mentioned  a  Bill  which 
had  been  introduced,  which  would  hare 
had  the  effect   of   training  the   agri- 
cultural labourer  to  deal  with  the  la^r 
question  now  proposed.     He  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  that 
was  not  a  distinct  case  of  putting  tho 
cart  before  the   horse?    Was  it  hkelj 
that  the  great  Party  sitting  on  the  other 
side  of  Sie  House,  which  cherished  so 
dearly  their  power  in  the  rural  districts 
would  be  willing  to  train  the  agricultu- 
ral labourers  to  the  exercise  of  the  fran- 
chise, and  to  commence  their  work  by 
the  reform  of  the  rural  squirearchy.  He 
was  satisfied  with  the  premisses  which 
appeared   to    be    universally    g^rantod. 
wnich   led  to  the  conclusion  Uiat  the 
agricultural  labourers  deserved  the  fran- 
chise, that  they   desired  it,    and  that 
they  ouffht  to  get  it.    The  bugbear  of 
finality  had  been  raised.    Although  it 
might  not  be  desirable  to  carry  it  into 
effect    at   the    present  moment,  every 
right-minded  man  should  look  forwardt 
as  he  did,  with  pleasure  to  the  time  when 
the  whole  country  would  be  so  advanced 
and    educated  that    manhood  sufiri^ 
could  be  granted  without  danger.    He 
confessed  that,  as  an  advanced  Liberal, 
he  was  not  sort  at  the  great  amount 
of  opposition  which  was  being  offered 
by  the  Conservative  Party  to  the  enfran- 
chisement of  the  agricultural  labourer. 
A  million  votes  were  well  worth  strain* 
ing    after.      Ho    could    not   say  what 
they  might  become,  if   the  franchiM 
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How  many  of  them  were  self-made  men  ? 
He  had  heard  one  say  that  he  began  his 
career  at  the  bottom  of  a  coal  mine,  and 
it  was  honourable  to  him  thus  to  have 
succeeded.  What  about  the  degradation, 
and  that  process  of  precipitation  which 
was  constantly  going  on  ?  All  the  cream 
that  came  to  the  suiface  was  claimed  as 
belongping  to  their  class.  Was  it  ex- 
clusively the  working  classes  who  were 
now  disfranchised?  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  letter  from  the  Bev.  Edward 
Stevens,  giving  an  account  of  the  town 
of  Loughborough,  the  polling  town  for 
the  division  of  the  county  represented 
by  the  noble  Lofd  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral (Lord  John  Manners).  The  town 
had  13,000  inhabitants,  of  whom  only 
654  were  county  electors.  The  school 
board  consisted  of  seven  members,  four 
of  whom  were  non-voters.  There  were 
16  clergymen  in  the  town,  12  of  whom 
had  no  votes.  Of  the  schoolmasters,  in- 
cluding the  master  of  the  (Grammar 
School,  there  were  1 2,  not  one  of  whom 
had  a  vote.  Besides,  the  town  was  one 
of  more  than  average  intelligence,  and 
he  asked  were  these  the  class  of  per- 
sons whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
dreaded  so  much  ?  In  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, when  he  introduced  a  very  mild 
labour  Bill,  he  was  opposed  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  North  Notting- 
hamshire (Viscount  Gulway),  and  he 
should  now  give  the  story  of  one  of  the 
largest  towns  in  that  county  which  he 
had  received  in  a  letter  from  one  of  the 
most  intelligent  working  men  he  had 
ever  met.  The  town  had  a  population 
of  10,000.  There  were  seven  members 
of  the  school  board,  of  whom  onlv  one, 
who  happened  to  be  the  vicar,  had  a 
vote.  Of  all  the  ministers  of  religpion — 
16  in  number — only  one  had  a  vote. 
The  man  who  gave  him  this  information 
was  secretary  of  the  Board  of  Arbitra- 
tion which  had  existed  for  1 9  years ;  he 
was  an  honour  to  the  working  classes,  and 
would  do  honour  to  that  House,  yet  he 
had  not  a  vote.  The  town  of  Hother- 
ham — a  corporate  borough — had  6,616 
houses,  and  a  population  of  31,600,  yet 
only  1,000  of  these  householders  had  a 
vote.  According  to  the  letter  he  had 
received  these  non-voters  included  not 
only  working  men,  but  clerks,  shop  as- 
sistants, managers,  sub-managers,  mem- 
bers of  the  school  board,  elementary 
teachers,  and  even  some  members  of  the 
corporation.  They  had  great  expori- 
enoe   in  local   government,  and   were 


Rranted  to  them  at  once;  but  of 
this  he  was  convinced,  that  every  year 
of  opposition  to  the  just  demands  of  the 
agricaltnral  labourers  was  a  year  pro- 
dactive  of  wide  conversions  to  advanced 
Libermlism  of  a  class  which  might  not 
come  in  to-day,  or  to-morrow,  or  for  five 
years,  but  which  must  come  in  as 
thoroa^h  Liberals,  thanks  to  the  Oon- 
serratiTee  and  timid  Liberals. 

Mm,  MUNDELLA  said,  he  had  only 
been  induced  to  rise  at  that  late  hour  of 
the  night  by  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Iiondon  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  shown  such  thorough  distrust  of  the 
working  classes,  that  as  one  of  the  He- 
pre«entatives  of  the  largest  body  of  the 
newly-created  voters,  his  constituency, 
including  30,000  working-men  electors 
in  a  total  of  40,000,  he  felt  bound  to 
make  some  answer  to  the  charge  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  brought 
against  them.  It  had  been  said  that 
the  rural  population  had  not  had  the 

g>litical  training  of  the  urban  voters, 
ut  six-tenths  of  the  men  proposed  to 
be  enfranchised  were  urban  voters. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  said,  he  had  made 
the  distinction;  his  remarks  about  the 
absence  of  political  training  had  been 
•olelT  directed  to  that  portion  who  were 
rural  voters. 

Mn.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  the  new 
voters,  according  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemnn,  had  never  been  called  upon  to 
bear  their  share  of  taxation.  How  had 
the  income  tax  beenpopularijEed  for  the 
working  classes  ?  Wno  had  been  called 
oo  in  the  City  of  London  to  bear  a  share 
of  the  cost  of  education,  and  who  had 
impoeed  upon  themselves  4d.  or  5d.  in 
th«  pound,  aminst  the  selfish  appeals  of 
that  great  City  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite 'Members  for  counties]  opposed  the 
4*xpenaiture  asked  for  libraries.  He 
»hoald  like  to  hear  a  definition  of  the 
working  classes.  When  a  man  rose 
from  the  ranks,  from  the  pay  of  daily 
labour,  and  by  his  working  became  pos- 
•t>med  of  a  little  shop,  or  a  costermonger's 
harrow,  or  anything  that  raised  him 
from  the  necessity  of  eamine  his  bread 
daily  by  the  sweat  of  his  brow,  they 
eiaimed  him  as  a  member  of  the  middle 
classes.  If  he  raised  himself  still  higher, 
and  bsosme  a  landholder,  a  mineowner, 
or  a  Member  of  that  House  he  became  a 
msmber  of  the  upper  ten  thousand.  How 
many  hon.  Members  opposite  could  trace 
thiir  money  back  for  two  generations? 
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perfeotlj  oapable  of  ezevoismg  the 
safi&age  which  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  would  deny  them.  Another 
argument  in  favour  of  the  proposal  was 
the  changes  of  area  that  were  going 
on.  The  Mouse  had  heard  a  great  deid 
of  the  boundaries  of  Nottingham  and 
Derby  during  the  present  Session.  The 
area  of  Nottingham  had  been  increased 
six-fold  during  the  Session,  and  while 
one-sixth  enjoyed  household  sufi&agei 
five-sixths  were  outside  the  borough, 
where  the  county  sufi&age  deprived  great 
numbers  of  their  votes.  The  House  had 
added  very  largely  to  the  boundaries  of 
Derby ;  but  it  had'not  given  the  fran- 
chise to  those  whoVere  now  included. 
With  regard  to  the  rural  population,  he 
only  wished  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  talked 
of  their  want  of  political  education,  had 
been  present  at  the  recent  meetings  at 
Exeter  Hall  and  had  seen  for  them- 
selves what  they  were  like.  He  wished 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  better  ac- 
quainted with  the  industrial  and  rural 
districts  of  the  country.  He  (Mr. 
Goschen)  had  been  a  Liberal  and  the 
Liberal  Party  had  been  proud  of  him, 
but  he  had  advanced  to  a  point  where 
he  had  ceased  to  be  a  Liberal.  This 
was  a  question  which  it  was  impos 
sible  to  stop.  If  they  dammed  it  up,  the 
stream  would  burst  and  carry  off  ^eir 
barriers  with  it.  If  they  refiised  this 
equality  between  town  and  county,  and 
would  not  admit  the  principle  that  the 
householder,  the  head  of  the  family,  was 
the  person  who  should  have  the  right  to 
elect  those  who  made  the  laws  and  im- 
posed the  taxes,  then  he  said  there  was 
something  more  in  store  for  them.  They 
would  have  a  demand  for  household 
suffrage,  and  they  would  have  to  yield 
it.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
when  that  demand  came  he  should  not 
be  the  one  to  draw  back  from  it.  If  it 
came  in  his  time,  it  would  be  the  fault 
of  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  not  had  the  courage  to  draw  the 
line  where  it  could  now  be  drawn  with 
perfect  safety  and  satisfaction  to  the 
whole  commxmity. 

The  CHANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
(Mr.  Gk)echen),  in  the  course  of  his  cou- 
rag^us  and  remarkable  speech,  made 
some  observations  which  he  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  thought  im- 
plied a  desire  to  elioit  from  Uer  Ma- 
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jesty's  Government  some  more  definha 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  Besoltttioaa 
than  he  had  been  able  to  eolleot  iip  to 
that  time.  The  Government  bM  no 
difficulty  in  expressing  an  opinion  on 
the  Besolution  before  uie  House,  and  if 
they  had  taken  no  hu*ge  share  in  the  de- 
bate, it  had  not  been  from  reluctance  or 
hesitation  as  to  the  language  they  ahaoM 
use,  or  as  to  the  course  they  should  pur- 
sue. The  question  was  not  new  in  the 
present  Parliament;  it  had  been  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  fbr  the 
Border  Boroughs  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  twice 
or  thrice,  and  on  each  occasion  the  Oo* 
vemment  had  expressed  their  views, 
which  they  saw  no  occasion  to  ohange. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Secretarr  to  ue 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Stanhope)  had  al- 
ready, with  the  ability  and  eloquence 
which  distinguished  him,  expressed  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  their  view  of 
the  question,  and  had  indicated  the 
course  they  would  take,  which  there 
could  be  no  doubt  was  to  oppoee  the 
Besolutions.  They  did  not  regret  that 
there  had  been  an  opportunity  fbr  the 
discussion  of  the  Besolutions,  tiie  reel 
importance  of  which  was  that  it  afforded 
hon.  Members  who  took  a  keen  interest 
in  Parliamentary  representation  an  op- 
portunity of  stating  what  their  views 
were  and  to  what  they  were  tending, 
because  such  propositions  as  were  put 
forward  in  the  Besolutions  might  bear  a 
wholly  different  signification  aooordzng 
to  the  principle  on  which  they  were  pot 
forward  and  advocated.  If  extension  of 
the  franchise  and  re-distribution  were 
pressed  in  order  to  gain  some  point  of 
practical  convenience,  or  to  improve  the 
composition  of  the  House,  the  question 
might  be  discussed  with  referenoe  to  the 
time,  the  opportunity,  and  the  particular 
character  of  the  change  desired ;  but  if 
the  claim  to  the  fran<mise  was  xnade  on 
the  ground  of  abstract  rieht ;  if  the  d^ 
mand  was  put  forward  that  every  man 
presumably  fit  to  exercise  the  frtmehise 
should  be  admitted  to  share  it,  they 
found  themselves  placed  in  an  altogether 
different  position ;  and  it  was  important 
that  hon.  Members  should  speak  out  and 
express  their  minds  on  the  questions  st 
issue.  They  had  had  the  advantage  of 
hearing  the  argument  on  the  principle 
of  abstract  right.  The  demand  for  it 
had  been  broaoly  and  openly  stated  by 
several  advocates  of  the  Besolutiont— 
by  the  Mover,  the  Seconder,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  MnndeUa), 
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•ad  boldlj  and  unhentatuiffly  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Sandwich  ^Mr. 
Knatohbull^Hagessen),  who  dedarea  his 
belief  in  the  abstract  right  of  the  citi- 
ZBOM  of  this  country  to  claim  the  fran- 
ebiae  and  hia  readinees  to  admit  in  prin- 
cifde  the  doctrine  of  manhood  sufi&aee. 
In  this  way  eomething  was  gained  oy 
disoaflaion.    In  former  years  there  had 
been  some  doubt  as  to  what  was  really 
aimed  at ;  now  they  were  beginning  to 
see  what  it  was  the  advocates  of  the 
measore  were  aiming  at ;  and  he  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  (Mr.  (Josohen)  that  it  was 
their  dntr  to  speak  ont  boldly,  frankly, 
and  nnmistakeably,  and  to  say  that  they 
were  nnable  to  accept,  and,  on  the  oon- 
traiy,    they    distinctly  repudiated   the 
toeritable  result  of  the  doctrine  put  for- 
ward by  the  advocates  of  the  Kesolu- 
tions ;  they  believed  it  to  be  a  doctrine 
which  could  not  be  entertained  in  con- 
■stenoT  either  with  what  they  believed 
to  be  the  principles  of  the  Oonstitution 
of  this  oonntxy,  or  the  true  interests  of 
the  oonntxy.    They  could  not  admit  that 
every  oitixen  presumably  had  the  right 
to  sQoh  an  arrangement  of  our  electoral 
^item  as  should  give  him  a  vote,  re- 
nidleas  of  any  of  the  consequences  of 
ue  arrangement  which  must  be  neoes- 
mrj  in  oraer  to  effect  it.    They  could 
not  admit  that  those  who  did  not  pos- 
wtm  the  franchise  were  thereby  lighted 
«r  ware  on  that  account  subjected  to  any 
ifair  or  sti|;ma.    It  was  an  incident  in 
the  Constitution  of  the  country  which 
miglit  or  might  not  be  unsatisfactory ;  it 
ni^  or  might  not  be  desirable  at  eome 
time  to  make  dianges  in  the  distribution 
of  electoral  power  which  would  admit 
those  idio  were  at  present  excluded; 
bot  he  wholly  denied  that  at  present 
they  had  any  natural  riffht,  or  that  a 
wrong  was  done  them,  if  for  the  sake 
of  maintaining  a  good,  convenient,  and 
proper  electoral  system  they  were  ex- 
dooed  from  the  franchise.    That  was  a 

Kt  on  which  it  was  desirable  that  hon. 
ibers  should  be  dear,  because  they 
tmut  fairiy  face  the  question  and  must 
aot  eatftify  themselves  with  saying — 
*'  We  do  not  admit  the  general  principle 
of  manhood  suflkage,  or  universal  suf- 
6tge;  but  we  thmk  those  persons  on 
vhoee  behalf  this  particular  claim  is  put 
fcrwaid  have  as  good  a  right  to  the 
frsaduse  as  others  who  reside  in  towns, 
■ad  that  what  has  been  given  to  tibe 


latter  may  very  wdl  also  be  given  to  the 
former."  But  those  who  spoke  in  that 
way  must  recollect  that  they  could  not 
stop  at  that  point.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sandwich  found 
himself  obliged  to  qualify  his  demand 
for  the  absolute  right  to  manhood  or 
universal  su&affe  by  certain  limitations. 
But  why  those  bmitations  ?  What  pur- 
pose were  they  to  serve  ?  The  man  who 
did  not  occupy  a  house  of  his  own  had 
the  same  riffhte  as  a  citizen,  he  pre- 
sumed, as  the  man  who  did.  There 
were  many  men  who  by  their  education, 
by  the  services  which  they  had  rendered 
to  the  State  in  their  waiks  in  life,  by 
their  character,  and  other  considerations, 
had  a  g^ood  and  natural  right  to  have 
their  interests  represented,  and  to  be 
themselves  represented  in  that  House, 
although  they  did  not  happen  to  be  the 
owners  of  the  houses  in  which  they  re- 
sided. But  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
of  opinion  that  some  limitation  should 
be  put  upon  that  right  for  the  sake  of 
public  convenience.  But  that  was  also 
a  reason  why,  in  order  that  inconvenient 
results  might  not  be  produced  in  the 
composition  of  that  House,  it  had  been 
found  neceesarv  to  limit  in  certain  cases 
the  rights  of  those  to  whom  at  present 
the  minchise  was  not  extended.  Then 
came  the  question  with  respect  to  the 
re-distribution  of  seats.  There,  again, 
it  became  necessary  to  consider  whether 
the  question  should  be  dealt  with  as  one 
of  prindple,  or  as  a  matter  of  conve- 
nience. The  question  had  undoubtedly 
been  brought  forward  by.  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs, 
not  as  forming  in  his  mind  the  first  point 
to  which  attention  should  be  directed; 
but  because  when  he  asked  for  the  ex- 
tension of  the  su£frap^,  he  was  met  by 
the  observation  that  it  was  necessary  to 
have  a  re-distribution  of  seats,  and  he 
was  challenged  to  say  whether  he  was 
prepared  for  such  a  re-distribution.  He 
did  not  inform  the  House  that  he  had 
raised  the  question  for  any  other  pur- 
pose but  to  meet  that  difficulty.  His 
oeconder,  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  Dilke),  how- 
ever, put  the  matter  in  a  different  way, 
because  he  had  told  the  House,  in  point 
of  fact,  that  a  man  should  not  only  nave 
the  franchise,  but  an  equal  and  propor- 
tionate right  to  share  a  Member  with  any- 
bodvelse.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  pointed 
to  the  anomaly  that  Members  represent- 
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ing  smaller  oonstituenoies  and  a  minority 
of  the  electors,  might  nevertheless  swell 
the  majority  in  the  House,  and  cany  a 
question  in  opposition  to  the  wishes  of 
the  electors.  That,  the  hon.  Baronet 
contended,  was  unjust,  and  in  that  way, 
of  course,  at  once  urged  the  House  to  the 
formation  of  equal  electoral  districts;  and 
not  only  of  equal  electoral  districts, 
created  now  or  next  year,  once  for  all, 
but  of  a  system  of  a  periodical  character, 
as  population  shifted  and  increased  in 
one  direction  or  another.  Indeed,  the 
hon.  Baronet's  argument  would  go  fur- 
ther, because,  as  he  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  understood  it,  it  might 
be  illustrated  in  rather  a  ludicrous  way, 
being  really  equivalent  to  what  he  re- 
membered was  suggested  many  years 
ago,  that  a  Member  should  not  only 
give  a  vote  in  that  House,  but  that  he 
should  deposit  on  one  or  two  scales 
weights  proportionate  to  the  number  of 
his  constituency,  and  that  according  as 
the  scales  went  down  on  one  side  or  the 
other,  the  electors  should  be  held  to  be 
represented,  the  weight  put  in  being 
counted  in  the  votes  of  the  House.  The 
argument  of  the  hon.  Baronet  hardly 
fell  short  of  that  suggestion ;  and  if  the 
House  of  Commons  were  to  go  on  that 
line  of  argument,  it  would  come  before 
long  to  the  conclusion  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers sent  to  it  to  represent  a  numerical 
body  of  their  constituents  must  also  act 
as  delegates ;  because  if  every  man  had 
a  right  to  an  adequate  part  of  a  Member 
to  represent  him,  he  might  fairly  say 
he  was  also  entitled  to  daim  that  that 
Member  should,  on  every  question  which 
came  before  him,  vote  as  he  required, 
and  thus  we  should  be  brought  to  a 
state  entirely  destructive  of  me  free, 
ancient,  and  honourable  character  of  the 
British  House  of  Commons.  He  was 
not,  he  might  add,  prepared  to  go  the 
extreme  length  of  some,  who  looked 
upon  the  object  of  our  electoral  system 
as  being  simply  that  of  producing  the 
best  possible  machinery  K>r  legislation. 
It  was  desirable  that  they  should  try  not 
only  to  get  the  best  possible  machine  for 
making  laws,  but  also  to  have  a  broad 
and  fair  representation  of  the  general 
views  of  the  constituencies.  A  more  ex- 
cellent Assembly  resting  on  too  narrow 
a  basis  might  not  be  so  desirable  as  a 
less  excellent  Assembly  resting  on  a 
broader  basis.  That,  he  thought,  must 
be  admitted.    On  the  other  side  of  the 
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argument,  however,  he  thought  fliai 
hon.  Oentlemen  who  desired  to  broadn 
the  basis  were  bound  to  admit  that  ii 
ought  not  to  be  so  broadened  as  leaDy  to 
diminish  the  usefulness  of  that  bra&eii 
of  the  Legislature  as  a  legislative  ma- 
chine; and  he  thought  that  the  ar^- 
ments  which  had  been  put  forward  wxtk 
such  eloquence  and  force  and  trathbr 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  City  cf 
London,  as  to  the  xmcertainty  whici 
must  still  be  felt  with  regard  to  th« 
exact  effect  of  all  that  had  recently  beoo 
done  in  the  way  of  an  alteration  in  our 
representation,  and  with  regard  to  th^ 
necessity  of  allowing  some  time  to  elapse 
before  changping  what  had  not  yet  bees 
fairly  put  to  the  test — namely,  the  actnsi 
bearings  of  our  electoral  system,  wer* 
arguments  which  ought  to  command  tho 
respectful  consideration  of  the  Hoofe. 
They  did  not  attempt  to  put  the  matter 
upon  what  was  csdled  the  "finality" 
footing.  It  was  impossible  to  say  tnit 
as  the  population  altered,  as  well  as  in- 
creased, and  as  the  circumstanoes  of  tk« 
country  changed,  it  might  not,  from 
time  to  time,  be  necessary  to  make  some 
alterations  in  the  distribution  of  politic&l 
power  and  in  the  incidence  of  their  elec- 
toral system.  Some  towns  would  decar, 
others  would  spring  up  in  Uieir  places. 
It  was  but  right  that  the  smaller  sboold 
give  place  to  the  larger,  and  that,  firoan 
time  to  time,  changes  of  that  sort  shofuld 
arise.  But  he  maintained  confidently 
that  that  was  an  operation  which  ongiit 
not  to  be  rashly,  or  frequently  under- 
taken. It  ought  not  to  be  undertaken 
in  a  hasty,  or  ill-considered,  or  in  any 
other  than  the  most  careful  manner. 
There  was  a  great  Eeform  Bill  passed 
in  1832,  and  another  great  Heform  Bill 
was  passed  35  years  idterwards.  It  wu 
not  reasonable  that  within  10  years  of 
that  last  change  we  should  be  afftin 
thinking  of  change.  No,  the  time  hid 
not  yet  come — it  was  not  even  doae  st 
hand — for  making  any  further  alten- 
tions.  That  time  ought  not  to  be  anti- 
cipated, when  it  would  be  possible  with- 
out inconvenience  to  the  ousinees  and 
Constitution  of  the  country  to  re-connder 
these  matters  which  had  formerly  been 
considered  at  an  interval  of  more  than  a 
generation.  What  he  would  urge  was, 
that  they  should  lay  aside  for  the  preesst 
those  attempts  to  pass  abstract  Keadn- 
tions,  which  could  not  be  followed  bj 
anything  in  the  nature  of  immediate 
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legidatiTe  action.  This  was  not  the  time 
— and  he  thought  that  hon.  Members 
who  supported    the    Besolutions  must 
feel  in  their  hearts  that  it  was  not  the 
time— for  xmdertaking  a  great  constitu- 
tional change.    Many  of  them  remem- 
bered the  incidents  of  the  last  great  con- 
stitutional change.    They  remembered 
the  controversies  to  which  it  gave  rise, 
the  feelings  which  it  excited,  and  the 
interruption  which  it  caused  to  many 
measures  of  importance.    It  was,  there- 
fore, undesirable  to  be  re-opening  and 
renewing  these  questions  at  the  present 
time;  and  if  it  was  xmdesirable  to  be 
re-opening  and  renewing  them,  surely 
it  was  undesirable  to  be  passing  abstract 
Besolutions  which  they  did  not  see  their 
way  to  carry  into  effect.    That  was  not 
a  small  matter,  but  one  which  cut  very 
deep.    Whenever  it  might  be  raised  in 
a  practical  form  it  would  open  up  enor- 
mous issues.    They  had  been  told,  for 
example,  that  they  would  have  probably 
to  deal  with  no  fewer  than  150  seats. 
Well,  he  would  ask,  were  hon.  Members 
prepared— did  thev  think  it  desirable 
m  the  interests  of  the  nation — on  the 
strength  of  a  plea,  which  he  thought  a 
dangerous  plea,  and  one  of  a  wholly 
unsubstantial  character,  to  plunge  the 
country  into  a  controversy  wnich  would 
necessarily  be  of  the  nature  of  an  agita- 
tion, and  which  would  arouse  a  great 
deal  of  feeling  which  it  was  desirable 
not  to  arouse — and  for  what?    For  a 
change  which  would  lead  them  no  one 
could  tell  where.  They  would,  in  making 
it,  be  embarking  on  a  great  and  dan- 
gerous ocean,  without  a  pilot,  and  with- 
out a  course  marked  out  for  them  to  sail 
by.     In  these  circumstances  he  felt,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government    felt,  that 
they  haa  no  alternative  but  to  resist 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Border  Boroughs. 

The  Mabqubss  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  felt  he  had  but  little  right  to 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  even 
for  a  short  time,  in  addressing  it  on  this 
subject.  It  was  a  question  on  which  he 
had  not,  up  to  the  present  time,  given  a 
vote;  and  as  he  might,  therefore,  be 
presumed  to  have  been  in  some  doubt 
and  hesitation  with  regard  to  it,  it  was 
hardly  for  him  to  seek  to  influence  the 
votea  of  hon.  Members  on  the  present 
oooasion.  He  wished,  however,  with 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  to  say  a 
few  words  as  to  the  reasons  why  he  now 
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intended  to  support  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Border 
Boroughs  (Mr.  Trevelyan).    When  he 
last  addressed  the  House  upon  the  ques- 
tion a  few  years  ago,  he  said  that  in 
his  view  there  were  a  few  questions 
upon  which  they  should  abstain  from 
paving  an    opinion,  but  circumstances 
justified  the  course  which  he  then  took. 
The  question  he  had  now  to  consider 
was  whether  this    was    one    of  those 
questions,    and    whether   the    circum- 
stances in  which  the  Eesolution    was 
brought  forward  were  of  such  an  ex- 
ceptional nature  as  to  justify  him   in 
continuing  in  the  course  which  during 
the  last  three  or  four  Sessions  he  had 
pursued.     The  extension  of  the  fran- 
chise was  by  almost  universal  consent 
a  question  of  time,  and  time  only.     It 
must  by  universal  consent  be  considered, 
and  they  had  heard  nothing  from  the 
Treasury  Bench  which  we^ened  that 
opinion.      The  change  advocated  by  his 
hon.  Friend  would,  sooner  or  later,  be 
made,  and  the  question  really   before 
them  was,  when  that  change  ought  to 
be  made,  and  whether  it  ought  to  be 
accompanied  by  a  more  or  less  consider- 
able re-distribution  of  political  power. 
When  the  subject  was  brought  before 
the  House  in  the  isarly  Sessions  of  the 
present  Parliament,  he  would  acknow- 
ledge he  was  of  opinion  that  the  time 
chosen  for  discussing  it  was  not  an  ex- 
tremely favourable   one.     A  period  of 
very    considerable    legislative    activity 
had  followed  the  Eeform  Act  of  1867, 
and  the  country  afterwards  showed  in 
an  unmistakeable  manner  that  it  desired 
an  interval,  at  all  events,  of  repose ;  and 
the  result  was  a  Oovemment  pledged  to 
<<  silence  and  consideration."    But  cir- 
cumstances were  now,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, altered.      The  present  Parliament, 
although  it  might  have  a  period  to  run, 
was  approaching  its  dissolution,  having 
passed  its  meridian,  and  the  time  was 
consequently  not  far  distant  when  the 
constituencies  and  the  country  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  saying  whether 
there  should  be  another  epoch  of  re- 
pose, or  whether  the  Government  must 
give  consideration  to  that  and    other 
questions,   and  whether    the    question 
should  be  faced  with  earnestness  or  not. 
Under  such  circumstances,  he  could  not 
think  that  it  was  right  not  to  state  his 
opinion  on  the  subject.    On  the  con- 
trary, it  was  not  the  duty  of  anyone  who 
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aspired,  however  imperfectly,  to  guide 
the  counsels  of  any  of  the  great  Parties 
in  that  House  to  abstain  from  giving  an 
opinion  upon  the  present  question. 
Whether  the  daim  now  put  forward  on 
behalf  of  the  county  householders  was 
well-founded  or  not,  the  county  house- 
holders and  the  country  ought  to  know 
what  was  the  attitude  of  each  of  the 
great  Parties  in  the  House  in  relation 
to  it.  They  had  a  right  to  know  whether 
the  House  was  prepared  to  take  it  up 
and  push  it  forward  by  every  constitu- 
tional and  legitimate  means,  or  whether 
it  was,  though  not  to  be  absolutely  re- 
fused, yet  to  be  delayed,  and  to  be  taken 
up  when  difficulties  and  doubts  arose, 
and  when  there  might  be  political  dan- 
gers, or  when  political  advantages  might 
be  expected  from  the  granting  of  the 
demands  made.  If  the  county  house- 
holders had  a  right  to  ask  the  question, 
what  answer  was  to  be  gpiven  to  them  ? 
A  statement  of  the  question  seemed  to 
him  almost  to  convey  the  inevitable  an- 
swer— they  had  large  classes  excluded 
from  political  power.  It  was  admitted 
by  aU,  even  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
Gbschen),  with  a  trifling  exception,  as 
a  fact  that  political  power  was  possessed 
by  classes  in  the  same  position  as  those 
who  were  excluded,  but  who  were  no 
fitter  to  exercise  it.  It  would  not  be 
denied  that  those  classes  also  had  inte- 
rests of  their  own ;  though  not  in  op- 
position to,  yet  not  identical  with,  those 
of  the  enfranchised  classes — ^interests 
which  were  as  worthy  of  being  consi- 
dered as  those  of  the  represented  and 
enfranchised  classes,  and  it  was  not  al- 
leged that  there  would  be  any  political 
danger  in  granting  to  those  new  classes 
the  francluse.  With  the  exception  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  no  speaker  who 
had  opposed  the  Motion  had  argued 
that  there  was  any  social  or  other  dan- 
ger involved  in  the  proposition.  He 
had  heard  with  great  achniration,  but 
at  the  same  time  with  CTeat  regret,  the 
speech  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
delivered.  Still,  he  thought  a  more 
courageous  speech  had  seldom  been  de- 
livered in  that  House.  Instances  had 
not  been  rare  of  politicians  who  had 
made  promises  and  supported  principles 
when  in  Opposition  which  they  had  shrunk 
from  giving  practical  effect  to  when 
they  came  into  power ;  but  he  believed 
the  instances  were  rare  in  which  any  | 
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man,  ambitious,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend 
naturally  was,  of  serving  nis  Party  and 
the  State,  had  voluntajily  inctUTed  a 
considerable    amoxmt   of  unpopularity 
with  those  among  whom  he  sat  by  re- 
fusing to  espouse  a  cause  that  was  al- 
most universally  taken  up  by  his  Ptoty. 
Much,  however,  as  he  admired  the  ooo- 
rage  with  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  expressed  his  opimons  to-niffht,  h« 
doubted  whether  the  fears,  the  doubts, 
and  the  hesitations  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  expressed  rested  upon  aaj 
solid  foundation.      Still  more  did   ha 
doubt  whether,  if  the  dangers  his  right 
hon.  Friend  spoke  of  were  real  wvask 
they  might  have  to  confront,  or  that 
they  were  to  be  apprehended  from  the 
classes  whom  it  was  proposed  to  enfran- 
chise.     His    right   hon.    Friend   was 
doubtful  about  the  finance  of  the  newly- 
enfranchised  classes ;  but  he  would  ask 
him  whether  the  finance  of  the  newly- 
enfranchised  classes  was  the  only  finance 
in  the  history  of  the  countxy  that  bad 
been  found  to  be  unsound,  and  whether 
newly-enfranchised  classes  were  the  only 
ones  who  had  adapted  their  finanriil 
policy  to   the  interests   of  those  with 
whom  they  were  connected  ?    His  right 
hon.  Friend  also  doubted  the  politaeal 
economy  of  newly-enfranchised  eleoton. 
It  was  true  the  late  constituenciee  did, 
after  a  long  struggle,  so  far  yield  to  the 
principles  of  political  economy  as  to  re- 
move the  Com  Laws  and  other  protec- 
tive duties,  but  he  doubted  very  mndk 
whether  the  pressure  of  necessity  and 
of  famine  itseu  had  not  more  to  do  with 
the  removal  of  those  protective  reetrio- 
tions  than  any  adherence  to  the  sound 
principles   of  political    economy.    Hit 
right  hon.  Fnend   viewed  with  some 
alarm    and  distrust   the  philanthrope 
and  Socialist  tendencies  of  the  newlj- 
enfranchised    constituencies.       But  let 
him  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  re- 
mind his  right  hon.  Friend  that  perhspe 
the  greatest  step  in  legislation  of  thit 
description  was  taken  not  by  new,  but 
by    the    old    restricted    coxistitnenoies. 
He  referred  to  the  Factory  Acts,  agaiut 
which  he  had  not  a  word  to  say»  aaj 
more  than  his  right  hon«   Friend  bed 
a    word    to    say    against   the   legiiU- 
tion  of  the  late  and  the  present  Pariia- 
ments.    The  legislation  in  regard  to  the 
Factory  Acts — the  first  step  m  the  pa- 
ternal, the    philanthropic,   and,  if  he 
might   use   the   word,    the 
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la  whiofa  hia  rieht  hou.  Friend 
1— was  ondertuen  by  a  Farlii^ 
looted  by  reBtrioted  oonstitueiioieB, 
is  mf^ited,  OB  tbey  bad  nerer 
to  be,  by  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
[jonserratiTe  Party.  But  irbat- 
onnd  bia  rigbt  bon.  Friend  migbt 
T  bis  ^^reboneions  of  tbe  tea- 
of  tbe  new  oonstituenciea,  and 
bom  tbe  Motion  propOBed  to  add 
1,  be  feared  tbat  bis  argument, 
whole,  rested  at  last  upon  a 
wbioh  it  was  too  late  for  lum  or 
e  else  to  seek  to  oocupy.  He 
i  tbere  ran  tbrougb  the  whole  of 
argument  that  the  ^anobise  was 
dependent  upon  some  supposed 
.  the  possessors  of  the  franchise, 
it  was  the  ground  which  had  now 
bandoned.  Tbat  evening  they 
lard  a  good  deal  of  tbe  "ma- 
theory  of  Parliament;  and,  no 
if  the  only  object  of  representa- 
atitationB  were  to  provide  the 
irfeot  maobins,  it  would  bare  to 
iuoed  in  a  roiy  different  way. 
ly  tbero  were  many  oontrivanoes 
pould  prodnoe  an  Assembly  with 
lore  biowledge  of  political  eco- 
of  constitutioual  history,  of  law, 
1,  perhaps,  of  l(^o,  reasoii,  and 
1  sense  than  the  existing  moobi- 
>nt  the  ooiintry  bad  always  pro- 
upon  the  principle  that  the 
oi  Commons  was  to  be,  as  far 
could  make  it,  a  representation 
people  of  the  country.  And, 
:h  a  House  of  Commons  so  elected 
■ften  do  foolish  things,  they  yet 
i  that  tbe  laws  wbicb  were  made 
louse  so  elected  would  be  more 
lly  obeyed,  that  tbe  policy  adopted 
[ouse  so  elected  would  be  more 
'  supported,  and  that  tbe  institu- 
phioh  were  aasooiated  with  a 
ao  elected  would  be  more  cbe- 
and  renerated,  and  respected 
ould  be  tbe  case  under  tbe  most 
ically  perfect  sratem  of  election 
any  one  could  conceive.  For 
«asons  be  doubted  whether  tbe 
ad  hesitations  of  his  right  bon. 
were  justified ;  but  whether  tbey 
r  not,  they  were  apparently  felt 
House  by  himself  uone.  [_"  No, 
Tbey  were  not  shared  by  Her 
fa  Qov&miaeat,  and  neither  on 
or  OD  any  fbrmer  occasion,  had 
id  been  said  a^unst  the  principle 
ICotion.    Tbt  right  bon.  Gentle- 


man who  had  just  sat  down  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  bad  said  tbat 
he  would  oppose  tbe  Motion ;  and  tbat 
if  be  and  others  had  not  risen  earher  in 
tbe  evening,  it  was  because  they  relied 
on  arguments  tbat  had  appeared  before, 
and  which  tbey  bad  not  thought  it  ne- 
cessary to  repeat.  But,  unless  bis  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington's)  memory  de- 
ceived him,  the  Prime  Minister  had 
more  than  once,  as  fully  as  bis  bon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  could  desire, 
assented  to  everything  that  bad  been 
said  about  the  enfiranchisement  of  tbe 
agricultural  labourers,  and  rested  his 
opposition  to  that  measure  solely  upon 
the  fact  tbat  it  involved  tbe  re-distribu- 
tion  of  seats.  The  bon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Stanhope]  had 
argued  against  the  Resolutions,  but  had 
said  not  one  word  against  their  prin- 
ciple. Tbe  argument  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  an  ingenious  one  ;  but  it  only 
went  to  show  that  the  necessity  for  tbe 
proposal  was  not  proved.  Tbe  bon. 
Gentleman,  indeed,  admitted  a  certain 
grievance  on  the  part  of  tbe  artizan 
class  who  lived  immediately  outside  the 
boundaries  of  Parliamentary  boroughs, 
and  be  su^^sted  a  remedy.  But  what 
was  that  remedy?  It  was  simply  the 
extension  of  the  bonndaries  of  Parlia- 
mentary boroughs.  In  other  words, 
he  suggeeted  that  the  ftanohise  in  those 
boroughs,  whore  the  electors  now  pos- 
sessed the  smallest  show  of  electoral 
power,  should  be  still  further  diluted  by 
the  admission  of  a  large  number  of  per- 
sons who  lived  in  the  outskirts.  But 
with  regard  to  the  agricultural  labourer, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  advance  one 
argument  against  bis  admiasion  to  tbe 
franchise,  but  only  suggested  some  rea- 
sons for  beheving  that  hie  interests  were 
sufficiently  attended  to,  and  that  be  did 
not  require  for  hie  protection  tbe  imme- 
diate possession  of  a  Parliamentary  vote. 
If,  then,  with  the  exception  of  bis  right 
hon.  Friend,  tbere  was  no  one  who 
ai^ed  against  tbe  proposition  before 
tbe  House  on  tbe  ground  of  principle, 
on  what  grounds  were  we  askea  to 
oppose  it  ?  Simply  on  tbe  ground  tbat 
we  were  weary  of  the  subject  of  Parlia- 
mentary reform,  and  tbat  we  were  un- 
willing to  grapple  again  with  the  many 
difficulties  wbicn  aurronnded  it,  and  es- 
pecially with  those  which  surrounded  tbe 
question  of  re-distribution  of  political 
power.  Now,  be  would  say  that  these 
O  2 
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were  not  grounds  upon  wbicli  we 
could  long  resist  the  reality  of  this  de- 
mand. These  were  grounds  which 
would  be  sufficient  for  resisting  an  un- 
real, sham  demand,  based  upon  some 
sentimental  aspirations;  but  they  were 
not  grounds  upon  which  a  claim  such 
as  this  could  be^  permanently  resisted. 
He  did  not  deny  the  good  faith  with 
which  the  plea  for  delay  was  put  for- 
ward. He  had  himself  felt,  perhaps  as 
strongly  as  any  hon.  Gentleman,  a  dis- 
inclination to  enter  again  upon  the  most 
difficult,  as  well  as  the  most  important, 
question  of  Parliamentary  Keform.  He 
felt,  he  admitted  it,  the  enormous  diffi- 
culties of  the  question.  But  as  to  the 
disinclination  to  re-open  the  question  of 
Parliamentary  Reform,  he  might  re- 
mind the  House,  that  the  responsibility 
rested  not  with  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that 
side,  but  with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
who,  when  the  whole  question  was  be- 
fore them  10  years  ago,  when  they  had 
made  up  their  minds  to  deal  with  one 
part  of  it  in  a  broad  and  comprehensive 
manner,  shrank  from  dealing  with  the 
rest  of  the  question  upon  a  permanent 
and  satisfactory  basis.  It  might  have 
been  foreseen — he  had  no  doubt  it  was 
foreseen  by  many — that  the  county  fran- 
chise could  not  be  left  in  the  position  in 
which  it  was  left  after  that  great  conces- 
sion had  been  made  in  the  matter  of  the 
borough  franchise.  And  it  was  in  the 
recollection  of  them  all  that  upon  that 
side  of  the  House  there  was  not  one 
hon.  Member  who  professed  to  believe 
that  the  trifling  re-distribution  of  seats 
under  the  Act  of  1867  would  prove 
satisfactory.  As  to  the  difficulties  of 
the  re-distribution  of  seats,  he  had  ad- 
mitted that  he  could  see  difficulties; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  those 
difficulties  might  easily  be  exaggerated. 
As  had  been  pointed  out  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  M^ember  for  Chelsea  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke),  the  necessity  of  re- 
distribution existed  already.  There  were 
anomalies  of  an  importance  and  magni- 
tude which  could  hardly  be  exagge- 
rated, and  new  disproportions,  frequently 
brought  about  by  the  increase  of  the 
county  electors,  only  added  a  fresh  ele- 
ment to  the  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  could  not  be  said  to  create  a 
new  necessity,  only  adding  to  that  which 
already  existed.  At  that  hour  of  the 
night  he  would  not  trouble  the  House 
by  going  into  figures  on  the  question. 
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There    were   some   which   had   made 
a    g^eat    impression    on    the    House, 
and,    he    believed,    on    the    coxmtrj. 
There  were  some  given  by  the  pre«eiit 
Prime  Minister  in  order  to  point  out  th« 
great    disproportion    which    would   be 
caused  by  the  extension  of  the  countr 
franchise  between  the  number  of  the 
county  and  the  borough  electors,  and 
which,  in  his  opinion,  would  tend  to  the 
creation  of  electoral  districts.     He  (tl« 
Marquess   of   Harting^n)    thought  it 
might  be  shown  that  there  was  con- 
siderable fallacy  in   those  figures.    It 
had  been  shown  that  there  was  a  large 
and  increasing  population  in  oountiM, 
so  that  the  disproportion  pointed  out  bj 
the  Prime  Minister  as  existing  between 
counties  and  boroughs  was  really  to  a 
g^eat  extent  an  anomaly.     But  this  w«« 
no  doubt  a  great  question  which  Parlia- 
ment would,  sooner  or  later,  have  to  con- 
sider, and  the  sooner  Parliament  made  op 
its  mind  to  consider  it,  the  milder  and 
smaller  would  be  the  measure  which  it 
would  be  necessary  to  adopt.     He  be- 
lieved there  was  no  desire  to  disfranchise 
any  community  which  had  anything  thst 
could  be  called  a  separate,  actual,  and 
progressive  existence  of  its  own.    He 
believed  there  was  no  desire  to  cut  up 
the  country  into  large  electoral  district!. 
But  he  thought,  at  the  same  time,  it 
must  be  admitted  a  great  many  smtll 
constituencies  still  survived,  which  did 
not  represent  anything  in  particular  but 
local   prejudice,  local    selfishness,  and 
local  pride  which  it  was  not  for  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  public  to  continue.    It 
must  also  be  admitted  that  the  extension 
of  the  suffrage  to  great  cities  and  coun- 
ties would  not  only  give  satisfaction  and 
contentment  to  those  cities  and  counties, 
but  afford  opportunities  to  many  for  en- 
tering Parliament  who  could  not  now 
obtain    admission.    Without  detaining 
the  House  any  further,  he  would  only 
say  that  as  it  was  now,  he  supposed, 
vain  to  hope  that  the  present  Parhament, 
in  the  time  which  remained  to  it  would 
attempt    to  deal  with  and  settle  that 
question;  still,  in  his  opinion,  its  dis- 
cussion    within     those    walls    durinff 
the  existence  of  that  Parliament  conld 
not  be  without  its   effect    in  the  way 
of  benefit.    As  he  had  said,  the  oounti^ 
would  soon  have  to  decide  whether  it 
would  face  this  and  other  great  ques- 
tions at  the  next  Election,  or  whether  it 
would  decide  in  favour  of  another  peri<d 
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of  repo06  and  silence ;  and  he  earnestly 
hopea  that  the  result  of  that  and  other 
debatea  which  might  be  held  in  that 
Honse  in  the  interval  would  be  to  induce 
the  ooantiy  to  take  up  the  matter  once 
more  in  earnest,  so  as  without  haste  and 
without  passion — as  might  now  easily 
be  done — but  at  the  same  time  without 
hesitation  and  without  timidity,  that 
kmg-standine  question  might  be  settled 
cm  a  basis  which  would  hold  out  some 
prospect  of  permanence. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  i—kjes  276  ;  Noes 
330:  Majority  56. 

ATES. 


Addcrley,  rt  hn.  Sir  C. 
AfiMw,  R.  V. 
iQcmMiiior 
AIWp,  C. 
ARhdile,W.  H. 
Arkini^i,  A.  P. 
AMhcton^B. 
AiUer,  Sir  J.  D. 

Bttley,  Sir  J.  It 
Bdfov.  A.  J. 
Bsnit,  P.  St.  J.  N. 

Bfttnoa«SirT. 
Btlhtint,  A.  A. 
B«Ach,rt.hn.SirM.H. 
B«di,  W.  W.  B. 
BKtirt*,  Earl  of 
Bcntinck,  rt  hn.  O.  C. 
Bmtiack,  O.  W.  P. 
Beretfcmi,  G.dcla  Poer 
Bernard,  Colonel  M. 

Bbrkbame,  CoL  J.  I. 
BooriT.  W. 
Boorke,  hon.  R. 
Borne,  Colonel 
Bowen,  J.  B. 
Bright,  R. 
Bnw,  Colonel  R. 
Brwdler,  W.  IL  H. 
Brc»ki,'W.  C. 
Brno?,  It.  bon.  Lord  E. 
Bnioe,hoo.T. 
Bnen^U. 
Brrmer.  W.  E. 
B«l»er.  J.  R. 
B«mU,  Sir  W.  W. 
Bottmi,  Sir  R.  J. 
raineroa,  D. 
Cuipb^Il,C. 
Cirtwrifht,?. 
CbT«,  rt  hon,  8. 
Ool,  Loni  E.  H.  B.  O. 
rk^pim,  Coknal  E. 
Cknitk,W.  L. 
CliftoB,T.  H. 
CbT«,  Col  hGO.  O.  W. 

UMwU,  T.  C. 


Colo,  CoL  hon.  H.  A. 
Coope,  O.  E. 
Corbett,  Colonel 
Cortiee,T. 

Cony,  hon.  H.  W.  L. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
Crichton,  Visooont 
Cross,  rt.  hon.  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  G. 
Cost,  H.  C. 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  0. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Deedea,  W. 
Denison,  C.  B. 
Deniaon,  W.  E. 
Dick.  F. 

Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Digby,  Capt.  hon.  E. 
Dvott»  Colonel  R. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Edroonstonc,    Admiral 

Sir  W. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  F. 

Egerton,  Sir  P.  G 

Egerton,  hon.  W. 

EUiot,  Sir  G. 

Elliot,  G.  W. 

Elphinstone,  SirJ.D.H. 

Emlyn,  Viscoon  t 

Ealington,  Lord 

Ewing,  A.  O. 

Finch,  G.  H. 

Flover,  J. 

Folkestone,  Viscount 

Forerter,  C.  T.  W. 

Forsyth,  W, 

FostOT,  W.  H. 

Eraser,  Sir  W.  A. 

Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 

Freahfield,  C.  K. 

Gallwey,  Sir  W.  P. 

Galway,  Viscount 

Gardner,  J.  T.  Agg- 

Gardner,  R.  Richard- 
son* 

Gamter,  J.  C. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  E. 

GU&rd,  Sir  H.  8. 

Goddanl,  A.  L. 


Goldney,  G. 
Gtordon,  W. 
Gk>schen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Goulding,  W. 
Grantham,  W. 
Greenall,  Sir  G. 
Greene,  E. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Guinness,  Sir  A. 
Gumey,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  I.  T. 
Hamilton,  Lord  G. 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Hamond,  C.  F. 
HardcasUe,  E. 
Hardy,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Hardy,  J.  S. 
Harvej^,  Sir  R.  B. 
Hay,  right  hon.  Sir  J. 

C.  D. 
Heath,  R. 

Helmsley,  Viscount 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon,  E. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 

Heygate,  W.  U. 

Hinchingbrook,  Visct. 

Holford,  J.  P.  G. 

Holker,  Sir  J. 

Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 

Holmesdale,  Viscount 

Home,  Captain 

Hood,  Captain  hon.  A. 
W.  A.  N. 

Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B. 

Hubbard,  E. 

Isaac,  S. 

Jervis,  Colonel 

Johnson,  J.  G. 

Johnstone,  Sir  F. 

Jolliffo,  hon.  S. 

Jones,  J. 

Kavanagh,  A.  MacM. 

Kennard,  Colonel 

Kennaway»  Sir  J.  H. 

King-Harman,  E.  R. 

Knight,  F.  W. 

Knightley,  Sir  R, 

Lacon,  Sir  E.  H.  K. 

Lawrence,  Sir  T. 

Learmonth,  A. 

liechmere.  Sir  E.  A.  H. 

I^ee,  Major  V. 

Legard,  Sir  C. 

Legh,  W.  J. 

Ltjighton,  S. 

Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 

Leslie,  Sir  J. 

Lewis,  C.  E. 

Lindsay,  Col.  R.  L. 

Lindsay,  Lord 

Lloyd,-S. 

Lloyd,  T.  E. 

Lopes,  Sir  M. 

Lowe,  rt.  hon.  R. 

Lowther,  hon.  W. 

liOwther,  J. 

Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 

Mac  Iver,  D. 

M^Garol-Hogg,  Sir  J. 


Maiendie,  L.  A. 
MaJdns,  Colonel 
Malcolm,  J.  "W. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
Marten,  A.  G. 
Merewether,  C.  G. 
Mills,  A. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Monckton,  F. 
Montgomerie,  R. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G.  G. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  J.  R. 
Muncaster,  Lord 
Naghten,  Lt.-Col. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
North,  Colonel 
Northcote,  rt  hon.  Sir 

S  H 
O'Neili  hon.  E. 
Onslow,  D. 
Paget,  R;  H. 
PaUt,  Sir  L. 
Parker,  Lt-Col.  W. 
Pateshall,  E. 
Peel,  rt  hon.  Sir  R. 
PeU,A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Pennant,  hon.  G. 
Peploe,  Major 
Percy,  Earl 
Pim,  Captain  B. 
Plunket,  hon.  D.  R. 
Phmkett,  hon.  R. 
Powell,  W. 
Praed,C.  T. 
Praed,H.  B. 
Price,  Captain 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Raikes,  H.  C. 
Read,  C.  S. 
Kendiesham,  Lord 
Ri'pton,  G.  W. 
Ridley,  M.  W. 
Kitchie,  C.  T. 
RodweU,  B.  B.  H. 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Ryder,  G.  R. 
SackviUe,  S.  G.  S. 
Salt,  T. 

Sanderson,  T.  K. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Solater-Booth,  rt.hn.G. 
Scott,  Lord  U. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Selwin  •  Ibbetson,   Sir 

H.J. 
Sevemo,  J.  E. 
Shirley,  S.  E. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Simonds,  W.  B. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  F.  C. 
Smith,  S.  G. 
Smith,  W.  H. 
SmoUett,  P.  B. 
Somerset,  Lord  H.  R  C. 
Sotheron-Estoourt,  G. 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stanhope,  W.  T.  W.  S. 
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Stanley,  hon.  F. 
Steere,  L. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Storer,  G. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  rt.  hon.CoL 
ThomhiU,  T. 
Thwaites,  D. 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  F. 
Toilemache,  hon."W".F. 
Torr,  J. 

Trevor,  Lord  A.E.  Hill- 
Tumor,  E. 
Vcrner,  E.  W. 
Wait,  W.  K. 
Walker,  T.  E. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 


Waterhonfle,  S. 
Watney,  J. 
Watson,  W. 
Welby-Gregory,SipW. 
Well^ey,  Colonel 
Wells,  E. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  K 
Wilson,  W. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Woodd,  B.  T. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 
Wynn,  C.  W.  W. 
Yarmouth,  Earl  of 
Yorke,  hon.  E. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TBLUIRS. 

Dyke,  Sir  W.  H. 
Wmn,R. 


NOES. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adam,  rt.  hon.  W.  P. 
AUen,  W.  S. 
Anderson,  G. 
Anstrnther,  Sir  R. 
Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Backhouse,  E. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Barran,  J. 

Baxter,  rt  hon.  W.  E. 
Bazley,  Sir  T. 
Beaumont,  Major  F. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Bell,  I.  L. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Blake,  T. 

Blennerhassett,  R.  P. 
Bolckow,  H.  W.  F. 
Brady,  J. 
Brassey,  H.  A. 
Brasscv,  T. 
Brigprs*,  W.  E. 
Bright,  J. 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Bristowe,  S.  B. 
Brocklehurst,  W.  C. 
Brogden,  A. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Brown,  J.  C. 
Burt,  T. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman, 

H. 
Carington,  hon.  Col.  W. 
Cave,  T. 

Cavendish,  Lord  F.  0. 
Cavendish,  Lord  G. 
CTiadwick,  D. 
Chamberlain,  J. 
Childers,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Cholmeley,  Sir  H. 
Clifford,  C.  C. 
Cole,  H.  T. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Conyngham,  Lord  F. 
Corbett,  J. 
Cotee,  C.  C. 


Cowan,  J. 
Cowen,  J. 
Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
Crawford,  J.  S. 
Cross,  J.  K. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Davies,  R. 
Dease,  E. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodson,  rt  hon.  J.  G. 
Downing,  M*C. 
Duff,  M.  K  G. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Dundas,  J.  C. 
Earp,  T. 
Edwards,  H. 
Egerton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 
Errington,  G. 
Eyton,  P.  E. 
Fawcett,  H. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 
Fletcher,  I. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  8. 
Forster,  SirC.^ 
Forster,  rt  hon.  W.  E. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Goldsmid,  J. 
Gordon,  Lord  D. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Gower,  hon.  K  F.  L. 
Grey,  Earl  de 
Grosvenor,  Loxd  R. 
Hankey,T. 
Harcourt,  Sir  W.  V. 
HarriBon,  C. 
Harrison,  J.  F. 
Hartington,  Maiq.  of 
Havelock,  Sir  H. 
Hayter,  A.  D. 
Henry,  M. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Hill,T.  R. 
Hodgson,  E.  D. 
Holms,  J. 
Hohns,  W. 
Hopwood,  C.  H. 
Howard,  hon.  0. 
Howard,  E.  S. 


Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hutchinson,  J.  D. 
Ingram,  W.  J. 
Jackson,  Sir  H.  M. 
James,  Sir  H. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Johnstone,  Sir  H. 
Kay   -    Shnttleworihi 

SirU. 
Kensington,  Lord 
Kingscote,  Colonel 
Kinnaird,  hon.  A.  F. 
Knatchbull  -  Hugessen, 

rt.  hon.  E. 
Laing,  S. 
Lambert,  N.  G. 
Laverton,  A. 
Law,  rt  hon.  H. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  C. 
LawBon,  Sir  W. 
Leatham,  £.  A. 
Leeman,  G. 
Lef evre,  G.  J.  8. 
Ldth-  J.  F. 
Ltovd,  M. 
Locke,  J. 

Lome,  MarqnoM  of 
Lush,  Dr. 
Lusk,  Sir  A. 
Maodonald,   A. 
Macduff,  Viscount 
Macgregor,  D. 
Mackintoeh,  C.  F. 
M«Arthur,  A. 
M«Arthnr,  W. 
M'Eenna,  Sir  J.  K. 
M*Lagan,P. 
McLaren,  D. 
Maitland!,  J. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 

ioribanks,  Sir  D.  0. 
Marling,  S.  8. 
Martin,  P.  W. 
Massey,  rt.  hon.  W.  N. 
Middleton,  Sir  A.  £. 
Milbank,  F.  A. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Montagu,  rtluLLordR. 
Moore,  A. 
Morgan,  G.  O. 
Morley,  8. 
MundeUa,  A.  J. 
Muntz,  P.  H. 
Mure,  Colonel 
Murphy,  N.  D. 
Noel,  E. 
Nolan,  Oaptain 
Norwood,  C.  M. 
O'Beime,  Oaptain 
O'Byme,  W.  R. 
O'Clery,  K. 
O'Donnell,  F.  H. 
CGorman,  P. 


O'LoghlMi,  rt.  hoB.  8* 

CM. 
O'Shaugfaneay,  B. 
Palmer,  G.  H. 
Paniell,C.  S. 
Pease,  J.  W. 
Peel,  A.  W. 
Pennington,  F. 
Perkini,  Sir  F. 
PhiUpB,R.N. 
Playnir,  rt  hon.  Lk 
Portman,  hon.  ^^.  H.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Power,  J.  O'C. 
Power,  R. 
Price,  W.E. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Rashlei^Stf  a 
Rathbone,W. 
Redmond,  W.  A. 
ReedfE.  J. 
Richard,  H. 
Robertson,  H. 
Roth0cfaild,8irH.M.df 
Rylands,  P. 
8t  Aubjn,  Sir  J. 
8amuda,  J.  D*A. 
Samuelson,  B. 
Samnnlson,  H. 
Seelr,  C. 
Sheil,£. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Shenriff,  A.  C. 
Simon,  Mr.  Sajani 
Sinclair,  Sir  J.  Q.T. 
Smith,  E. 
Smjth,  R. 
Spinka,  Mr.  Serjeml 
Stansf eld,  rt  bm.  J. 
Stepney,  Sir  A. 
Stuart,  Colonel 
Swanston,  A. 
Tavistock,  Maiqw  of 
Tfcylor,  P.  A. 
TorreuB,  W.  T.  M*C 
Tracy,  hon.  F.  8.  A 

Hiuibnry- 
ViUien,  it.  hon.  C  P. 
Vivian,  A.  P. 
Vivian,  H.  H. 
Waddy,  a  D. 
Walter,  J. 
Ward,  M.  P. 
Whalley,  G.  H. 
Whitbieiul,a 
Whitworth,  B. 
Williams,  W. 
Wilson,  0. 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
Teaman,  J. 
Young,  A.  W. 

TILLBBa. 

Dilke,  Sir  C.  W. 
Trevelyan,  G.  0, 


Main  Question  proposed,  "llifttHr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair." 

Original  Hotioni  by  leave,  wMihm* 

Oommittee  dsfirr^d  tiU  Mond^  next 
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PtTBUO  LOA278  REMISSION. 


in  Gommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motioo  owde,  and  Qiie0tion*proi)Ofled,  *'That 
it  is  expedksit  to  aathoriae  the  remission  of  cer- 
tun  Loans  formeiiT  made  out  of  the  Oonsoli- 
dMXtd  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  out  of 
Pahtic  B«Tanuea." 

Wherrapon  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
poani,  *'  TliAt  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  aak  leave  to  sit  again.'* — {Mr.  Monk,) 

Motiop,  by  leare,  ttithdraum. 

Original  Qoestion  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bcaolntion  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 

fcwt  offios  telegraph  sebyioes 
[money]. 

Ctmtiitr0d  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Conmiittee.) 

JEm»/<W,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
Coatmianoaers  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  to 
nias  fuTtlier  soma  of  money,  not  exceeding  in 
tkt  whole  the  sum  ol  Five  Hundred  Thousand 
Poonds,  for  the  puipoaea  of  the  Telegraph  Acts, 
by  the  creation  of  Three  per  Cent  Capital 
Stocks  of  Annuities,  chargeable  on  the  CoxisoH- 
dated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

EiMnlqtiop  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 

OOUNTY  0FFICEB8  AND  0OUBT8   (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

Belaei  Commitiee  to  consist  of  Ninete<m 
Mtmbera:  —  Committee  nominated:  —  Sir 
KicaAxi.  Hicxs-Bbach,  Mr.  Qeorge  Beres- 
rwan,  Mr.  Biooak,  Mr.  Closb,  Mr.  Downing, 
Mr.  Datid  Plcnxbt,  Mr.  Meldon,  Mr. 
O'thuromrxasT,  Mr.  OorLDiNO,  Mr.  Macart- 
>tT,  Mr.  Kino-Hakman,  Mr.  Law,  Bir  Colman 
<>'Looui.iN,  Mr.  Pa&nxll,  Mr.  Lowrt  Corry, 
Mr.  vSuAw,  Mr.  Serjeant  Suerix)cx,  Mr.  WrwoN, 
nd  Mr.  Attornbt  Oxkeeal  for  Ireuutd  ;  Five 
W>  be  the  quorum. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

before  Two  o'clock,  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Mondsif,  2nd  July,  1877. 


MOrUTES.]— Alsl    Fir$i    in    Fsrlimmmt^Thb 

Lord  Minsttf,  after  the  death  of  his  Father. 
Pvsuc  Bruji-'J^nt  Sdodin^^hiclosuTe  (127). 
inwitf   Jismdii^ — Bojral    lush    Constahulary  * 

{\W). 
(^mmttm — Oeoefal    Polioe  and    Improvemont 

ffloDlkiid}  Ad  (1862)   Amendment^  (109); 

1M«  Marks*  (106). 


J2#pore— Metropolis  Toll  Bridges*  (119);  Me- 
tropolis Improvement  Provisional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Great  Wild  Street,  &c)  •  (81) ; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Brid- 
lington, &c.)  •  (107). 

Third  JUadinff—rxihlic  Works  Loans*  (88); 
Norfolk  and  Suffolk  Fisheries*  (104^  ;  Local 
Government  Board's  Provisional  Orders  Con- 
firmation (Belper  Union)  *  (87) »  and  passed. 


INLAND  NAVIGATION  (lEELAND). 
MOTION  FOE  A  BETX7KN.      QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  LEITRIM  moved  for  a 
Betum  Bhowing  the  amount  of  money 
granted  by  the  Irish  Parliament  for  the 
formation  of  the  Boyal  Canal  between 
the  Kiver  Liffey  at  Dublin  and  the  Biver 
Shannon,  and  for  the  amount  of  money 
granted  by  the  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Oreat  Britain  and  Ireland 
to  the  Inland  Navigation  Commissioners 
to  complete  the  Boyal  Canal  from  the 
Eiver  Liffey  at  Dublin  and  the  Hiver 
Shannon.  The  noble  Earl  said,  the 
canal  was  first  commenced  by  a  Com- 
pany who  borrowed  money  of  the  Irish 
Government,  and  mortgaged  the  canal. 
They  now  came  forward,  not  as  a  canal 
Company,  but  as  a  railway  Company, 
asking  Parliament  for  an  extension  of 
powers,  and  inserted  canal  clauses  in 
the  Bill.  In  making  this  Motion,  he 
desired  to  ask,  Whether  it  was  intended 
to  reserve  the  power  which  the  Irish 
Government  still  possessed  of  not  allow- 
ing the  property  in  the  Royal  Canal  to 
be  mortgaged  without  the  sanction  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  saw  no  objection  to  the  production  of 
the  Return  moved  for;  but  requested 
the  noble  Earl  to  repeat  his  (Question  ou 
another  occasion,  as  his  Notice  had  not 
sufficiently  indicated  its  purport  for  him 
to  be  able  to  answer  it. 

Motion  oifrssd  to ;  Return  order sd. 

mCLOSURE  OF  COMMONS. 
(TAs  Lord  SUtcard.) 

PaSSSNTED.      FIBST  BSADINO. 

Karl  BEAUCHAMP  presented  a 
Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Inclosure  Commissioners 
for  the  inclosure  of  lands  situate  in 
Barrowden,  South  Luffenham,  and 
North  Luffenham  in  the  county  of  Rut- 
land, and  at  Riccall  in  the  county  of 
York ;  and  moved  that  so  much  of  the 
I  Order  of  the  2drd  of  April,  1877,  aa 
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related  to  the  first  reading  of  Indosure 
Bills  be  suspended  in  reference  to  the 
said  Bill,  and  that  the  said  Bill  be  read 
a  first  time.  Injustice  would  be  done 
and  g^eat  improvements  would  be  de- 
layed unless  this  Standing  Order  were 
suspended  in  reference  to  this  Bill,  and 
he  hoped  their  Lordships  would  agree 
to  the  Motion. 

The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  said,  he 
would  not  object  to  the  Motion  in  this 
case ;  but  he  must  remark  that  there  was 
no  use  in  making  Orders  unless  they 
were  attended  to.  There  could  be  no 
reason  why  parties  should  not  have  their 
Bills  ready  at  a  much  earlier  period  of 
the  Session. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  1*  accord- 
^^S^yi  to  he  printed;  and  re/erred  to  the 
Examiners. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half -past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  2nd  July,  1877. 


MINUTESJ— Supply— iwwiVfer^rf  in  Committee 
— Abmt  Estimates — r.p. 


QUESTIONS. 


POST  OFFICE— EDINBURGH  RECEIVINO 
HOUSE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  he  will  state  the  reasons  for 
the  proposed  removal  of  the  receiving 
Post  Office,  from  Gladstone  Place, 
Edinburgh,  (in  opposition  to  the  wishes 
of  a  large  number  of  Petitioners  against 
such  removal)  to  Argyll  Place,  which 
the  Petitioners  consider  much  less  con- 
venient ;  and,  whether,  he  is  aware  that 
the  shop  to  which  it  is  proposed  to  be 
removea  is  licensed  for  the  sale  of  ex- 
ciseable  liquors,  and  that  the  shop  in 
Gladstone  Place  is  not  so  licensed  ? 

LoED  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  found  on  inquinr  that  the 
office  would  be  likely  to  be  of  more  use 
in    the    latter   place.      The   memorial  I 

Marl  Beauehamp 


against  the  alteration  had  not  been  re- 
ceived until  the  26th  of  June,  and 
the  shop  to  which  the  office  had  been 
removea  was  not  licensed  for  ^e  nle 
of  liquors  to  be  consumed  on  the  pre- 
mises. 

RUSSIA— HON.  COLONEL  WELLESLET, 
MILITART  ATTACHE.— QUl^nON. 

LoED  FRANCIS  CONYNGHAM 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ezcheooar, 
Whether  due  explanation  has  beoi 
made  to  Colonel  Wellesley,  Militazy 
Attach6  in  Russia,  of  the  discourtesy  <^ 
his  reception  at  the  Russian  head  qoar- 
ters  on  the  Danube ;  whether 
have  been  eiven  to  him  to  diachaige 
the  duties  of  his  office,  equal  to  thoee 
g^ven  to  the  military  representatives  of 
other  neutral  powers  with  the  Roasiaa 
Army;  and,  whether  Her  Maiestj's 
Government  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  any  Correspondence  whidi 
has  taken  place  on  the  subject  ?     

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  THE  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  Colonel  Wellealey  has  re- 
ported  that  nothing  could  be  more  satis- 
factory than  the  manner  in  which  he 
was  received  on  the  27th  ult.  by  Prince 
Qt>rtchakoff.  He  had  been  desired  to 
repair  to  His  Majesty's  head  quarters, 
where  he  was  told  he  would  be  perfectly 
well  received  both  by  the  Emperor  and 
the  Grand  Duke.  He  is  to  be  attached 
in  the  same  manner  as  his  German  and 
Austrian  colleagues.  There  is  no  offi- 
cial correspondence  which  can  be  pre- 
sented to  the  House.  The  communica- 
tions which  have  been  exchanged  with 
the  Russian  Government  have  been  of  a 
formal  character. 

NATIONAL  GALLERY  —  DAVID 
ROBERTS,  R.A.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  COLLINS  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  two  paintings  by  the  late  David 
Roberts,  R.A.  (one  of  them  said  to  be 
his  masterpiece)  were  recently  offered 
by  Mrs.  Bunning,  widow  of  the  late 
CHty  Architect,  to  the  Trustees  of  the 
National  Gallery ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  offer  has  been  declined;  and, 
if  he  will  inform  the  House  of  the 
grounds  of  refusal  to  accept  them  ? 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  it  was  true  that 
two  paintings  oy  the  late  David  BoberU, 
R.A.y  were  received   at  the   Nadenal 
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QallQrj  under  the  will  of  the  late  Mr. 
Banning.  It  was  also  true  that  they 
wwe  not  accepted  bj  the  Trustees.  The 
ntmnd  upon  which  the  pictures  were 
declined  was,  he  was  informed,  that 
after  careful  examination  they  did  not 
appear  to  the  Trustees  to  be  of  sufficient 
exodlence  as  compared  with  many  other 
woricsof  Mr.  Boberts  to  represent  fairly 
that  distinguished  painter  in  the  na- 
tional coU^^on.  It  required  a  con- 
nderable  exercise  of  care  on  the  part 
of  the  Trustees  in  order  to  secure  that 
a  painter  should  be  properly  repre- 
•ented,  and  the  National  Oallery  al- 
ready poflsessed  two  yery  beautiM  works 
of  lit.  Boberts. 

POST  OFFICE-CAMOLIN  POST  OFFICE, 
WEXFORD.— QUESTION. 

Ha.  BEDMOND  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  If  any  charge  of  irre- 
nlarity  or  other  complaint  was  made  to 
us  Iruh  Post  Office  with  reference  to 
the  management  of  the  Post  Office  at 
Cbmolin,  county  of  Wexford,  durine  the 
time  that  office  was  in  charge  of  miss 
F.  M.  Keogh,  as  acting  Postmistress 
lad  as  assistant  to  her  uither  the  late 
Postmaster;  and,  if  he  will  be  ffood 
noogh  to  state  upon  what  grounds  Miss 
Seogn  was  remoyed  and  another  person 
tppomted  in  her  place  ? 

LoED  JOHN  MANNEB8 :  No  com- 
plaint has  been  made  as  to  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Camolin  Post  Office  during 
the  time  it  was  in  charge  of  Miss  Keogh 
••  acting  postmistress  and  as  assistant 
to  her  father,  the  late  postmaster;  but 
it  cannot  be  said  that  sue  was  remoyed 
ia  consequence  of  any  irregularity  which 
was  complained  of  during  that  time,  in- 
•smoch  as  she  neyer  held  any  appoint- 
ment, and  when  the  office  became  ya- 
caat,  it  was  filled  up  by  the  Treasury  in 
the  usual  manner. 


00KTAOIOU8      DISEASES      (ANIMALS) 

ACT,   18*9— CONVICTIONS— CATTLE 

PLAGUE  IN  YORKSHIRE. 

QUBsnoir. 

Ka.  JACOB  BRIGHT  asked  the 
Stqetary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
MrtflMOt,  Whether  his  attention  has 
bMQ  caUed  to  a  decision  giyen  by  two 
ma^istraies  of  the  East  Hiding  of  York- 
•m   against   Mr.    John   Metcalfe   of 


Snainton,  and  Mr.  William  Swanwell 
of  Fowbridge,  for  a  breach  of  the  Cattle 
Plague  Regulations;  whether  fines  of 
£10  and  of  £5,  with  costs,  were  not 
inflicted  upon  these  gentlemen  for  hay- 
ing moyed  cattle  horn  one  place  to  an- 
other, though  they  had  obtamed  a  licence 
from  the  magistrates  authorizing  the  re- 
moyal  of  the  cattle ;  whether  the  defen- 
dants were  not  fined  for  acting  upon  a 
licence  which  they  thought  to  oe  yalid, 
which  the  magistrates  had  granted,  but 
which,  being  ignorant  of  the  Law,  they 
had  no  right  to  grant ;  and,  whether, 
in  such  circumstances,  he  will  consider 
whether  he  might  not  adyise  that  the 
fine  be  remitted? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  the  affair  occurred  at  a  time  when 
there  was  great  danger  of  the  spread  of 
the  cattle  disease  in  Yorkshire.  The 
magistrates,  therefore,  might  haye 
deemed  it  to  be  their  duty  to  construe 
the  law  with  the  greatest  strictness.  He 
had  been  told  that,  although  it  was  true 
that  one  of  the  gentlemen  in  question 
had  obtained  a  pass  for  his  cattle,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  magistrates,  that  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  case ;  because, 
as  a  large  dealer  in  cattle,  he  ought  to 
haye  mi^e  himself  acquainted  wiw  the 
law  relating  to  their  remoyal.  The  rules 
on  the  subject  which  were  framed  by 
the  local  authorities  were  perfectly  clear 
and  distinct,  and  had  been  published  in 
all  the  local  newspapers,  as  well  as 
posted  up  in  yarious  parts  of  the  county. 
The  case,  therefore,  nad  nothing  to  do 
with  the  granting  of  any  licence,  for  the 
notice  stated  that  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  no  cattle  could  be  brought 
from  any  part  of  the  East  Riding.  There 
was\hus  an  absolute  prohibition  on  the 
remoyal  of  cattle,  witn  which  the  deal- 
ers ought  to  haye  been  acquainted,  and 
he  had  not  in  the  circumstances  deemed 
it  right  to  interfere  in  the  matter.  He 
thought  it  possible  that  the  magistrates 
might  haye  signed  the  licences  under  the 
impression  that  the  cattle  might  go 
tlm>ugh  the  Riding. 

PAROCHIAL  CHARITIES  (CITY  OF 
LONDON).— QUESTION. 

Mb.  FAWOETT  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  can  now  inform  tne  House 
what  course  the  Gk>yemment  intends  to 
take  with  the  yiew  of  remedying  the 
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graye  abtises  which,  as  pointed  out  in 
uie  recent  Heport  of  the  Charity  Com- 
misaioners,  exist  in  the  administration 
of  certain  parochial  charities  in  the  City 

of  London  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  been  in  communication 
with  the  Charity  Commissioners  on  the 
matter.  They  had  referred  to  it  in  their 
Beport,  and  had  since  sent  him  (Mr. 
Cross)  further  particulars  in  reference 
thereto.  Undoubtedly,  the  first  step  the 
Gt)yemment  would  take  would  be  to 
confer  with  the  parochial  authorities 
upon  the  matter.  The  only  question 
was,  whether  any  further  legislation  was 
necessary  or  not,  because  further  legis- 
lation could  not  be  proceeded  with  at 
this  period  of  the  Session,  and  he  hoped 
that  oefore  the  nest  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment other  means  might  be  found  by 
which  the  abuses  complained  of  might 
be  remedied. 


of  BMam  CJUUrmt.        M 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— 
DTTNOW  PETTY  SESSIONS  CLERKSHIP. 

QTJSSTIOK. 

Mk.  BIQOAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  K  it  is  a  fact  that  a 
Mr.  Palmer  has  been  elected  petty  ses- 
sions clerk  at  Ihmow,  county  Kilkenny. 
Mr.  Palmer  being  clerk  in  the  rent  office 
of  Viscount  Ashbrook,  a  Mr.  Hare,  agent 
to  Lord  Ashbrook,  being  seconder  of  the 
nomination ;  if  the  above  facts  are  truly 
stated,  whether  if  it  is  within  his  power 
to  put  aside  the  appointment,  he  will 
do  so? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Sir,  I  understand  that  Mr.  Palmer,  the 
person  referred  to  in  the  Question*  has 
been  a  clerk  in  Lord  Ashbrook's  office, 
and  that  his  nomination  was  seconded 
by  Mr.  Hare.  I  am  Airther  informed 
that  he  is  a  gentleman  of  good  intelli- 
gence and  education,  and  that  the  Eegis- 
trar  of  Petty  Sessions  Clerks,  havrng 
examined  him  as  to  his  knowledge  of 
the  duties  of  his  appointment,  considers 
him  Mly  qualified  to  perform  them.  It 
is  stated  that  he  was  unanimously  elected 
by  a  bench  of  six  magistrates,  there 
being  no  other  candidate,  in  circum- 
stances which  show  that  the  decision 
was  not  due  to  politics  or  reli^on,  and 
I  see  no  reason  whatever  why  1  should 
advise  the  Lord  Lieutenant  not  to  ap- 
prove the  appointment. 

Mr.  Fawceti 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACT— THE  PARISH 
OF  ASH.— QUESTION. 

Mk.  a.  H.  BEOWN  asked  the  Piw- 
dent  of  the  Local  Qovemment  Board, 
Why  the  authorities  of  Eastry  Union 
have  failed  to  take  anv  steps  for 
the  proper  drainage  of  the  pansh  of 
Ash,  in  accordance  with  the  directions 
of  the  Local  Government  Board ;  and, 
inasmuch  as  the  village  and  nsigli- 
bourhood  have  been  visited  by  period- 
ical outbreaks  of  fever  and  diph- 
theria in  recent  years,  what  steps  tiie 
Board  intend  to  take  to  ensure  improved 
regulations  and  arrangements  for  thst 
locality?         

Me.  8CLATEE-B00TH,  in  reply, 
said,  the  drainage  of  Ash  had  been  th« 
subject  of  a  long  correspondence  between 
the  rural  sanitary  authority  at  Eastiy 
and  the  Local  Government  Board.  A 
complaint  having  been  made  under  the 
Public  Health  Act,  a  formal  in<|uijT 
was  held  as  to  the  condition  of  things. 
The  local  authorities  were  afterwaidi 
instructed  to  take  steps  to  cany  into 
effect  the  recommendations  made  in  the 
Report.  In  the  last  few  days,  he  had 
been  informed  that  the  rural  sanitary 
authorities  had  arrived  at  the  oondosion 
that  no  drainage  was  required  at  Ash. 
He  had  not  yet  decided  what  couree  to 
adopt,  as  the  case  presented  certain 
difficulties. 

ARMY— PAY  OF  BREVET  MAJORS. 

QUESXlOir. 

Oaptaot  O'BETRNE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  If  he  would  ex- 
plain why  Brevet  Majors  of  Cavalry  do 
not  get  the  2».  a-day  extra  pay  given  \o 
Brevet  Majors  of  Infantry  r 

Me.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  wply, 
said,  the  Oavaliy  officers  received  14«.  7tf. 
a-day,  while  the  Infantiy  officers  re- 
ceived only  \U,  Id,  That  would  account 
for  the  difference  in  the  extra  pay. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— IMPORTATION 
OF  ITALIAN  CHILDREN. 

QXJESnOll. 

Sm  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Horns 
Department,  Whether  he  has  had  ths 
opportunity  of  considering  the  pressot 
state  of  the  Law  as  regards  the  into)- 
duction   into   this   country   of  Italisa 
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ohfldreoy  who  have  been  taken  away 
from  Italy  in  Tiolation  of  the  Laws  of 
that  Kingdom ;  and,  whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  take  any  steps  to  suppress  this 
tfaflle? 

Ma.  A8SHET0N  0B08S»  in  reply, 
add,  he  was  aware  that  the  the  Italian 
GoTsmment  were  anxious  as  to  the 
matter  referred  to  in  the  Question.  He 
had  been  in  oommunication  with  the 
Foreign  Offioe  and  the  Education  De- 
pOTtaiant  on  the  subject,  and  he  had 
sko  reoeiTed  a  oommunication  from  the 
Charity  Organization  Society,  with  a 
BoCifieaiion  Uiat,  in  their  opinion,  there 
eziited  at  the  present  moment  ample 
means  of  meeting  the  question  unoer 
the  exiiiting  law.  He  intended  to  have 
a  oooferenoe  with  the  Society  during  the 
preMBt  week,  when  they  would  lay  the 
lAola  ease  before  him. 

ABMT  YETERIKABY  DEPABTMENT— 
CANDIDATEa— QUESTION. 

OAPTADr  MILNE  HOME  asked  the 
Seoetary  of  State  for  War,  If  he  is 
aware  that,  though  nearly  one  hundred 
freshmen  have  entered  the  yeterinary 
profession  during  the  last  three  months, 
BO  etadidates  haye  offered  themselyes 
ht  the  fifteen  yacancies  now  existing  in 
the  Army  Veterinary  Department ;  and, 
if  he  wiU  state  what  immediate  mea- 
nres  he  proposes  to  take,  in  order  to 
mske  this  branch  of  the  seryioe  more 
popilar  in  the  yeterinary  profession  ? 

k a.  OATHOKNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 


that  no  candidates  had  offered 
themselyee  for  the  15  yacancies  now 
oditiBg  in  the  Army  Yeterinary  depart- 
ment ICany  schemes  had  been  sub- 
nitted  to  the  War  Department  for  ^e 
Dorpoee  of  making  that  branch  of  the 
oeryioe  more  popular  with  the  Yeter- 
iany  ProfSeasion,  and  were  now  under 
ooBsideration ;  but  until  the  probable 
ttst  aad  the  result  of  such  schemes  had 
heea  iaqniied  into  he  had  not  thought 
it  nght  to  make  any  proposal  on  the 
nlgeot 

EOTFT->THE  LATE  FINANGE 
MIKISTEB.— QUESTION. 

Bib  OBOBOE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Cader  Seeretery  of  State  for  Foreign 
A&ita,  Whether  he  has  any  informa- 
tioa  ragaidiag  the  fate  of  the  late  Mon- 

fattkhor  Egypt  r 


Mb.  BOUEEIE,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  Foreign  Office  reoeiyed  some  time 
ago  a  despatch  from  Mr.  Yiyian,  stating 
thiett  the  late  Monfettish,  or  Finance 
Minister,  of  Egnrpt,  was  condemned  last 
September  to  be  exiled  to  a  place  in 
Upper  Egypt.  He  was  conyeyed  along 
the  Biyer  Nile  to  the  Second  Cataract, 
where  he  was  disembarked,  and  the  rest 
of  the  journey  was  performed  by  land. 
It  appeared  that  during  die  journey 
from  the  Second  Cataract  his  constitu- 
tion became  more  and  more  enfeebled 
by  dysentery,  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment,  unfortunately,  were  told  that 
his  death  took  place  shortly  after  his 
arriyal  at  the  place  of  his  exile,  it 
haying  been  oocasioned  by  congestion 
of  the  braiui  and  accelerated  by  in- 
temperance. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMPETITION. 
QTTXsnoir. 

Db.  BBADY  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  Ihie  working  of  the  7th  Article 
of  the  General  Begmations,  issued  on 
the  4th  of  June  1870,  with  regard  to 
open  competition  for  the  Ciyil  Seryioe ; 
and  if  the  prohibition  therein  imposed 
on  successful  candidates  has  been  found 
oonduciye  to  the  public  interest  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH,  in  reply,  said, 
although  he  must  premise  that  it  was 
most  inexpedient  that  changes  should 
be  rashly  made  in  the  regruations  re- 
specting admission  to  the  Oiyil  Sendee, 
yet  he  was  prepcured  to  admit  that  the 
question  was  one  which  deseryed  some 
consideration.  The  Oeneral  Be^ulations 
had  been  under  consideration  for  some 
time,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 

2uer  had  thought  it  right  to  ask  the 
liyil  Seryioe  Commissioners  to  report 
to  him  upon  the  effect  of  the  article  re- 
ferred to,  as  regarded  the  securing  of 
the  best  men  for  the  Public  Service. 


MINES  ACT,  1S72-CONVICTION  OF 
MB.  B.  THOMAS.-QUESTIOK. 

Ma.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  nis  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
report  in  the  "Western  Mail''  of  the 
2 1st  inst.  of  the  trial  and  oonyiction  of 
Benjamin  Thomas,  Manager  of  the 
Weigfisoh  Colliery,  near  Swansea  for  a 
breach  of   "The  Mines  Act,   1873;'' 
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whether,  considering  that  no  less  than 
eighteen  persons  lost  their  lives  through 
the  offence,  he  will  deal  with  the  case 
under  the  thirty-second  Clause  of  "  The 
Mines  Act,  1872: "  if  he  has  considered 
the  small  amount  of  the  fine,  £20,  im- 
posed by  the  Statute  in  such  cases :  and, 
if  he  wUl  this  Session  brin^  in  a  mea- 
sure that  will  substantially  deal  with 
cases  of  this  kind. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  his  attention  had  been  directed 
to  the  case  in  question,  but  the  Inspector 
had  not  yet  sent  in  his  final  Beport, 
because  certain  legal  proceedings  before 
the  magistrates  were  not  yet  concluded. 
When  these  proceedings  were  termi- 
nated, the  Beport  would  be  placed  in 
his  hands,  and  he  should  then  be  able 
to  determine  whether  he  would  deal  with 
the  case  under  the  d2nd  clause  of  the 
Act.  The  amount  of  the  fine  (£20)  im- 
posed by  the  statute  in  such  cases  might 
be  small ;  but  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  persons  ffuilty  of  negligence  might 
be  indicted  for  manslaus^hter  or  mis- 
demeanour. With  regard  to  the  32nd 
section  of  the  Mines  Kegulation  Act,  he 
was  afraid  the  managers  of  mines  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  looking  at  it  some- 
what as  a  dead  letter,  and  he  had  there- 
fore twice  during  the  present  year 
ordered  an  investigation  into  the  conduct 
of  the  manager  of  a  mine  under  that 
section,  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
managers  that  it  was  not  a  dead  letter, 
and  that  if  they  broke  it  they  would  be 
liable  to  be  punished  with  the  loss  of 
their  certificates. 

INDIA— THE  SALT  DUTIES. 
question. 

Me.  WILBRAHAM  EGERTON 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  speech  of  Sir  John  Strachey  in 
the  Legislative  Council  of  India  on  the 
Salt  Duties;  and,  whether  the  Indian 
Government  will  be  able,  without  any 
loss  of  revenue,  to  equalize  or  reduce  the 
duties  on  salt  so  as  to  admit  English 
salt  into  the  Madras  Presidency  on  the 
same  terms  as  it  had  been  introduced 
into  Calcutta  ? 

Lord  GEOBGE  HAMILTON:  Sir, 
Sir  John  Strachey's  argument  was  to 
the  effect  that,  in  dealing  with  the  salt 
duties,  we  ouffht  to  endeavour  to  g^ve  to 
India  a  supply  of  salt  at  the  cheapest 
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rate  consistent  with  financial 
He  also  analyzed  at  some  length  the 
different  systems  under  which  salt  was 
taxed  in  the  different  parts  of  India, 
and  the  various  sources  of  supply.  In 
Bengal,  where  Native  manufacture  of 
salt  was  not  easy,  the  salt  consumed  was 
almost  exclusively  English,  upon  which 
an  import  duty  was  levied  of  dr.  4a.  per 
mauna.  On  the  other  hand,  in  Madras 
and  Bombay,  the  manufacture  of  salt 
from  the  sea  by  Native  ag^cy  ia  cheap 
and  easy,  and  a  duty  is  levied  of  Ir.  13a. 
per  maund.  Unless  English  salt  can 
compete  in  cheapness  with  the  sah 
manufactured  in  Madras,  no  reduction 
or  alteration  in  the  duties  will  secure  its 
use  in  that  Presidency.  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  recently  directed  an  inquiiy 
into  the  whole  question  of  salt  duties, 
and  more  especially  with  regard  to  the 
Madras  system. 

PLUMSTEAD    CX)MMON  —  LEGAL  PRO- 
CEEDINGS.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  booed  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  War  Department,  Whether 
the  recent  arrest  of  two  persons  named 
Cowing  and  Deadman,  at  the  suit  of  the 
War  Department  (or  the  Crown),  de- 
cided by  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  to  have  been  effected  on 
illegal  process,  was  sanctioned  by  Her 
Majesty  s  Oovemment;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  is  prepared  to  make  adequate 
compensation  to  the  persons  arrested  in 
respect  of  their  illegal  imprisonment  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEE,  in  reply,  said,  the  matt^  wu 
one  in  which  no  directions  were  given 
by  the  Treasury  or  by  any  other  De- 

Eartment  of  the  Gbvemment.  What 
ad  been  done  occuired  in  the  ordinaiy 
course  of  business.  He  understood  thst 
the  case  was  something  of  this  kind— 
An  action  was  brought  ag^ainst  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State,  or 
against  the  Crown,  by  certain  persons  in 
regard  to  the  use  of  Plumstead  Common. 
The  action  was  tried,  and  the  Court  de- 
cided in  favour  of  the  Crown,  leaving 
the  plaintiffs  to  pay  the  costs.  Wh^ 
the  costs  were  applied  for,  the  plaintifis 
either  had  no  property,  or  had  conveyed 
away  what  property  they  had.  In  these 
circumstances  the  Solicitor  to  the  Trea- 
sury, pursuing  what  he  considered  to  be 
the  usual  course,  took  steps  for  the 
arrest  of  these  persons.    He  was  not 
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infonned  of  this  till  some  days  after- 
wards, but  on  hearing  of  it,  and  in  con- 
sultation with  his  right  hon.  Friends  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, orders  were  g^ven  for  the  dis- 
charge of  these  persons.  Subsequently, 
he  believed,  a  plea  was  made  in  their 
behalf  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  and, 
as  the  Oovemment  made  no  appearance 
in  the  case  beyond  stating  that  they  had 
been  discharged,  a  decision  was  g^ven 
in  their  favour.  He  had  called  on  the 
Solicitor  to  the  Treasury  to  make  a  full 
Heport  on  the  subject,  and  when  it  was 
received  he  should  be  better  able  to 
judge  of  the  proper  course  to  be  pur- 
sued. 

THE  FIJI  ISLANDS— LABOUB  TRAFFIC. 

QX7ESTI0N. 

Mb.  EERINGTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  any  regulations  have  been 
adopted  to  control  the  labour  traffic  be- 
tween the  Islands  of  the  Pacific  and  the 
Colony  of  Fiji,  as  well  as  the  internal 
traffic  in  natives  of  Fiji  between  the 
various  Islands  of  the  Fiji  group ;  if  so, 
whether  he  would  lay  upon  the  Table 
Copies  of  such  regulations ;  and,  whether 
the  proposed  change  of  the  seat  of  Go- 
vernment of  the  Colony  of  Fiji  from 
Levuka  to  Suva  has  as  yet  been  carried 
out? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE:  Sir,  an  Ordi- 
nance regulating  the  labour  traffic  in 
the  islands  of  the  Pacific  has  been  re- 
cently approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  two  others  are  now  under 
consideration.  There  will  be  no  objec- 
tion to  lay  any  or  all  of  these  Ordinances 
npon  the  Table  when  complete ;  but  it 
will  be  desirable  to  defer  doing  so  imtil 
they  assume  their  final  shape.  As  re- 
gards the  change  of  capital,  it  was  noti- 
fied to  the  (Jovemorof  Fiji  by  telegraph 
on  the  26th  of  March  that  Her  Majesty 
had  selected  Suva  as  the  future  capital 
of  the  Colony.  It  is,  therefore,  pro- 
bable that  steps  will  by  this  time  have 
been  taken  to  carry  out  that  decision. 

ARMY  PROMOTION  AND  RETIREMENT 
—THE  WARRANT.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  MTJBE  said,  he  wished  to 
give  Notice  that  on  Thursday  next  he 
would  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  tibe  Exche- 


quer, Whether,  many  months  ago,  the 
drafb  Warrant  for  Army  Promotion  and 
Ketirement  has  not  been  submitted  to 
the  Treasury;  whether  there  had  not 
been  great  delay  in  bring^g  it  before 
the  House  of  Commons;  and,  whether 
there  was  any  probability  of  its  being 
laid  upon  the  Table  at  an  early  date  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
CinEE:  Sir,  I  think  I  can  answer  the 
Question  generally  at  once.  It  is  true 
that  the  draft  Warrant  was  sent  in  to 
the  Treasury  some  considerable  time 
ago,  and  that  it  has  been  under  the 
carefid  consideration  of  the  Treasury ; 
but  it  is  a  matter  that  involves  a  good 
deal  of  expense,  not  so  much  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  perhaps  as  in  future  years, 
and,  therefore,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Treasury  very  carefully  to  examine  the 
proposals,  but  we  have  been  examining 
them  without  any  unnecessary  delay, 
and  we  hope  before  very  long  to  come 
to  an  agreement  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  in  time  for  the  Warrant  to 
be  laid  before  Parliament  before  the 
close  of  the  Session. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

ORDERS    OF    TEE    BAT. 

ARMY— MOUNTED  RIFLEMEN. 
OBSEBVATIONS. 

Mb.  CAEPENTER^GAENIER  rose 
to  call  attention  to  the  subject  of 
Mounted  Eiflemen  in  general,  and  to 
the  system  of  drill  and  tactics  carried 
out  by  Lieutenant  Colonel  Bower  in 
the  Hampshire  Mounted  Eifle  Volun- 
teers in  particular.  The  system  was 
one  which  ought  to  be  more  generally 
adopted  as  an  active  method  of  warfare. 
For  the  importance  of  such  troops,  he 
would  quote  the  statement  of  Colonel 
Hamley — that  their  functions  were  very 
numerous  and  various,  and  great  atten- 
tion had  been  paid  to  their  use  during 
the  American  War ;  and  the  author  of 
the  Recent  Changee  in  the  Art  of  War  had 
described  the  value  of  mounted  infantry 
such   as  the  original  dragoons.     The 
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oorps  to  whieh  lie  desired  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  had  been  formed 
in  1869  or  I860,  with  the  idea  of  utilizing 
the  capabilities  of  ffood  ''  cross-country  ^ 
riders,  and  it  consisted  at  first  of  40  or 
50  men.  Colonel  Bower  had  thought 
that  the  system  he  had  known  in  India 
miffht  be  serviceable  in  this  country, 
and  he  had  introduced  a  new  method  of 
carrying  the  long  rifle  on  horseback,  and 
a  new  system  of  skirmishing  which  was 
peculiarly  appropriate.  The  objects  and 
use  of  the  corps  had  been  fully  explained 
in  a  published  letter  which  many  hon. 
Members,  probably,  had  seen,  and,  in 
particular,  the  advantages  of  the  Martini- 
Henry  oyer  the  short  carbine  had  been 
described  in  it.  The  peculiarity  of  the 
Force  was  his  excuse  for  occupying  the 
time  of  the  House.  The  corps,  although 
established  on  such  a  small  scale,  was, 
in  fact,  a  model  in  miniature  which  would 
probably  be  copied  by  other  regiments, 
as  it  had  been  warmly  praised  oy  mili- 
tary critics.  It  was  well  adapted  for  skir- 
mishing and  celerity  of  manceuyre,  and 
its  ridinp^  and  shooting  contests  had  been 
the  origm  of  the  very  popular  prize  at 
Wimbledon,  known  as  uie  "  Loyd-Iind- 
say  Prize."  Haying  cited  the  authority 
of  the  late  Sir  Hope  Grant,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Brighton  (General 
ohute),  and  others,  as  to  the  utility  of 
such  a  force,  the  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
ceeded to  contend  that  Oavalry,  if  armed 
with  long-range  rifles,  mieht  not  only  be 
able  to  act  efficiently  as  skirmishers,  but 
might  even  turn  the  tables  on  Infantry, 
because  they  would  have  the  advantage 
over  Infantry  of  the  choice  of  position 
and  cover.  The  history  of  Colonel  Bower's 
drill-book  was  very  curious.  In  1869  it 
was  sent  to  the  War  Office,  where  it  was 
twice  lost;  and  at  length,  in  1 875,  Colonel 
Bower  was  politely  iiuormed  that  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  bring  the  book  out  at  the  public  ex- 
pense. Meantime,  it  could  not  but  be 
flattering  to  his  gallant  friend.  Colonel 
Bower,  to  find  that  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  system  which  he  invented  nad 
been  adopted  by  the  regular  Cavahy, 
and  that  circumstance  alone  should  have 
saved  him  ^m  the  rebuff  he  had  re- 
ceived at  the  hands  of  the  War  Office. 
It  certainly  was  not  Colonel  Bower's 
wish  to  again  take  the  command  of  the 
corps  to  which  he  belonged ;  for  he  had 
merely  yielded  to  the  request  of  the  men 
whom  he  commanded  when  he  withdrew 
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his  resignation  and  asked  to  be  re- 
instated in  his  position.  There  were  only 
two  such  mounted  corps  in  England  and 
two  in  Scotland,  and  he  ventured  to  aak 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  whether 
he  agreed  in  the  proposition  that  a 
mounted  rifle  Force  was  valuable  at  the 
present  day ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  in- 
tended to  take  any  steps  for  providing 
such  a  Force  for  the  defence  of  the  oonn- 
try,  whether  in  connection  with  the 
Begular  Army  or  otherwise  ? 

Genesal  SHUTE  said,  that  the  oom 
referred  to  was  a  special,  and,  he  mi^ 
say,  a  model  corps.     He  did  not  think 
we  had  anything  to  learn  from  America. 
The    reason   they    em^oyed    momtted 
rifles  in  the  American  War  was  because 
they  had  no  Cavalry  and  could  not  fona 
any.    But  he   quite    agreed  with    his 
hon.  Friend  as  to  the  value  of  hunting' 
men  for  such  a  corps.    There  oould  be 
no  good  outpost  officer  who  was  not  al«> 
a  good  man  across  country,  because  ia 
England  our  strict  law  of  trespass  pre- 
vented Cavalry  officers  acquiring  the  ne- 
cessary eye  to  country,  except  in  the 
hunting  field.      The  idea   ox   Colonel 
Bower  was,  that  in  every   county  of 
England  we  had  a  number  of  gentle- 
men   who    oould   cross    countiy,    who 
were  good  shots,  and  who   might  be 
utilized  with  great  advantage.     With 
regard  to  Colonel  Bower's  corps,   he 
thought  it  was  of  the  greatest  possible 
moment   to   utilize  all  classes  of  our 
population  for  military  purposes.  In  the 
Yeomanry,  there  were  men  who  would 
not  be  procured  for  military  service,  ex- 
cepting in  such  a  Force ;  and  in  Cokmel 
Bowers  corps  there  were  good  sportsmen 
and  good  men  to  hounds,  all  mounted  on 
horses  fiEur  superior  to  anything  you  could 

f)t  elsewhere,  who  would  not  join  the 
eomaniy.  There  were  many  occasioni 
on  which  such  a  Force  would  be  extremely 
valuable,  and  at  the  recent  Mancravres 
Colonel  Bower  had  rendered  him  (Oe- 
neral  Shute)  excellent  service.  He  moit 
say  he  was  rather  disappointed  at  the  res- 
son  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cret^ of  State  for  War  mve  the  other 
evening  for  not  employing  Colonel  Bower 
in  consequence  of  his  age,  which  was  67. 
He  thought  age  was  one  of  the  very 
worst  teste.  Some  men  were  older  at  35 
than  others  at  65.  Colonel  Bowel's 
chief  complaint,  as  stated  in  an  oflUuI 
letter,  a  copy  of  which  he  now  hM  in 
his  hand,  was  that  officers  had  fbequentl; 
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htmoL  tent  to  inraeot  him  who  could  not 
fbUow  him  and  ms  corps  aoroas  the  coun- 
trf.  He  thought  when  they  got  rid  of  an 
offiear  becauBe  he  was  67  years  of  age, 
they  ought  certainly  to  get  rid  of  those 
who  ooud  not  follow  him,  or  his  corps 
seroM  the  country.  He  hoped  his  right 
hoa.  Friend  would  think  the  matter  over 
agnn,  for  Colonel  Bower's  serrices  had 
b«en  moat  valuable.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  the  system  would  ever  be 
the  least  raluable  as  regarded  the  regular 
CaTalzy,  but  it  would  be  most  valuable 
M  regarded  small  corps,  as  one  such 
might  in  emerffenoy  be  raised  in  each 
one  of  our  huntmg  counties  composed  of 
the  sons  of  noblemen,  and  country  g^- 
t]flmen  on  their  own  good  hunters. 

Sia    HENEY    HAVELOOK    consi- 
d«red    that    here,    as    in    many  other 
mattm,  the  Volunteer  Force  were  far 
ahead  of  the  military  authorities.    He 
regretted  that  it  too  often  happened  that 
the  daima  of  men  like  Colonel  Bower 
were  orerlooked  through  jealousy  and 
other  unworthy  motives.     He  supposed 
there  had  been  some  technical  reason 
which  prevented  Colonel  Bower  being 
oQutinued  in  command ;  but  this  he  must 
ny,  that  his  services  had  been  most 
Talnable  to  the  Volunteers  of  the  coun- 
try.   If  ever  there  was  a  case  which 
edled  for    exceptional  treatment,  this 
was  one,  and  he  therefore  trusted  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
fur  War  would  so  regfurd  it.    The  Force 
had  been  in  existence  since  1859,  and 
had  been  framed  after  a  model  which 
hsd  been  originated  during  the  Indian 
Mutiny.    Gh^at  advantage  would  be  de- 
rired  from  arming  the    Cavalry  wi^ 
loag-range  rifles,  mstead  of  rifled  car- 
buuM.    The  Americans  during  the  Civil 
War  had  discovered  that  Cavalry  un- 
armed with  long-range  rifles  were  liable 
to  be  driven  out  of  the  field  before  In- 
fantry, and GbneralSherman  had  adopted 
the  mancDOvre  with  remarkable  results, 
la  Bossia  the  principle  had  also  been 
recognised  and  mtroduced,  and  the  ad- 
▼sstage  of  it  had  been  already  felt  during 
the  present  war  on  the  Danube.    The 
tapiurs  of  the  bridge  at  Ibraila  was 
tttire^  due  to  the  use  of  a  force  of 
^^isssnis  armed  with  long-range  rifles. 
Oor  military  authorites  hidpartlv  adop- 
ted the  principle,  but  they  had  left  out 
the  mosl  e«ential  nart  of  it    He  hoped 
ths  right  hon.  GenUeman  would  oarendly 
look  into  the 
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AEMT— MILriTA   SURGEONS  —  ROYAL 
WARRANT,  1870.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Me.  LYON  PLAYFAIR,  in  rising 
to  draw  attention  to  the  position  of  the 
Militia  Surgeons  under  the  Eoyal  War- 
rant and  Instructions  of  July  1870, 
said:  Sir,  in  drawing  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  resmts  of  recent  Army 
reforms  on  the  Militia  surgeons,  a  few 
remarks  will  be  sufficient.  Formerly 
they  held  their  position  under  various 
Acts  which  regulated  their  duties,  al- 
lowances, and  pensions.  Their  mere 
regimental  pay  during  training  was  the 
leMt  part  or  their  remuneration.  They 
had  to  inspect  recruits  both  for  the  Line 
and  Militia,  they  attended  on  the  Staff, 
and  examined  ike  pensioners  both  for 
the  Army  and  Admiralty.  Of  course,  it 
was  only  in  certain  localities  that  Militia 
surgeons  had  all  these  additional  duties 
imposed  upon  them,  and  their  pay  varied 
according  to  the  extent  of  their  public 
duties.  Amon^  the  Militia  surgeons 
were  a  few  earning  £300  a-year ;  there 
were  12  earning  between  £250  and 
£300;  50  earned  between  £200  and 
£250;  and  most  of  the  remainder  re« 
ceived  annual  sums  from  £100  to  £200. 
When  the  new  military  reform,  which 
established  Depot  Centres,  came  into 
operation,  many  of  the  duties  performed 
by  Militia  surgeons  were  transferred  to 
Armj  surgeons.  The  effect  of  these 
changes  was,  however,  to  be  partly 
compensated  by  the  improved  pay.  The 
pay  during  training  haid  been  gradually 
raised  to  17».  Sd.  a-day,  and  by  the  new 
Warrant  it  was  made  £1  a-day.  During 
the  period  of  27  days'  training,  the  pay 
was  thus  augmented  by  £3  Is.  6d.  a- 
year ;  but  the  loss  of  pay,  owing  to  the 
transference  of  duties,  was  ^m  £200 
to  £250  a-year.  It  is  not  an  arithmeti- 
cal puzzle  to  see  that  a  gain  of,  say, 
£4  a-year  is  no  compensation  for  a  loss 
of  £200  a-year.  The  Militia  surgeons 
had  their  duties  taken  away  from  them, 
not  at  their  own  desire,  though  it  may 
have  been,  and  probably  was,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Public  Service  that  this 
change  should  be  made.  But  it  is  a 
common  rule  of  equity  that  if  private 
interests  are  to  be  sacrificed  for  public 
eood,  compensation  should  be  given. 
It  was  deemed  expedient  to  get  rid  of 
Militia  adjutants;  but  those  who  re« 
signed  were  pensioned.  In  the  Oiril 
SOTvice  it  is  the  same.     We  do  not 
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reduce  even  derkshipB  in  a  Department 
without  some  compensation  to  the 
holder.  This  was  so  obviously  just, 
that  Lord  Cardwell  promised  in  April 
and  June  of  1872  full  consideration  for 
instances  of  individual  hardship;  and 
on  the  6th  July,  1874,  and  on  me  2nd 
June,  1875,  the  present  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  Hardy)  again  pro- 
mised to  consider  each  case  according  to 
its  merits.  This  was  a  just  promise. 
Some  of  the  regiments  are  not  affected 
by  the  new  Begulations  ^m  not  being 
near  a  Brigade  Depot ;  and  when  they 
are,  the  cases  of  hardships  vary  so  much 
that  they  could  not  be  dealt  with  en  hloe, 
and  therefore  individual  examination 
was  right  and  proper.  The  Militia 
surgeons,  relying  on  those  promises, 
have  sent  in  their  cases  to  the  War 
Office ;  but  every  one  has  been  refused 
any  redress  or  compensation.  At  a 
deputation  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  on  the  23rd  April,  he  absolutely 
refused  consideration  to  the  Militia 
surgeons'  case ;  first,  because  he  had  no 
power  to  deal  with  it ;  and  second,  be- 
cause they  asked  pay  for  duties  which 
they  were  not  performing.  But  it  was 
not  their  fault  that  they  were  not  per- 
forming these  duties.  They  were  both 
able  and  willing  to  do  so.  Now,  their 
grievance  Hes  in  this— the  MiUtia  sur- 
geons could  not  combine  their  mihtary 
duties  with  an  efficient  attention  to  prac- 
tice. They  were  liable  under  the  old 
Acts  to  serve  where  their  regiments  were 
embodied,  and  they  were  embodied  both 
in  the  Crimean  War  and  Indian  Mutiny. 
Under  their  old  rules  they  might  and 
were  frequently  absent  from  private 
practice ;  out  they  were  fairly  paid  for 
their  public  duties  and  were  satisfied  to 
perform  them.  But  now  the  case  is  en- 
tirely different.  Instead  of  emoluments 
of  from  £200  to  £300  a-year,  you  ask 
them  to  act  for  27  days  at  £1  a-day. 
This  amount  would  scarcely  suffice  to 
pay  an  assistant  while  they  were  en- 
gaged in  military  duty.  To  old  men 
who  have  sacrificed  private  practice  for 
Militia  duly,  it  is  absolute  ruin  to  be 
suddenly  deprived  of  their  former  duties 
and  emoluments  without  compensation. 
The  State  cannot  have  contemplated 
this  when  it  made  the  changes.  I  pre« 
Bume  and  admit  that  the  changes  are 
right,  but  I  ask  that,  as  in  aU  similar 
cases,  public  interests  should  not  be  pro- 
cured by  the  sacrifice  of  private  interests, 


but  that  these  should  receive  a  &ir  eom- 
pensation  for  the  injury  inflicted. 

Eabl  FEBCY  rejoiced  that  the  sub- 
ject had  been  brought  before  the  House, 
and  expressed  a  hope  that,  if  necessary, 
the  rirat  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (ib, 
Lyon  rla^dPair)  would  press  the  questioa 
to  a  division.  He  was  certain  tiiat  the 
Militia  surgeons  had  lost  by  the  changes 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se* 
cretary  of  State  for  War  had  introdnoed, 
by  which  the  responsibility  of  paasiog 
recruits  and  other  duties  had  been  taken 
from  them.  He  was  also  certain  that  it 
had  been  a  detriment  to  the  Force  to 
appoint  a  man  a  Militia  surgeon  only 
during  the  time  when  the  reg^ent  was 
in  training.  He  should  support  the  ap- 
peal that  had  been  made  for  compensa- 
tion to  this  class  of  deserving  officers. 

OoLONEL  MUBE  thought  it  most  im- 
portant that  all  recruits,  whether  for  the 
Militia  or  the  Army,  should  be  examined 
by  surgeons  of  the  Eegular  Army ;  tor 
no  man  with  civilian  practice  had  had 
sufficient  experience  in  passing  men  ht 
either  Service,  but  that  he  mi^it  be  de- 
ceived. The  Militia  surgeons  were  vesy 
excellent  men ;  but,  in  very  many  cases, 
they  wanted  the  experience  of  tiie  sur- 
geons of  the  Eegular  Army.  With 
regard  to  recruiting  that  was  essentially 
necessary.  The  Eegpilar  Army  surgeon 
was  the  man  best  suited  to  pass  men 
into  the  Army. 

Sm  EDWAED  COLEBEOOKE  said, 
he  would  not  attempt  to  discuss  the 
expediency  of  the  changes  which  had 
been  made;  but  the  question  brou^ 
forward  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr* 
Lyon  Flayfair)  was,  whether,  in  canying 
out  the  present  scheme,  they  were  not 
dealing  narshly  with  Militia  surgeons 
who  had  entered  the  Service  prior  to 
those  changes.  In  his  opinion  ihev  ware 
dealing  harshly,  for  the  old  Militia  sur- 
geons could  not  fall  back  on  any  private 
practice.  The  question  for  the  House 
was  whether,  an;er  a  certain  amount  of 
service,  a  Militia  surg^n  could  obtain 
some  compensation,  and  whether  it  wai 
to  be  g^ven  by  the  State  or  by  an  excep- 
tional grant  in  each  case ;  his  own  feel- 
ing was  in  favour  of  the  latter  sume- 
tion.  At  aU  events,  this  was  a  subject 
which  fJEurly  deserved  oonsideration. 

Mb.  OKILDEES  said,  that  it  was 
hardly  fair  for  the  House  to  diacuas  then 
the  Kegulation  made  in  1B73.  He 
believed  it  would  be  very  desirable  to 
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Tfif^rt  to  the  fonner  system  of  tbe  eza- 
minadon  of  recruits  for  the  Militia  by 
ICilitli  surgeons,  especially  in  agricul- 
tnral  difftricts.  He  trusted  that  in  future 
«r«iy  case  would  be  dealt  with  on  its 
own  merits;  for  in  the  case  of  old  Militia 
•omons  there  were  undoubtedly  great 
hiraships,  while  with  the  youneerlmlitia 
SQigeons  there  was  no  hard^ip  at  all. 
Treated  in  that  way  a  very  moderate 
torn  of  money  would  be  required  to  give 
satisfaction  to  these  gentlemen.  Some 
of  the  older  men  had  been  depnTed  of 
three-fourths  of  their  pay,  and  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Hardy)  would  comply  with  the  request 
of  his  right  hon.   Friend    (Mr.    Lyon 

Hayfair).     

Ma.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  this 
was  a  simple  question  of  justice.  A  new 
lyitem  had  been  inaugurated,  in  effect- 
ing which  he  considered  that  the  claims 
of  these  Militia  surgeons,  many  of  whom 
liad  been  long  in  &e  Seryice,  had  not 
been  justly  or  equitably  considered. 
The  Efooae  of  Commons  ought  not  to  be 
«tisfied  with  anything  less  than  a  pro- 
mise from  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
that  he  would  endeavour  to  obtain  from 
the  Treasury  proper  compensation  for 
those  officers.  Should  he  do  so,  no  doubt 
he  would  succeed.  Compensation  was 
always  giren  in  cases  of  interference 
vith  legal  officers,  and  there  was  no 
rsason  why  it  should  not  be  given  in 
this  case. 

AEMT--MEDICAL   DEPABTMENT. 

OBSBBVATIOirS. 

Da»  LUSH  rose  to  call  attention  to 
the  condition  of  the  Medical  Department 
ci  the  Army,  many  of  whose  members, 
he  urged,  were  dissatisfied  with  the 
preeent  Begulations.  A  few  years  aeo 
the  same  complaint  arose  from  the  Me- 
dical department  of  the  Sister  Service, 
where  there  was  a  chronic  state  of  dis- 
oontent.  But  the  Naval  authorities  put 
their  shoulders  to  the  wheel,  and  now 
they  never  heard  one  word  of  open  dis- 
content amongst  the  Naval  surgeons. 
Under  our  new  system  of  military  tac- 
tSos,  it  was  necessary  to  move  large 
bodies  of  troops  with  celerity,  and  it 
was  only  by  the  skilled  and  anxious  su- 
pervision 01  the  Army  Medical  depart- 
Bttt  that  they  could  be  kept  in  fighting 
hsakh,  whether  on  rapid  marches,  or  in 
the  trendies.    The  number  of  officers  in 
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that  department   had  been    gradually 
diminishing  since  the  year    1869.     In 
1871-2,  when  the  effective  strength  of 
the  Army  was  132,000,  there  were  613 
medical  officers.    In  1877-8,  when  the 
nxmierical  strength  of  the  British  Army 
was  131,000  of  all  ranks,  the  number  of 
medical  officers  had  fallen  to  531.    In 
1868-9,   in    the  whole  of   the  British 
Army,  there  were  43  administrative  and 
1,039    executive    medical  officers.     In 
1877  the  administrative  medical  officers 
were  42  and  the  executive  870.    That 
he  reg^arded  as  very  unsatisfactory.    If 
the  British  Army  was  to  be  maintained 
in    efficiency,  tne  Medical  department 
ought  not  to  bear  such  a  reduction  as 
that  which  had  taken  place.    The  regu- 
lations with  respect  to  the  Veterinary 
department  were  also,  he   understood, 
in  an  unsatisfactory  state.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Hardy) 
had  expressed  his  surprise  that  at  a 
time  when  a  number  of  medical  appoint- 
ments were  to  be  g^ven  away,  compa- 
ratively few  candidates  applied  for  them, 
and  said  it  seemed  to  mm  to  be  dis- 
couraging.   The  dear    inference  from 
that  was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had   not  made  the  inducements  suffi- 
ciently attractive  for   medical  men  to 
enter  the  Services.    It  might   be  said 
that  the  grievances  complained  of  were 
not  of  a  serious  character,  but  some  of 
them  were  of  a  serious  character,  and 
they   all  tended  to  render  the  Service 
generally    less  popular  than  it  might 
otherwise  be.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
issued  a  Circular  last  year  in  which  he 
did  endeavour  somewhat  to  remedy  the 
evils  complained  of  with  respect  to  pro- 
motion and  retirement,  by  paying    off 
those  gentlemen  who  were  not  efficient, 
thus  retaining  the  best  men  in  the  Ser- 
vice ;  and  if  the  effort  had  proved  suc- 
cessful, some  of  the  complaints  might 
have   been  removed;   but  it  appeared 
that  it  had  not  been  successful,  being 
only  a  limited  and  partial  remedy,  ana 
that  the  complaints  of  those  who  were 
in    the  Service  were  such  as  to  deter 
men  from  entering  it.    In  Ireland  the 
examining  and  teaching  authorities  had 
in    consequence   expressly  discouraged 
their  pupils  from  entering  the  Army 
Medical  Service.    Now,  that  was  a  very 
serious  thing.    It  might  be  said  also 
that  the  grievances  in  question  were  of 
a  sentimental  rather  than  of  a  practical 
nature ;  but  even  so  far  as  they  might 
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be  called  sentunental,  they  were  not  of 
a  character  to  be  oyerlooked,  and  some 
of  them  were  really  practical  grievances. 
One  thing  of  which  they  complained  was 
the  shifting  and  arbitrary  character 
of  their  appointments,  which  placed 
them  in  a  much  less  favourable  position 
in  many  respects  as  compared  with 
combatant  officers  of  the  Army.  They 
were  frequently  shifted  from  one  regi- 
ment to  another,  had  to  purchase  horses 
for  short  service,  and  suffered  losses  for 
which  they  received  no  compensation. 
Another  ground  of  complaint  had  re- 
ference to  the  matter  of  leave.  They 
were  not  in  the  same  favourable  position 
with  respect  to  leave  as  the  combatant 
officers,  who,  under  the  Eegulations, 
could  obtain  61  days'  leave  of  absence 
unconditionally,  whereas  medical  officers 
had  to  pay  for  substitutes  during  their 
absence.  They  were  at  a  great  disad- 
vantage also  with  regard  to  position 
when  compared  with  the  combatant  offi- 
cers, the  medical  officer  becoming  junior 
in  the  rank  to  which  he  belonged.  These 
things  tended  to  produce  an  uncomfort- 
able feeling  among  the  medical  officers 
in  the  Army.  Then  there  was  a  more 
important  matter  with  regard  to  the 
rignt  of  exchange.  The  War  Office, 
it  had  been  said,  proceeded  in  that  mat- 
ter upon  the  principle  of  dealing  with 
each  case  on  its  merits  as  it  arose,  but 
the  system  did  not  appear  to  work  well. 
One  disadvantage  in  regard  to  exchanges 
was  that  whereas  the  combatant  officer 
after  three  years'  residence  in  England 
on  leave  from  India  was  readily  granted 
an  exchange  on  applying  for  it,  the  me- 
dical officer's  application  was  refused, 
and  after  his  three  years  in  England  he 
was  sent  back  to  India  peremptorily. 
That  was  a  matter  which  affected  the 
Army  medical  officers  seriously;  and 
there  was  nothing  in  their  position  which 
appeared  to  justify  such  a  distinction, 
as  compared  with  the  case  of  the  comba- 
tant officers.  Another  complaint  on  the 
part  of  the  medical  officer  was  that,  by 
the  rules  of  the  Service,  whatever  outfit 
he  might  have,  he  was  compelled,  when 
attached  to  any  branch  of  the  Service, 
to  purchase  at  his  own  expense  a  case 
of  instruments  he  did  not  want.  That 
was  not,  perhaps,  a  great  grievance  in 
itself,  but  it  added  one  more  straw  to 
the  weight  which  pressed  on  the  medical 
officers  of  the  Anny.  Instances  could 
easily  be  cited  to  show  that  there  was  a 
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good  deal  of  oppressive  injustioe  in  the 
way  in  which  they  were  d^t  with,  sad 
a  good  deal  of  indifference  as  to  their 
claims  which  ouffht  not  to  exist.      With 
regard  to  one  of  their  grounds  of  ocna- 
plaint,  the  case  might  be  mentioned  of  a 
surgeon-major  who    entered    38  years 
affo  into  the  old  Ordnance  departmeot 
who  was  a  man  of  eminent  ability  aad 
might  have    risen  to  some  important 
position  in  his    own  department,  but 
who,  although  he  had  served  in  the 
Crimea  and  elsewhere  abroad,  was  ex- 
cluded from  promotion  by  the  arbitmy 
rule  which  prevented  a  man  joining  the 
Ordnance  department  rising  above  the 
rank  of  surgeon-major,  umess  he  had 
served  for  a  certain  time  in  India.     The 
same  feeling  of  ii^ustice  existed  amoog 
the  Army  medical  officers  in  India  as 
prevailed  amongst  those  at  home ;  and 
the  effect  generculy  of  the  administration 
of  the  War  Office  with  respect  to  that 
Service  was  prejudicial  and  injurions. 
There  was  a  feeling  amongst  the  officers 
of  that  Service  that  their  claims  did  not 
meet  with  the  recognition  and  attentiim 
which  they  had  a  right  to  assome  was 
due  to  them.    If  that  was  the  opinion 
of  the  House,  he  trusted  they  would 
support  him  on  behalf  of   thoae  men 
who  were  members  of  an  hononrabla 
Profession,  and  who  were  always  ready 
to  ao  their  duty,  even  in  spite  of  this 
systematic  withholding  and  invasion  of 
their  rights  by  the  War  Office.      The 
importance  of  the  Medical  Staff  of  the 
Amy  was  such  that  no  statesman  or 
patriot    could    wisely    overlook    their 
claims.    There  might  be  occasions  when 
the  want  of  a  thorough  Medical  Staff 
would  convert  what  miffht  otherwise  be 
success  into  irremediable  disaster.    An- 
other matter  of  which  these  officers  had 
reason  to  complain  was  the  niggardly 
way  in  which  honours,  sudi  aa  were 
conferred  on  combatant  men  for  distin- 
guished  services,  were  distributed   to 
them.    And  in,  that,  as  in  other  matters, 
he  trusted  that  their  claims  would  re- 
ceive proper  recognition. 

Colonel  NOETH  remtt^d  that  there 
was  now  great  difficmty  in  obtaining 
candidates  for  the  vacancies  in  the  Army 
Medical  department,  which  yonng  me- 
dical men  were  solicited  to  enter.  In 
the  last  Army  Appropriation  Aooonnt 
some  observations  were  made  by  the 
Auditor  Oeneral  which  showed  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  our  Army  Medical  de- 
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parftment.    They  first  showed  that  the 
number  of  medioal  officers  was  below 
the  efficient  strength ;  and  next,  that 
owing  to  the  falling  off  in  theniimber  of 
those  offioers,  the  employment  of  private 
medioal  practitioners  became  necessary. 
The  Betanis  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
tcx>  stated  that,  though  the  number  of 
t]ie  Army  had  been  increased,  the  num- 
ber of  medioal  officers  had  from  time  to 
time  been    reduced.     They  were  now 
afanost  on  the  brink  of  war.    It  was 
impoesible  to  know  whether  we  might 
not  be  sending  troops  abroad  in  the 
wane  of  a  yery  few  weeks,  and  he  asked 
was  that  a  time  to  have  the  medical 
Staff  below  its  full  strength  ?   Surely,  it 
vasnot.     He  moved  for  Betums,  and 
lie  found  that  the  whole  medical  system 
ef  the  Army  had  been  changed.    It  was 
of  the  greatest  consequence  to  the  men 
that  they  should  have  their  regimental 
medical  officers,  who  were  known   to 
them,  and  in  whom  they  had  confidence, 
to  attend  to  them.    In  private  life  men 
did  not  change  their  meoical  men,  whom 
fliey  knew,  and  in  whom  they  had  confi- 
dence every  week,  and  yet  instead  of 
having  medical  officers  attached  to  regi- 
ments as  of  old,  they  were  subject  to  be 
changed  under  the  new  system     Only 
die  other  day  he  heard  of  a  medical 
officer  being  attached  to  a  regiment  for 
a  particular  march.    He  had  read,  too, 
m  a  newspaper  of  a  medical  officer  being 
placed  in  charge  of  a  regiment  for  the 
voyage  to  the  Cape,  where  he  handed 
over  his  charge  and  returned  home.    He 
theaght  it  a  serious  thing  that  medical 
officers  going  out  on  these  responsible 
duties  in  charge  of  troops,  perhaps,  with 
serious  cases  under  treatment — cases  in 
which  they  miffht  feel  deep  interest — 
should,  on  amval  at  their  destination, 
find  that  their  duties  ceased,  and  that 
tiiey  would  have  to  transfer  their  pa- 
tients to  other  medical  men.     A  case 
had  come  to  his  knowledge  of  an  officer 
in  Ireland  having  been  attended  in  an 
illness  by  five  different  medical  officers, 
and  at  last  employing  a  civil  medical 
man.    In  his  day  no  men  used  to  bo 
more  welcomed  than  the  medical  officers 
of  a  regiment.    They  were  the  private 
friends  of  many  of  the  officers,  and  the 
firiend  of  every  man  in  the  regiment,  and 
were  always  treated  with  respect  and 
attention.    At  present,  however,  there 
were  no  medioal  officers  who  did  not  find 
&nlt  with  the  present  treatment  of  that 


department  by  the  War  Office.    He  had 
heard  a  remark  made   in   1856,    that 
**the  reputation  of  the  Army  was  at 
stake,  and  in  any  change  they  ought  to 
have  what  would  command  the  assent 
of  the  great  body  of  the  Profession." 
Now  this  had  not  the  assent  of  the  great 
body  of  the  Profession,  and  they  must 
all  feel  that  the  Medical  Service  was 
one  which  ought  to  be  in  the  best  pos- 
sible condition  of  order. 
.  Me.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  said,  it 
would  almost  seem  from  the  speeches 
which  had  been  made,  that  previous  to 
the  time  when  the  recent  changes  had 
been  made  in  the  Medical  department, 
there  had  been  no  grievances,  and  that 
there  had  been  no  demand  for  changes. 
His  Predecessors,  however,  could  have 
told  a  very  different  story.     So  far  from 
that  being  the  case,  from  the  year  1858, 
when  the  Warrant  was  issued,  on  which 
they  relied,  medical  officers  continually 
askbd  more  and   more,   until  in  1873 
another    Warrant  was    issued..     They 
came  to  him  in  1874  and  presented  their 
grievances,  everyone  of  which  had  been 
met,  and  yet  that  evening  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, for  Salisbury  (Dr.  Lush)  had  put 
forth  new  grievances,   some  of  which 
seemed  to  him  to  be  wholly  unworthy  of 
a  great  Profession.     His  (Mr.  Oathome 
Hardy's)  great  desire  had  been  to  put 
the  Medical  department  of  the  Army  on 
a  footing  satisfactory  to  themselves ;  but 
in  this,  as  in  every  other  Service,  there 
always  would  be  discontents.    The  agi- 
tation in  this  case  might  be  traced  to  one 
or  two  individuals.    There  had  been  a 
surgeon-major  or  surgeon  in  London  who 
had,  he  believed,  spent  his  whole  time 
in  dissuading  young  men  from  joining 
the  Service.    He  trusted,  however,  that 
the  Medioal  department  would  hold  its 
own,  and  that  these  complaints  would 
pass  away.    Allusion  had  oeen  made  to 
the  system  of  three  years'  service  in 
India.     That  was  rendered  necessary  by 
the  exigencies  of  climate,  and  the  Indian 
Government  would  not  take  any  one  for 
an  administrative  Department  who  had 
not  served  three   years  there.     If  an 
officer  had  not  complied  with  this  rule, 
he  had  brought  this  bar  upon  himself, 
and  was  sent  out  to  fill  up  the  number 
of  months  or  years  which  made  up  his 
term.    It  was,  no  doubt,  a  War  Office 
rule ;  but  it  was  rendered  necessary  by 
the  rule    of  the  Indian    Government. 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Oolonel 
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North)  had  gone  back  to  the  regimental 
lyetem;  but  it  had  practically  passed 
iway  by  the  Warrant  of  1873,  which 
B'as  before  bis  (Mr.  Hardy's)  period  of 
office.  With  regard  to  the  unification 
jystem,  the  hon.  Member  for  Salisbury 
iid  not  take  exception  to  it,  when  it  was 
broneht  forward,  but  the  reverse,  and 
the  mgber  daBsee  of  the  Department 
vere  uniformly  in  favour  of  that  system. 
[n  time  of  war,  the  War  OfEce  was 
Iriven  into  the  unification  system.  It 
}ould  not  be  resisted,  because  you  could 
lot  get  on  with  regimental  hospitals, 
ind  were  obliged  to  have  general  hos- 
pitals. Having  that  day  consulted  the 
Director  General  of  the  Army  Medical 
lepartment,  he  bad  been  assured  that 
tre  had  never  gone  \o  war  with  a  medi- 
cal system  organized  upon  so  good  a 
footing  as  that  which  now  existed,  and 
^at  it  could  be  put  into  the  field  and 
brought  into  operation  at  a  moment's 
notice.  If  the  Director  General  were 
ieceiving  Mm  (Mr.  Hardy)  on  that 
point,  upon  him  or  those  who  instructed 
liim  the  blame  must  rest.  He  was 
rteadily  working  to  this  end — that  when 
;he  medical  system  was  put  in  action  in 
:he  field,  it  should  be  able  to  do  the 
ffork  and  answer  the  purpose  for  which 
t  was  designed,  so  that  all  might  fall 
nto  their  places  in  time  of  war.  With 
regard  to  the  orderlies,  they  had  been 
mbstituted  for  medical  men  at  the  in- 
itance  of  the  medical  officers  themselves. 
rhe  latter  said  they  were  not  meant  to 
^ake  charge  of  certain  matters  belonging 
fi  the  hospitals,  and  it  was  to  relieve 
:hem  of  these  medical  duties  that  the 
nedical  orderlies  had  been  introduced. 
Be  quite  admitted  that  there  bad  not 
>een  so  lai^  a  number  of  applications 
;o  enter  the  medical  Service  as  could 
lave  been  desired;  but  there  was  not 
;hat  number  of  vacancies  which  might 
lave  been  supposed.  In  167T-S  the  de- 
Dartmuit  nominally  consisted  of  8S5 
nedical  officers;  its  actual  effective 
ttrength  was  842,  so  tbat  there  were 
)nly  43  vacancies.  There  were,  how- 
ever, 17  candidates  at  Netley  almost 
■eady  to  join,  which  reduced  the  num- 
jer  of  vacancies  to  26,  For  these  va- 
;ancies  there  would  be  an  examination 
n  August.  There  had  been  80  applica- 
;ions  for  the  Schedule  of  Instructions, 
ind  these  persona  might  enter  for  com- 
letition  when  the  time  came.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Salisbury  had  used  some 
Mr.  Gathortu  Eardy 


language  hardly,  he  t 
be  bad  spoken  of  the 
sion  of  the  rights  of  i 
the  War  Office."  0 
as  to  medical  honom 
believed  that  these  i 
obtained  a  larger  | 
honours  than  they  we 
to  ?  The  reaaon  why 
no  more  honours  w 
absorbed  them  alread; 
partment  was  ad  vis 
question  by  medical 
Medical  Profession  i 
crushed  it  was  under 
Medical  department. 
Member  for  Salisbur 
gentleman  had  the  in 
cal  Profession  at  hea 
men  who  had  success] 
the  department  had  b 
than  to  give  it  a  high  ' 
and,  therefore,  while 
increased  pay  and  ra: 
said  nothing  about  pa 
of  that,  butthehon.Mi 
they  had  received  no 
promotion.  But  thej 
portunity  of  pressin] 
those  who  had  been  si 
The  assistant  aurgec 
surgeon  with  increast 
geon  of  12  years'  sta 
a  aurgeon-major  wit 
and  was  this  nothing 
no  compensation,  exc< 
a  lump  sum  paid  don 
of  these  officers?  Ti 
pensation  when  the; 
higher  position  to  wl 
come  entitled  after  a 
service.  The  War  0 
to  encourage  a  systi 
and  if  a  medical  office 
received  forage,  but  i 
was  a  wrong  system  t 
rectly  by  means  of  a 
were  to  be  paid,  1« 
directly,  and  not  bv  r 
for  forage.  As  to  lea 
that  arrangements  cot 
granting  medical  offi 
same  way  as  other  o 
enormous  addition  to 
They  could  not  supp 
they  could  those  of  o 
bad  done  his  best  to 
ters  for  medical  officer 
ing  the  great  number 
had  been  pressed  u^ 
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thedemand  nowmadefor  instruments  was 
altogether  new.  There  was  now  a  strict 
roster  by  which  men  took  their  share  of 
foreign  service ;  and  though  he  should 
be  glad  to  meet  the  demand  for  ex- 
changes if  he  could,  he  did  not  see 
how  it  was  possible  under  the  unifica- 
tion system.  Was  it  fair  that  the  new 
system,  in  the  first  year  of  its  operation, 
should  be  charged  with  all  tiie  diffi- 
culties attributed  to  it?  If  it  were 
allowed  a  fair  trial,  the  heads  of  the 
departments  believed  that  it  would  work 
well,  and  they  said  they  were  prepared 
to  go  into  the  field  with  it,  in  firm  re- 
liance that  it  would  answer  the  purposes 
for  which  it  was  designed.  With  respect 
to  the  complaint  of  the  Militia  surgeons, 
they  had  formerly  their  pay  and  certain 
payments  for  work  done — he  might  call 
it  piece-work.  They  were  paid  for  ex- 
amination of  recruits,  had  allowances 
for  attendance  on  the  permanent  StafiP 
and  their  families,  and  for  the  prelimi- 
nary training.  Complaints  had  been 
made,  however,  that  attendance  on  the 
permanent  Staff  and  at  preliminary  drill 
was  unremunerative ;  and,  as  to  the  re- 
cruits they  had  examined,  the  interval 
between  examination  and  preliminary 
drill  was  sometimes  so  long  that  when 
they  came  up  they  were  found  to  be 
unfit  for  the  Service.  It  was  difficult  to 
find  fault  with  those  who  examined 
them,  for  the  recruits  might  have  been 
in  a  fit  condition  at  the  time  they  were 
examined ;  but  stiU  the  facts  led  to  the 
inference,  that  there  was  on  the  part  of 
the  Militia  surgeons  less  ability  to  ex- 
amine properly  than  was  possessed  by 
Army  surgeons  with  greater  practice. 
There  was  a  particular  mode  of  pay- 
ment under  which  it  did  not  answer  a 
man's  purpose  to  get  more  than  five 
recruits  in  a  day,  and  such  anomalies 
occurred  as  68  recruits  being  brought  in 
at  a  charge  of  £166,  while  77  were  ob- 
tained for  £7.  Under  all  the  circimi- 
stances  it  was  thought  beet  to  commit 
the  work  to  Army  surgeons.  If  he  were 
to  make  application  to  the  Treasury,  he 
did  not  see  on  what  principle  he  could 
propose  to  give  compensation  for  taking 
away  the  work  whicn  had  been  done  as 
piece-work,  especially  as  the  ordinary 
pay  and  allowances  of  Militia  surgeons 
nad  been  largely  increased,  the  ordmary 
pay  being  now  £1  6s,  6d.f  whereas  it 
was  formerly  14#.  4d,  a-day.  He  thought 
they  had  done  very  well.      He  would 


admit  they  had  satisfactorily  performed 
their  duties ;  but  when  it  was  said  they 
were  taken  away  from  private  practice, 
it  must  be  remembered  that  a  Militia 
appointment  was  often  an  introduction 
to  private  practice.  He  had  now  to 
deal  with  the  subject  of  the  Hampshire 
Yeomanry.  He  had  read  some  letters 
in  which  the  system  had  been  very  much 
praised.  The  officers  had  spoken  favour- 
ably of  it ;  but  with  the  greatest  pos- 
sible respect  for  Colonel  Power,  who 
had  done  admirable  work  in  his  time, 
he  could  not  think  it  right  to  make  the 
sacrifice  required  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
taining the  services  of  that  officer  at  the 
age  of  67,  and  maintaining  the  Hamp- 
shire Mounted  Bifles,  which  had  never 
numbered  more  than  24  efficients,  and 
were  now  reduced  to  20.  He  did  not 
think  he  should  be  called  upon  to  set  up 
a  regiment  which  had  failed,  and  he 
must  decline  to  do  so.  It  did  not  seem 
to  him  desirable  to  have  two  kinds  of 
Cavalry  drill  going  on  at  the  same  time, 
and  he  was  not  prepared  to  give  up  that 
which  he  thought  the  better  for  the 
worse.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
now  go  into  Committee  and  allow  him 
to  take  the  remaining  Army  Votes,  after 
more  than  three  and  a-half  nights  of 
preliminary  discussion. 

Captain  NOLAN  reminded  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  emoluments  of 
Militia  surgeons  had  been  derived  prac- 
tically from  the  allowances  which  had 
been  abolished.  In  fact,  that  abolition 
amounted  to  depriving  them  of  a  great 
part  of  their  income.  He  knew  one  case 
m  which  the  allowances  amounted  to 
£150  a-year,  and  it  was  unjust  to  take 
that  away  from  him,  while  his  regular 
salary  was  only  increased  by  £40  or 
£50.  As  one  of  those,  he  might  add, 
who  had  advocated  the  claims  of  the 
combatant  officers  to  have  permission  to 
make  exchanges,  he  thought  that  it  was 
hard  that  any  surgeon  should  not  be 
allowed  a  similar  privilege. 

SUPERANNUATION  ACT  AMENDMENT 
ACT,   1873.— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  booed,  in  rising  to  move— 

**  That  it  is  unjust  that  Departmental  Circu- 
lars should  be  issued  in  such  a  form,  or  so  inter- 
preted as  practically  to  r^>eal  or  mocUfv  the 
operation  of  an  Act  of  Parliament ;  and  that  it 
is  expedient  that  those  persons  who  have  been 
debarred  from  participation  in  the  benefits  of 
'The   Superannuation  Act   Amendment   Act, 
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1873/  by  tho  War  Office  Circtdara  dated  the 
29th  August  and  the  17th  December  1861,  and 
numbered  709  and  729  respectively,  should  be 
restored  to  the  position  they  would  have  occu- 
pied had  such  circulars  never  been  ifflued/' 

said,  he  desired  to  call  attention  to  the 
way  in  which  certain  persons  had  been 
treated  in  regard  to  Superannuation. 
His  Motion  consisted  of  two  parts — 
the  first  dealt  with  the  authority  exer- 
cised by  the  War  Department  through 
the  medium  of  Circulars ;  the  second, 
with  a  specific  grievance.  In  order  to 
saye  the  time  of  the  House  he  would 
take  the  latter  first,  and  he  trusted 
the  statement  he  was  about  to  make 
would  be  found  to  justify  the  course  he 
had  thought  it  necessary  to  pursue.  The 
Superannuation  Act  Amendment  Act 
was  passed  on  the  26th  May,  1873,  to 
remeay  the  inadyertenee  of  the  heads  of 
certain  Departments,  in  admitting  per- 
sons into  the  Civil  Service  of  the  State 
(between  the  passing  of  the  Superan- 
nuation Act,  1859,  and  the  4th  June, 
1870),  without  a  certificate  from  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners,  as  required 
by  the  Superannuation  Act,  1859,  such 
omission  being  without  default  on  the 
part  of  the  persons  admitted.  The 
Treasury  was  empowered  to  re-instate 
such  persons  in  the  position  they  would 
have  occupied,  with  respect  to  superan- 
nuation, if  such  an  inadvertence  had 
not  occurred.  Numerous  applications 
were  made  and  dealt  with  under  this 
Act;  but  it  afterwards  appeared  that, 
"owing  to  mistakes"  on  the  part  of  cer- 
tain officers,  there  were  some  names 
omitted  from  the  lists  sent  in,  and  it  was 
necessary  to  pass  another  Act  in  1876 
to  provide  for  them.  His  case  was,  that 
there  were  still  others  who  were  entitled 
to  the  benefit  of  the  Act  of  1 873.  There 
were  some  600  men  employed  in  the 
manufacturing  departments— chiefly  at 
Woolwich — whose  position  was  identical 
with  that  of  the  persons  mentioned  in 
the  Preamble  to  the  Act  of  1873.  They 
entered  the  Service  between  the  dates 
named,  in  the  full  expectation  of  being 
entitled  to  superannuation,  but,  througn 
no  default  on  their  part,  without  a  cer- 
tificate from  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sioners. They  had  applied  at  the  proper 
time  to  be  dealt  with  under  the  Act  of 
1873,  and  subsequently,  on  several  occa- 
sions, but  had  been  refused  on  three 
grounds :  first,  that  they  were  in  receipt 
of  the  full  market  rate  of  wages ;   se- 

Mr.  Bgord 


condlj,  that  they  had  not  passed  tkf 
Civil  Service  examination  ;  and  thirdlT, 
that  they  were  excluded  by  the  dedtkm 
annoimced  in  two  Circulars  issaed  ia 
August  and  December,  1861.     Now,  bj 
an  Act  passed  in  1834,  provision  wsi 
made  for  granting  superannuation  to 
those  who  submitted  to  a  speoific  abate- 
ment from  their  wages;  but  in  1867, 
this  system  of  abatements  was  abolishad 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  oonseqneotfy 
rendered  illegal,  and  in  1859  tiie  Super- 
annuation Act  was  passed  to  extend  ths 
system  of  superannuation  to  all  t\wmm 
of  the  Civil  Service,  and  regulate  it  on 
a  just  and  intelligible  principle.    Then- 
fore,  when  it  was  proposed,  as  wns  ^ 
case  in  the  Circulars  he  complained  d^ 
not  to  grant  superannuation  to  those 
who  were  in  receipt  of  the  full  msikvt 
rate  of  wages,  but  only  to  those  who 
submitted  to  an  abatement,  he  contended 
that  such  a  course  was  in  direct  violstioa 
of  the  Act  of  1857,  and  contrary  to  the 
spirit  of  the  Act  of  1859.     The  seoond 
objection — ^that  they  had  not  passed  ths 
Civil  Service  examination — was  onto- 
able,  for  the  Act  of  1873  was  speetiUy 
passed  to  meet  the  case ;  and  the  thixd— 
the    decision    of    the    Circulars — wm 
equally  invalid,  for   they   merely  sb- 
nounced  the  intention  of  the  D'eptft- 
ment  to  grant  superannuation  only  to 
those  who  submitted  to  an  abatement  of 
wages — a  point  he  had  already  dealt 
with.    The  second  Circular  defined  the 
''  full  market  rate  of  wages  "  to  be  that 
at  which  men  were  found  to  be  wilUng  to 
engage  themselves;  but  that  wasabsud, 
because  no  alternative  rate  was  erer 
offered  to  the  men.    He  admitted  tliit 
the  case  would  be  different,  if  the  met 
on  whose  behalf  he  pleaded  had  enteisd 
the  Service  with  a  knowledge  of  the  ex- 
istence of  these  Circulars ;  but  that  vts 
not  the  case,  the  first  they  heard  of  tiiea 
was  in  1870.    They  entered  in  the  M 
expectation  of  being  entitled  to  soper- 
annuation,  as  their  predecessors  was. 
and  without  the  slightest  knowledge  tJut 
any  question  could  arise  on  tiie  poiflt 
He  had  no  doubt  his  right  hon.  Eneod 
would  tell  him  that  the  Oironlaxs  had 
been  published  in  the. usual  manner  ia 
the  Department  at  the  time  of  their  isiae; 
but  he  had  made  the  most  oarsfU  in- 
quiries,  and  had  failed  to  elioit  from  s^ 
one  the  slightest   knowledge  of  siws 
publication,  and  he  maintained  that  ^ 
mdividual  assurances  of  600  men  wvs 


631 


St^&rmmuation  Act        (  Jxtlt  2,  1877)       AnundrnmU  Ad,  1873.      622 


entitled  to  respect  as  against  the  memory 
of  a  few  officials  as  to  wliat  had  occurred 
17  years  ago,  especially  as  it  had  been 
already  necessary  to  pass  two  Acts  of 
Parliament  to  remedy  their  '^inadyert- 
SDce"  and  ''mistakes."  The  publica- 
tion of  the  Circulars  was  a  matter  of 
vital  importance  to  the  men,  whilst  it 
waa  of  no  moment  to  their  officers.  The 
eEipense  could  not  be  pleaded  as  a  reason 
why  justice  should  not  be  done;  but,  even 
if  that  were  an  element  in  the  case,  it 
would  hardly  deserve  consideration,  for 
he  had  been  informed  that  only  about 
3^  per  cent  of  the  men  would  remain 
long  enough  in  the  Serrice— or  live  long 
enough — to  become  entitled  to  superan- 
moation,  so  that,  at  the  most,  it  was  pro- 
bably only  a  question  of  £700  or  £800 
per  annum  for  a  few  years.  With  regard 
to  the  first  part  of  the  Motion,  he  con- 
tended that  ne  had  shown,  first,  that  the 
Circolars  had  practically  had  the  effect 
of  repealing  the  Act  of  1857,  which 
abohahed  abatements  of  wages;  and, 
•eooodly,  that  they  had  been  employed  to 
modify  the  operation  of  the  Act  of  1873, 
•o  as  to  exclude  a  number  of  men  who 
were  clearly  entitled  to  the  benefits  it  I 
waa  intended  to  confer.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman concluded  by  moving  the  Beso- 


Amendment  proposed. 

To  !»▼«  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the 
of  the  Qoeetion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  it  ia  nnjost  that  Departmental  Circulars  should 
be  iamea  in  such  a  form,  or  so  interpreted  as 
prmeticallj  to  repeal  or  modify  the  operation 
«<  aa  Act  of  Parliament ;  and  that  it  is  ex- 
Mdieot  that  those  jpersons  who  have  been 
debajred  from  participation  in  the  benefits 
«f  *  The  Saperannaation  Act  Amendment  Act, 
ir73/  by  the  War  Office  Oircolars  dated  the 
2Mh  Aarat  and  the  17th  December  1861,  and 
ibcred  709  and  729  respectlTely,  should  be 
^  to  the  position  they  would  have  occu- 
had  snch  drculan  never  been  issued," — 
Mr,  Boord,) 

— instead  thereof. 


OATHOBNE  HARPY  said,  his 
hon.  Friend  must  feel  some  satisiaction 
in  obeenring  that  on  this  interesting 
oeoasion,  his  right  hon.  Oolleague  (Mr. 
Oladetone)  was  not  in  his  place,  and 
that  the  working  men  of  Cbeenwioh  and 
Woolwich  committed  their  interests 
soMy  to  his  oare.  If  justaoe  demanded 
the  payment  of  this  sum,  he  (Mr. 
Haroy)  would  be  the  last  man  in  the 
HoQM  to  oppoee  it ;  but  he  disputed  the 
priadple  oo  which  his  hon.  Friend  based 


this  claim  from  beginning  to  end.  The 
hon.  Member  laid  it  down  that  because 
of  a  certain  Act  passed  in  1873,  the 
Department  was  not  able  to  employ  men 
witiiout  giving  them  Buperannuation 
allowances. 

Mb.  booed  said,  that  what  he  con- 
tended was,  that  it  was  not  competent 
for  the  Department  to  make  contracts 
contrary  to  the  Act  of  1857,  by  which 
abatements  in  wages,  with  a  view  to 
superannuation,  were  rendered  illegad. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY :  Just  so ; 
but  the  Act  of  Parliament  did  not  pre- 
vent the  Department  from  making  con- 
tracts outside  its  proyisions.  The  case 
was  a  short  and  clear  one.  In  1859  it 
was  laid  down  that  those  workmen  who 
had  not  Civil  Service  certificates  should 
not  have  superannuation,  and  the  Act  of 
1869  confirmed  that.  The  first  Army 
Oinmlar  said  that  no  person  should  be 
entitled  to  superannuation  who  was  re- 
ceiving the  fuU  market  value  of  his 
labour,  and  the  second  Circular  defined 
that  to  be  the  ordinary  rate  of  wages. 
In  1878  an  Act  was  passed  relating  to 
the  Post  Office,  where  it  was  admitted 
that  certain  persons  had  been  employed 
inadvertently  without  reference  to  this 
arrangement ;  but,  in  the  War  Office, 
there  was  no  inadvertence  at  all.  Some 
men  were  employed  who,  it  was  alleged, 
did  not  know  of  the  Regulation ;  but 
they  were  paid  the  full  market  rate  of 
wages,  and,  therefore,  were  not  entitled 
to  superannuation.  He  could  not  un- 
derstand that  they  did  not  know  what 
the  Regulations  were ;  at  any  rate,  full 
notice  was  given,  perfectly  clear,  and 
open  to  everybody,  and,  therefore,  no 
injustice  had  been  done  to  those  men 
whose  case  had  been  brought  before  the 
House.  That  was,  in  a  word,  the 
answer  to  the  Resolution,  to  which  he 
was  sure  the  House  would  not  agree. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  that  the  policy  of  the  Office  had  been 
not  to  take  workmen  whom  they  were 
bound  to  superannuate  after  a  certain 
term  of  service.  It  was  thought  better 
to  employ  men  as  necessity  required. 
The  Act  which  had  been  referred  to  was 
passed  for  the  benefit  of  a  particular 
class  of  men,  and  those  only ;  that  was 
Mly  known  at  the  time,  and  the  other 
men  did  not  daim  to  be  treated  in  the 
same  way.  The  Army  Circulars  were 
issued  giving  full  notice  to  all  the  men 
employed,  and  therefore  he  hoped  that 
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the  House  would  not  agree  to  undo  what 
had  been  done. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  that  haying,  whilst  serving  in  the 
War  Office,  carefully  inquired  into  the 
remuneration  given  to  the  workmen 
employed  in  the  manufactures  of  Wool- 
wich Arsenal,  he  might  be  allowed  to 
contend  that  the  War  Office  had  acted 
liberally  in  fixing  the  rates  of  wages  of 
the  workmen,  and  although  he  had  been 
employed  on  a  Committee  in  the  several 
factories,  yet  he  had  not  heard  a  com- 
plaint put  forward  on  behalf  of  these 
men.  The  charge  made  in  1859,  by 
which  the  workmen  of  these  important 
factories  were  paid  daily  rates  of  wage 
equal  to  the  market  rates,  without  any 
claim  to  pension,  might  have  been  chal- 
lenged at  that  date  as  an  objectionable 
measure ;  but  seeing  that  all  men  em- 
ployed since  1859  had  received  the  very 
wage  of  the  market,  it  would  not  be  fair 
to  the  country  to  restore  to  them  the 
claim  to  pension  which  that  very  pay- 
ment was  intended  to  withdraw.  No 
doubt  some  of  the  workmen,  formerly 
receiving  rates  of  wage  fixed  per  hour, 
had  by  long  service  been  advanced  to 
positions  which  entitled  them  to  fixed 
weekly  or  monthly  rates  of  wage,  and 
by  good  service  and  experience  deserved 
such  of  the  State,  and  he  would  suggest 
that  some  of  the  best  of  these  men  should  be 
placed  on  the  establishment  for  pensions ; 
but  it  would  be  a  dangerous  thing  to  in- 
terfere with  a  system  which  had  been  in 
force  for  1 7  years  without  complaint.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
press  the  Amendment. 

Question,  **  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  QueS' 
tion,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(I.)  £27,500,  Administration  of  MiH- 
taiy  Law. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said, 
that  the  state  of  our  Military  Law  at 
this  moment  was  a  disgrace  in  a  great 
degree  to  the  administration  of  justice, 
and  to  the  many  Governments  which 

Mr.  CampbeU-Banmrman 


had  allowed  it  to  remain  in  its  proaoat 
position,  and  was  almost  a  discredit  to 
our  Bepresentative  institutions.     As  hx 
back  as  20  years  ago,  Mr.  DeniBon,  who 
was  then  in  the  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral's department,  ca&d  the  attention  of 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State,  the  present 
Marquees  of  Bipon,  to  the  sabject,  axul 
suggested  that  he  should  be  authonied 
to  prepare  a  code.    The  Under  Secre- 
tary brought  the    matter   before   Mr. 
Sidney  Herbert,  who  was  then  Seore- 
tary  of  State  for  War,  and  Mr.  Kdnej 
Herbert  wrote  a  Minute,   dated  July, 
1859,  in  which  he  said  he  could  not  un- 
dertake to  say  that  it  would  be  possible 
to  legislate  on  the  subject  next  Seeson, 
but  it  must  be   done  at  an   opportoiM 
time.    Nothing  was  done  at  that  time ; 
but  10  years  afterwards,  in   1868,  tiie 
Government  of  Lord  Derby  took  the 
matter  in  hand,  and  issued  a  Koyal  Com- 
mission to  inquire  in  what  respects  the 
administration  of  Military  Law  might  be 
amended,  particularly  with  reference  to 
the  constitution  and  practice  of  oonrti 
martial.    That  Boyal  Commission  was 
one  of  great  weight ;  it  consisted  of  11 
Members,  among  whom  were  Colond 
Wilson-Patten,  now  Lord  Winmarieigh, 
Lord  Eversley,  Lord  Hartinffton,  two 
Gentlemen  who  had  been  Judge  Advo- 
cates General,  the  Recorder,  Mr. 'Vivian, 
and  four  general  officers — General  Peel, 
Sir  Alfred  Hereford,  the  late  Lieutenant 
General  Scarlett,  and  General  Eyre,  and 
it  reported  in  1 869.     Some  of  the  recom- 
mendations   of   that  Commission  with 
respect  to  the  punishment  for  drunken- 
ness and  other  matters  were  adopted, 
not  by  statute,  but  by  regulation ;  but, 
up  to  the  present  time,  their  mateiial 
recommendations  had  remained  a  dead 
letter.    The  Commissioners,  in  their  Be- 
port,  said  that  the  Military  Law  was  in 
the  most  complicated  state,   and  they 
quoted  the  evidence  of  Mr.   Headlam, 
who  had  been  Judge  Advocate  General, 
that  the  Mutiny  Act  was  confdsed,  and 
contained  provisions,   many   of   which 
were  obsolete  and  many  unnecessary. 
They  also  quoted  the  evidence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mowbray), 
who   had  been  twice  Judge  Advocate 
General,  to  the  effect  that  the  law  was 
confbsed,    uncertain,    and    conflicting; 
that  it  was  perplexing  to  lawyers,  and 
must  be  perplexing  to   militaiy  men. 
His  Boyal  Highness  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  also  bore  testimony  to  the  evU 


6i5 


Supply — 


{ JxTLT  2,  1 877  J  Army  Estimates. 


626 


trkiiig  bom  the  frequent  assembling 
of  oomis  martialy  and  stated  that,  in  his 
ritiw,  the  law  ought  to  be  much  more 
d«ar  and  more  simple.     Accordingly, 
the  Commission  reported  that  the  smi- 
plification  of  Military  Law    ought  to 
recQiTe  the  immediate  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's     Goyemment.      From    that 
time   to   the  present  no    change   had 
been  made,  and  the  recommendations 
of  the  Commissioners  had  flBdlen   en- 
tirely to  the  ground.     When  he  (Sir 
Colman  0*Loghlen)  held  the  office  of 
Judge  Adrocate  General,  under  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich (Mr.  Gladstone),  he  drew  the  atten- 
tioa  of  the  Goyemment  to  this  matter, 
aad  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  prepare  cer- 
tain Bills  to  amend  the  law ;   but  the 
great  subjects  of  the  disestablishment  of 
the  Irish  Church,  the  Land  Question,  and 
Abolition  of  Purchase  in  the  Army,  which 
the  Goremment  then  had  in  hand,  pre- 
Tented  them  dealing  with  the  question  of 
military  reform.     Since  the  present  Gt>- 
Tvnunent  came  into  office,  although  un- 
willing to  press  them  to  take  up  the 
question  before  they  had  got  thoroughly 
settled  into  their  position,  yet  he  had 
qoestioned  them  every  Session  whether 
they  intended  to  deal  with  the  subject. 
This  Session  the  Judge  Advocate  G^ne- 
nl  stated  that  he  was  most  anxious,  and 
btMided  to  do  so  next  Session.    Now, 
be  was  most  anxious  to  ascertain  what 
were  the  yiews  of  the  Government  with 
ngard  to  Military  Law.     What  did  they 
propose  to  do  next  Session  ?    He  thought 
the  proper  course  would  be  this  —  At 
present  it  was  necessary  to  pass  the 
Mutiny  Act  in  April.    He  would  intro- 
dnesonly  a  temporaiy  Mutiny  Act  for 
next  vear,  and  at  the  same  time  bring  in 
a  Bill  relating  to  Military  Law,  which 
•hoold  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
On  what  principle  should  the  new  mili- 
tary oode  be  framed  ?    Should  the  Mu- 
tiny Act   and  the  Articles  of  War  be 
ntained,  or  should  there  be  a  permanent 
oode  regulating  the  discipline   of  the 
Army?    He  was  entirely  opposed  to  a 
permanent  code.     He  thought  the  old 
■jntem  of  the  Mutiny  Act  and  the  Articles 
oi  War  should  B^  retained ;  but  there 
v«e  many  points  to  be  considered,  and 
be  wo«ild  suggest  that  the  Mutiny  Act 
iboald  define  clearly  who  were  the  per- 
ioos  to  be  subjected  to  its  discipline,  what 
vert  the  nature  of  the  crimes  to  be  sub* 
jetted  to  punishment,  and  lastly,  the 


manner  in  which  that  punishment  should 
be  administered.    The  Mutiny  Act  and 
the  Articles  of  War  contained  a  great 
deal  that  might  be  put  in  the  Queen's 
Begulations,  or  in  an  Army  Service  Act, 
to  be  renewed  every  five  years.     The 
Mutinv  Act,  however,  should  be  an  an- 
nual Act.    It  was  180  years  since  the 
Mutiny  Act  was  first  introduced,  and  it 
had  always  remained  an  annual  Act. 
It  represented,  as  it  were,  the  popular 
feeling  in  the  House  of  Commons  more 
than  any  other  Act,  and  in  that  respect 
there  was  an  advantage  in  its  being  an 
annual  Act.  The  Mutiny  Act  should  deal 
with  the  Army  in  time  of  peace ;  and,  in 
time  of  war,  ike  Queen  should  be  autho- 
rized to  issue  a  new  code  to  deal  with 
armies  in  the  field.    With  reference  to 
courts  martial,  the  present  system  cer- 
tainly  worked    well,    considering    the 
great  objections  which  had  been  raised 
to  parts  of  it.    It  generally  did  justice 
between  the  parties ;  at  the  same  time, 
there  was  g^reat  complication  in  it,  and 
the  Boyal  Commission  had  reported  in 
favour   of  its    amendment.      He    was 
rather  in  favour  of  retaining  the  three 
kinds  of  courts  martial — general,   dis- 
trict, and  regimental.     The   question, 
however,  was  a  very  serious  one,  as  it 
appeared  frt>m  a  Betum  laid  on  the 
Table  on  Saturdav  that  the  number  of 
courts  martial  held  in  the  last  three  years 
amounted  to  no  fewer  than  40,273.    One 
question  which  arose  was  as  to  the  pre- 
sident of  courts  martial.     He  thought 
military  Judge  Advocates  should  be  the 
permanent  presidents.    There  were  now 
only  three  district  Judge  Advocates,  and 
he  thought  that  number  ought  to  be  in- 
creased.   Then,  as  regarded  the  taking 
of  evidence,  instead  of  having  the  ques- 
tions put  in  writing,  he  would  have  viva 
voce   examinations,    and   question  and 
answer  taken  down  by  shorthand  writers. 
The  expense  need  not  be  great,  as  short- 
hand could  be  taught  in  the  schools  of 
each  garrison.     He  would  also  retain, 
and,  in  some  respects,  enlarge  the  scope 
and  powers  of  Courts  of  Inquiry.    With 
respect  to  the  power  of  re-assembling  a 
court  martial,  it  ought  to  be  allowed  in 
case  a  mistake  had  been  committed,  but 
never  with  a  view  to  increase  a  sentence 
already  pronounced — a  thing  which  was 
repugnant  to  British  law.    The  subject 
of  the  abolition  of  the  office  of  Judge 
Advocate  General  had  more  than  once 
been  debated;  but,  speaking  from  ex- 
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perience,  he  was  wholly  opposed  to  such 
a  step.  The  appointment  to  the  office 
ought  not  to  be  permanent ;  but  it  ought 
to  be  represented  by  a  Member  of  the 
Gh>Temment  in  that  House,  and  be  held 
by  a  civilian,  and  not  by  a  military  man. 
One  other  question  had  been  raised — 
namely,  whether  the  Judge  Advocate 
should  have  power  to  quash  the  finding 
of  a  court  martial.  For  his  part,  he 
did  not  doubt  that  such  power  should 
exist.  It  was  not  the  Judge  Advocate 
who  quashed  the  finding;  it  was  Her 
Majesty,  for  he  acted  in  Her  Majesty's 
name.  He  did  not  wish  to  prevent  his 
right  hon.  Friend  taking  Supply;  but 
he  thought  the  question  was  deserving 
of  notice,  and  hoped  that  the  matter 
mif^t  be  taken  in  hand  by  the  Govern- 
ment  next  Session,  and  be  fully  inquired 
into  by  a  Select  Committee. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  joined 
in  the  hope  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Clare,  that  the  Government  would  next 
Session  appoint  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  matter,  and  thus  let  the 
Anny  know  that  both  they  and  the 
House  of  Commons  took  an  interest  in 
what  so  nearly  concerned  them.  He  also 
trusted  that  a  Bill  on  the  subject  would 
be  brought  forward  next  Session. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  wished  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  his 
attention  to  the  subject,  as  he  was  of 
opinion  that  a  standing  Army  was  a  mis- 
take and  a  nuisance.  What  was  re- 
quired was  a  return  to  the  old  Militia 
system.  They  should  do  everything 
in  their  power  to  prevent  the  people 
from  thinking  that  if  a  man  entered  the 
Army  he  abandoned  all  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  an  Englishman.  If  they 
wished  to  make  the  Army  really  popular, 
that  was  the  only  way  to  do  so. 

Mr.  HAYTER  said,  he  had  always 
been  surprised,  and  regretted  the  fact, 
that  some  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commissioners  had  been  treated 
with  neglect  by  successive  Gbvemments. 
Their  recommendation  in  regard  to 
fines  being  instituted  for  drunkenness 
had,  indeed,  been  adopted;  and  ex- 
tremelv  good  results  to  liie  Army  at 
large  had  followed,  for  the  numbw  of 
tri^  for  drunkenness  had  decreased  from 
3,900  in  1869  to  2,500  in  1875.  He 
would  ask  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Whitehaven  to  direct  his 
attention  particularly  to  two  other  re- 

Sir  Colman  ffZoghlen 


commendations  made  by  the  Comims- 
sioners,  with  a  view  to  their  adoptioa. 
One  was  to  the  effect  that  oases  of  en- 
bezzlement  should  be  tried  by  the 
nary  criminal  Courts,  and  the  oihet 
that  the  power  of  commanding  offiosn, 
so  far  as  regarded  imprisonment,  shoiild 
be  enlarged  from  seven  to  21  dm. 
Many  of  the  trivial  offences  for  whieii 
men  were  now  tried  by  regimental  ooorti 
martial  might  then  be  disposed  of  by  ths 
commanding  officers.  The  hon.  Goitk* 
man,  in  conclusion,  pointed  out  a  dif- 
ference between  Clause  10  of  the  Matiay 
Act  and  one  of  the  Artides  of  War,  and 
expressed  a  hope  that  this  disoreptncy 
would  be  removed. 

CoLomsL  ALEXANDER  said,  tk« 
House  ou^ht  to  be  thankM  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  dare  ibr 
having  brought  that  important  qaestkm 
before  it,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  some  action  in  tht 
matter.  He  agreed  that  the  Artidss  of 
War  were  in  a  oonfiised  and  complicttad 
state.  He  was  glad  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  agreed  that  courts  mar- 
tial as  a  rule  possessed  the  confidenoe 
of  the  Army.  Seeing  how  well  Utej 
were  spoken  of,  he  should  only  be  too 
glad  to  see  th^  procedure  in  som« 
points  improved.  They  ought  not  to 
be  re-assembled  for  the  purpose  of 
increasing  sentences;  and  with  regard 
to  the  suggested  extension  of  the  powart 
of  the  commanding  officers,  he  could  see 
no  reason  why,  in  simple  cases,  fhea 
power  should  not  be  increased  up  to  31 
days'  imprisonment,  especially  as  there 
w(Mild  still  be  an  appeiu  to  a  court  mar* 
tial.  It  was  absurd  that  hon.  Mraibnt 
should  have  the  power  of  reviame  ^b 
Mutiny  Act  every  year  in  that  Uoose, 
while  the  Articles  of  War  were  entirelj 
withdrawn  from  their  consideratioD.  H* 
would  suggest  that  both  should  be  tab- 
ject  to  the  discussion  of  the  House. 

Ma.  CAMPBELL  -  BANimtUAN 
thought  so  serious  a  task  as  his  rigbt 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Clare  had  undertaken  ought  not  to  b« 
commenced  at  so  late  a  period  of  tk 
Session.  Animadversions  had  been  made 
on  the  circumstance  that  so  many  vsan 
had  elapsed  since  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  and  it  was  fiiHbff 
said  that  the  late  Gh>T6nunent  had  oe^ 
lected  their  reoommendationB.  Bat  at 
that  time  his  right  hon.  and  kaioed 
Friend  was  himself  in  office^  and  bt- 


629 


Supply— 


(July  2,  1877]  Army  JSstttMtst, 


630 


stowed  considerable  pains  on  the  subject. 
His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
succeeded  by  Mr.  Davidson,  one  of  the 
best  lawyers  who  had  of  late  years  had 
a  seat  in  that  House,  and  who  was  en- 
gaged in  the  amendment  of  the  Mutiny 
Act  at  the  very  moment  of  his  death,  the 
papers  being  in  his  hand  when,  he  was 
found  dead  in  his  bed.  Indeed,  the  late 
Government  had  advanced  so  far  in  ihe 
preparation  of  a  Military  Code,  that  Mr. 
Ayrton  was  prepared  to  lay  a  Bill  upon 
the  subject  on  the  Table  upon  the  first 
day  of  the  Session  of  1874,  out  circum* 
stances  prevented  that  being  done.  There 
had  been  no  culpable  or  wilful  neglect  in 
the  matter ;  but  the  question  was  one  of 
such  great  difficulty,  delicacy,  and  import- 
ance, that  it  was  easy  to  say  that  it  ought 
to  be  dealt  with,  but  not  so  easy  to  do  it. 
He  thought  it  would  be  better  that  the 
Government  should  not  take  the  course 
which  had  been  suggested  to  them  this 
Session — namely,  uiat  of  appointing  a 
Committee  of  iJiat  House  to  investigate 
the  subject,  and  lay  down  the  principles 
on  which  they  ought  to  go ;  but  that  the 
Government  themselves,  during  the  Re- 
cess, acting  on  the  advice  of  mose  best 
qualified  to  assist  them,  should  arrange, 
either  by  a  Bill,  or  in  some  other  form, 
the  principles  on  which  they  thought 
legislation  should  proceed,  and  then  that 
their  proposal  should  be  introduced  at  the 
beginning  of  next  Session,  and,  if  ne- 
cessary, referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
The  question  being  of  great  delicacy  in 
a  constitutional  point  of  view — both  as 
affecting  the  rights  of  the  people  on  the 
one  side,  and  the  Prerogative  of  the 
Crown  on  the  other — was  precisely  one  of 
those  subjects  which  it  was  least  desirable 
to  throw  on  the  Table  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  invite  them  to  suggest  what 
ought  to  be  done.  It  ought  to  be  dealt 
witii  by  the  responsible  Government  of 
the  day.  But  in  any  case,  he  hoped 
that  action  would  be  taken  in  the  matter. 
The  Mutiny  Act,  the  Articles  of  War, 
and  the  Queen's  Begulations  were  so 
contradictory  and  conmcting  that  it  was 
really  necessary  to  do  something  to  make 
them  more  intelligible,  as  well  as  to 
introduce  many  of  the  changes  which 
had  been  alluded  to  in  that  discussion. 

CAPTAnr  NOLAN  hoped,  that  in  the 
event  of  any  changes  oeing  made,  the 
Mutinv  Act  would  continue  to  be  an 
annual  Act>  otherwise  they  would  lose 
what  was  the  chief  guarantee  for  the 


liberties  of  the  people  next  to  the  right 
of  voting  the  Supplies.  He  approved 
the  suggestion  that  some  change  should 
be  made  in  the  procedure  of  courts 
martial,  strongly  condemning  the  cum- 
brous and  unnecessary  formalities  ob- 
served in  those  tribunals,  and  particu- 
larly the  absurd  routine  of  taking  down 
the  whole  of  the  evidence  in  writing. 
It  involved  a  great  waste  of  time  and 
trouble,  and  was  totally  opposed  to  the 
practice  in  civil  cases. 

Ma.  GATHORNB  HARDY  said,  he 
had  much  pleasure  in  acknowledging  the 
great  knowledge  which  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Clare  had  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
subject  under  consideration.  He  would 
admit  that  the  time  had  come  when  that 
matter  must  undergo  some  re-considera- 
tion. He  could  not,  however,  think  that 
the  mode  suggested  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet  would  be  the  most 
convenient,  because  under  it  there  might 
be  a  mishap,  and  the  Mutiny  Act  might 
expire,  llie  Mutiny  Act  should,  he 
thought,  be  passed  at  the  beginning  of 
the  next  Session,  and  .should  continue 
up  to  the  end  of  the  following  Session. 
In  that  way,  they  would  have  clear  time 
to  go  into  the  question.  He  thought  it 
would  also  be  of  great  advantage  to 
place  before  anyCommittee  which  should 
be  appointed  the  principles  on  which  it 
was  proposed  to  act,  or  even  a  detailed 
Bill.  That  was  what  he  had  in  his  own 
mind,  and  what  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  was  prepar- 
ing to  do.  That  subject  had  not  been 
lost  sight  of  by  the  present  Government. 
The  War  Office  was  never  without 
work;  it  had  always  some  very  great 
q^uestions  before  it  which  took  up  much 
time;  and  they  had  also  had  in  that 
House  abundant  occupation  for  hon. 
Members  without  g^ing  into  that  matter 
in  a  separate  Committee.  But  the  time 
had  come  when  it  might  fairly  be  dis- 
cussed. Therefore,  at  the  beginning  of 
next  Session,  they  could  continue  the 
Mutiny  Act  in  the  ordinary  way  till  the 
end  of  the  then  next  Session ;  and,  in 
the  meantime,  a  Committee  might  sit 
on  the  recommendations  to  be  submitted 
by  the  Goveniment>  and  go  fully  and 
carefully  into  the  question.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  appeared  to 
have  studied  the  sulgect  well.  He  had 
made  a  very  dear  statement;  and  if 
they  had  his  assistance  on  the  Com- 
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mittee  lie  had  no  doubt  they  would  arriTe 
at  Bome  conclusion. 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
thanked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
for  his  statement  as  to  an  inquiry  into 
our  military  law,  and  urged  on  him  the 
importance  of  having  their  military  law, 
and  also  the  mode  of  putting  it  into  exe- 
cution, clearly  declared.  He  also  thought 
that  the  unnecessary,  and,  indeed,  in 
many  respects,  dangerous  repetition, 
and  in  some  instances  the  erroneous  re- 
petition of  military  obligations  in  the 
Articles  of  War,  of  the  law  military  as 
stated  in  the  Mutiny  Act,  deserved  the 
most  serious  attention ;  and  he  ventured 
to  express  a  hope  that  even  in  the  pre- 
sent Session  a  Select  Committee  might 
be  appointed. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  also 
thanked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  proposal  which  he  had  made  which 
entirely  met  the  object  which  he  (Sir 
Golman  O'Loghlen)  had  in  view.  He 
believed  that  if  the  Committee  sat  in  the 
next  Session  they  would  be  able  to  effect 
a  great  amendment  of  the  present  law. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £243,300,  Medical  Establish- 
ments  and  Services. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
expressed  a  hope  that  in  future  a  state- 
ment would  be  g^ven  as  to  the  number 
of  medical  officers  in  India,  as  compared 
with  the  number  in  this  country  and  the 
colonies.  The  changes  of  late  years  in 
the  War  Office  Estimates  in  showing 
the  numbers  and  grades  of  medical  offi- 
cers had  completely  vitiated  the  com- 
parison of  the  numbers  and  g^rades  now 
employed  with  those  of  a  few  years  pre- 
viously. At  present  the  medical  officers 
employed  in  India  were  entirely  omitted 
from  the  Estimates. 

Dr.  CAMERON  complained  that 
there  were  not  enoiu^h  medical  men  in 
the  Army,  and  thought  that  something 
more  should  be  done  to  attract  candi- 
dates. K  an  Army  Corps  was  required 
to  leave  the  country  with  its  complement 
of  medical  officers,  only  about  50  medi- 
cal officers  would  be  left  in  the  country. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
the  Medical  Director  General  believed 
the  country  was  never  better  provided 
with  a  medical  Staff  than  at  present, 
and  he  was  certain  that  that  gentleman 
would  not  have  made  such  a  statement 
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without  his  having  good  graundfl  for 
doing  so. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £534,000,  Militia  Pay  and  Allow- 
ances. 

Mr.  hatter  rose  to  call  attention 
to  the  .small  number  of  Officers,  now 
serving  in  the  Militia,  who  had  received 
certificates  of  efficiency,  and  the  difEar^ 
ence  between  the  numbers  enrolled  in 
certain  regiments  and  their  Establish- 
ment. The  aggregate  numbers  of  aH 
ranks  on  the  Establishment  for  the 
United  Kingdom  was  134,500,  of  whicb 
number  only  100,611  were  present  at 
inspection.  There  were  wanting  to 
complete  the  number  on  the  Establi^- 
ment,  19,002 ;  while  the  number  absent 
without  leave  was  11,392,  which  woaM 
leave  the  Force  30,394  short  of  its  propo' 
strength.  From  the  remainder  must 
also  be  deducted  30,000  for  the  Militia 
Reserve,  who  were  liable  to  serve  in 
any  regiment  and  for  any  service,  and 
this  would  reduce  the  Force  to  73,000 
men.  Deducting  a  farther  number  of 
5,000  for  sick  servants,  cooks,  and  bat- 
men, the  available  Force  would  be  re- 
duced to  68,000.  This  was  a  state  of 
things  which  no  one  could  call  satis- 
factory. Taking  a  few  special  instances, 
he  found  the  4th  Lancashire,  having  as 
establishment  of  1,200,  was  578  deficient 
at  the  last  training;  the  5th  Lanca- 
shire, with  a  similar  establishment,  was 
558  deficient ;  the  Nottingham  and  Bat- 
land,  with  a  strength  of  1,400,  was 
563  deficient ;  the  2nd  Surrey,  with  i 
force  of  990,  was  491  deficient;  tbe 
Cornwall  Rangers,  with  a  force  of  800, 
was  442  deficient;  the  2nd  Middlesex, 
with  a  force  of  1,050,  was  421  deficient; 
and  the  Aberdeen,  with  a  force  of  741, 
was  423  deficient ;  the  seven  regimeots 
being  short  by  3,476,  or,  on  the  average, 
of  nearly  500  each.  The  proportion  of 
officers  was  largely  in  excess  of  that  of 
the  men,  there  being  present  at  the 
inspection  of  the  Cornwall  Rangm,  30 
officers  to  323  men,  or  one  officer  to 
every  16  men;  in  the  4th  Lancashire, 
29  officers  to  513  men,  or  one  officer  to 
18  men ;  and  in  the  Aberdeen,  21  offiosn 
to  301  men,  or  one  officer  to  15  mot 
It  was,  in  his  opinion,  very  unsatis- 
factory  that  such  a  large  Staff  of  offieen 
should  be  kept  up,  wmle  it  was  fimad 
impossible  to  get  their  Militia  reginMBti 
up   to  the  Establishment.    ItoiiyM 
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htm.  Oentleman  had,  he  believed,  taken 
•ome  atepe  to  improre  the  state  of  affairs 
bj  indacing  men  by  an  offer  of  increased 
boonty  to  re>enrol  themselyes ;  but  one 
defect  in  this  scheme  was  that  no  limit 
had  been  pat  to  {he  number  of  times  a 
man  might  be  re-enroUed.  He  would 
like  to  know  if,  apart  from  what  he  had 
just  mentioned,  any  steps  had  been 
taken  to  increase  the  Establishment  of 
the  Militia.  He  auite  agp*eed  with  the 
mggeation,  which  ne  belieyed  emanated 
from  His  Boyal  Highness  the  Oom- 
mander-in-Ghief,  that  the  Militia  should 
undergo  their  month's  trainine  in  the 
ranks  of  the  line,  and  this,  he  felt  sure, 
would  have  a  very  great  effect  on  the 
efficiency  of  the  men.  He  wished  also 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  out  of 
3,562  officers  of  the  Militia  only  558,  or 
S5  per  cent,  had  received  certificates  of 
profidencv;  while  in  the  Volunteers, 
they  had  been  obtained  by  75  per  cent 
of  the  officers.  It  was  to  be  noticed, 
howerer,  that  in  Militia  regiments  there 
was  an  inspection  on  each  grade  of 
promotion.  The  evidence  of  His  Boyal 
Highness  the  Commander  -  in  -  Ohief 
showed  that  he  laid  great  stress  upon 
the  superior  utility  of  large  schools  of 
instruction  as  compared  with  schoob  at 
depots,  and  he  (Mr.  Hayter)  had  no 
doubt  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  would  think  it  important  that 
(jertificates  should  be  obtained  from 
them.  But,  as  things  were,  it  was 
plain  that  either  the  schools  were  of  no 
use,  or  a  larger  proportion  of  officers 
ought  to  get  certificates  from  them.  He 
felt  sure  it  would  greatly  benefit  the  Ser- 
vice if  a  higher  number  of  officers  were 
oompeUed  to  pass  through  the  schools. 

Sia  ALEXANDER  OOBDON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  give 
the  Committee  some  information  as  to 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  the  numerical  titles  of  Line 
rmments. 

Thx  CHAIRMAN  ruled  that  the 
htm.  and  rallant  Member  was  out  of 
Order  in  £scus8ing  that  point  upon  a 
Tote  far  the  Militia. 

8im  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
he  thought  that,  as  the  Report  of  the 
KHtia  Committee  was  on  the  Table, 
sad  it  dealt  with  the  amalgamation  of 
tlis  MiKtia  widi  the  Line,  Uiat  he  was 
ia  Order. 

OHATRMAN  said,  the  hon.  and 
Msmber  oould  raise  any  ques- 


tion as  to  the  organization  of  the  Militia, 
but  not  as  to  the  Army  on  that  particular 
Vote. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
in  that  case,  he  would  be  satisfied  with 
making  a  few  remarks,  and  he  would 
simply  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  if  he  would  inform  the  Committee 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  amalgamate  the  Militia 
with  the  Line  in  one  regiment,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Militia  Committee.  He  asked  that  ques- 
tion, because  the  answer  given  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Financial  Secretary 
on  a  former  occasion  did  not  contain 
that  information ;  and  in  any  answer 
which  he  might  now  receive,  he  hoped 
it  would  not  be  attributed  to  him,  as  it 
was  on  a  former  occasion,  that  he  was 
actuated  by  what  was  called  a  ''  trades 
union  jealousy."  His  object  was  to 
benefit  the  Militia;  and  to  show  the 
earnestness  of  what  he  said,  he  would 
refer  to  a  pamphlet  which  he  wrote  a 
few  years  ago,  and  in  which  he  pro- 
pounded an  amalgamation  scheme  for 
the  Militia  and  Line  regiments.  He 
wished  also  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  whether  it  was  intended 
to  carry  into  effect  any  other  recom- 
mendations of  the  Militia  Committee, 
besides  those  relating  to  the  amalgama- 
tion of  Militia  regiments  with  the  regi- 
ments of  the  Army? 

Eabl  PERCY  trusted  that  whatever 
steps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  might  think  it 
necessary  to  take  in  regard  to  the  exa- 
mination of  Militia  officers  and  their 
entering  schools,  he  would  not  press  too 
hardly  upon  them,  and  that  he  would 
bear  in  mind  that  Militia  officers  already 
g^ve  up  one  month  continuously  of  their 
time  in  the  course  of  a  year,  which  was 
more  than  was  demanded  of  the  Volun- 
teer officers.  Without  desiring  in  any 
way  to  undervalue  the  schools  and  the 
eximination  .^stem.  hie  exporience  con- 
vinoed  him  that  officers  who  had  not 
passed  the  examinations  were  often  as  effi- 
cient for  all  practical  purposes  as  those 
who  had  passed  them.  Certainlv,  the  most 
serious  point  in  reference  to  the  Militia 
was  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  recruits, 
and  the  increasing  number  of  absentees. 
He  found  on  comparing  one  reeiment 
with  another,  that  the  numbers  of  these 
men  were  apt  to  fluctuate  with  the  rate 
of  wages,  rising,  for  the  most  part,  when 
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irages  were  high,  and  falling  when  tiiey 
were  low,  although  now  and  then  a  pre- 
cisely contrary  effect  was  observaole. 
But  there  was  no  question,  that  through- 
out the  countiT  generally,  the  number  of 
absentees  had  steadily  increased,  year 
by  year,  since  1871.  Boughly  speaHng, 
he  found  that  in  1871  there  were  8,000 
absent  without  leare ;  that  in  1872  there 
were  rather  more  than  8,000  ;  that  in 
1878  the  number  was  11,000:  that  in 
1874  it  was  10,000;  while  in  1875  it 
rose  to  10,925,  and  in  1876  to  11,864. 
Jt  must  be  remembered,  too,  that  in  1874 
and  in  1875  the  Establishment  amounted 
to  131,000,  whilst  in  1876  it  was  reduced 
to  125,000  ;  so  that  while  the  Establish- 
ment had  been  reduced,  the  number  of 
absentees  had  still  increased.  These 
fig^es  showed  not  only  that  we  had  not 
the  men  we  ought  to  have  for  active 
service,  but  that  a  larg^  sum  of  money 
—from  £8,000  to  £10,000  a-year,  and 
likely  to  increase — was  lost  to  the 
oountiy.  He  was  aware  that  many 
proposals  had  been  made  for  dealing 
with  this  difficulty;  but  he  bought 
the  best  plan  was,  that  as  the  circum- 
stances and  requirements  of  the  different 
regiments  varied  so  greatly  as  they  did, 
some  discretion  should  be  left  to  the 
commanding  officers,  the  more  so  as  each 
was  interested  in  seeing  his  regiment  as 
full  as  possible.  All  Militiamen  must 
regard  with  satisfaction  most  of  the  con- 
clusions at  which  the  Committee  had 
arrived.    Nothing  had  given  him  more 

gleasure  than  to  find  that  the  Oommittee 
ad  consistontly  condemned  the  changes 
which  Lord  Oi^well  was  trying  to  bring 
about,  which  tended  to  the  swallowing 
up  of  the  permanent  Staff  of  the  Militia 
in  the  depots  and  to  destroying  the  indi- 
viduality of  the  Force ;  and  luui  recom- 
mended that  the  Militia  should  have  a 
Staff  that  would  make  it  a  really  reliable 
Force.  At  the  time,  those  who  knew  the 
Militia  best,  told  Lord  Gardwell  those 
changes  would  not  be  successful.  He  was 
disappointed  that  while  the  Government 
adopted  certain  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  which  he  should  have  de- 
sired to  see  rejected,  they  had  rejected 
others  which  he  should  have  liked 
to  see  adopted.  He  trusted  they 
would  receive  some  statement  from  the 
Government,  as  to  how  many  of  the 
Committee's  recommendations  it  was 
proposed  to  adopt.  He  thought  there 
was  some  reason  to  oomplain,  too,  that 
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some  of  the  changes  embraeed  in  the 
last  Circular  of  the  War  Offioe  ahooid 
have  been  adopted  without  oppoHnni^ 
having  been  given  to  the  House  for  dis* 
cussing  them,  and  that  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  was  nof  sooner  plaoed  ia 
the  hands  of  Members.  They  had  been 
told  by  the  Financial  Secretary  that  it 
was  delaved  because  the  gentleman  who 
was  employed  indexing  it  had  other  im- 
portant duties  to  perform,  but  anoChsr 
might  have  been  employed  for  the  pur- 
pose.  Before  it  was  issued,  the  Govern- 
ment had  adopted  almost  the  only  change 
to  which  he  would  take  exception,  thai 
which  transferred  part  of  the  oorrespon- 
dence  from  the  commanding  officer  to 
the  adjutant.  It  seemed  rather  a  strong 
proceeding  to  take  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  commanding  officer  any  part  of  the 
business  connected  with  his  regiment 
The  command  of  recruits  was  also  taken 
from  him,  and  it  was  an  unusual  pro- 
ceeding to  deprive  him  of  the  command 
of  any  portion  of  a  regiment.  He  h<^)ed 
the  recommendation  as  to  undrees  cloth- 
ing would  not  be  adopted,  unless  ears 
were  taken  that  full  d^ss  was  issued  to 
the  Militia  when  brigaded  with  other 
troops.  The  recommendation  that  re- 
cruito  should  be  drilled  for  three  months 
would  not  answer,  seeing  that  it  wu 
difficult  enough  to  get  recruito  at  all ; 
and  this  was  one  of  the  matters  that 
might  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
commanding  officer,  who  knew  the  re* 
quirements  of  his  district. 

Coix)NEL  ALEXANDER  asked  for 
information  regarding  the  delay  in  is* 
suing  the  Warrant  which  it  was  under- 
stood gave  a  promise  of  dO«.  to  Militia- 
men on  re-enrolment.  Its  non-appear- 
ance was  causing  great  dissatisfaction  in 
several  regiments. 

Mb.  STANLEY  said,  that  with  r^;ard 
to  the  question  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  (Mr.  Hayter),  who  had 
called  attention  to  the  small  number  of 
officers  serving  in  the  Militia  who  had 
received  certificates  of  efficiency,  it  had 
to  be  borne  in  mind  that  there  was  an 
essential  difference  in  the  way  in  whidi 
the  training  of  the  two  Forces — ths 
Militia  and  the  Volunteers — ^was  con- 
ducted. It  must  also  be  remembsrsd 
that,  although  out  of  3,700  Militia  offi* 
cers,  only  748  had  reoeived  oertificatsi, 
that  by  no  means  represented  the  abso- 
lute standard  of  efficiency  in  that  braneh 
of  the  Profession.    There  was  no  doubt 
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that  JhKDj  of  the  offieen  wbo  liad  not 
rtenTod  oeitifioateA  of  efficiency— either 
from  the  difficulty  of  finding  the  neoee- 
aazy  time  through  their  avooationa,  or 
from  othtf  caosee — were  not  inferior; 
while,  in  many  cases,  they  might  be  supe- 
lior  £ar  aU  purposes  of  command  and  in 
general  knowled^  of  the  Serrice  to  those 
offiean  who,  with  whaterer  credit  to 
thenselTes,  might  have  passed  the  ex- 
amination  at  a  particular  time  and  quali- 
fied themselves  for  particular  serrice. 
At  the  same  time,  he  did  not  mean  in 
ssy  way  to  detract  from  the  credit  which 
was  due  to  those  Volunteers  who  had  so 
qualified  themselyes.  With  regard  to 
the  men,  the  hon.  Member  said  that  the 
nambera  actually  enrolled  in  certain 
regiments  differed  very  widely  from 
their  Establishment  numbers.  He  went, 
indeed,  further,  and  pointed  out  that  the 
tsen  who  were  actually  present  fell  short 
of  the  numbers  enrolled.  That,  it  must 
be  admitted,  was  one  of  the  wealc  points 
of  our  Militia  system,  and  the  Com- 
mittee did  not  see  their  way  to  overcome 
the  difficulty  except  by  various  subsidiary 
wsam  Desertions  occurred  when  the 
Mtlilia  were  enrolled  in  densely,  and 
also  in  thinly,  populated  districts.  In 
the  lonner,  when  a  man  went  awav,  you 
night  as  well,  to  use  a  popular  phrase, 
*^lw)k  for  a  needle  in  a  oottle  of  hay." 
la  the  thinly  populated  districts,  want 
of  woric  and  the  fluctuations  of  employ- 
nsBl  often  rendered  it  impossible  for 
the  recmits  to  remain  in  the  district.  A 
threat  number  of  these  desertions,  or  the 
•hofft&ess  of  numbers,  arose  in  the  case 
of  Biflii  who  did  not  fulfil  their  first 
tngagement.  In  large  towns  where  the 
an  were  enrolled  in  we  autumn  months, 
it  sometimea  required  600  or  700  recruits 
to  bring  the  regiment  up  to  its  proper 
•tnogth,  and  it  was  difficult  to  exercise 
•0  maefa  care  in  the  selection  of  men  as 
to  secure  that  they  should  come  up  when 
failed  for.  Major  Maxwell  pointed  out 
to  the  Committee  the  difficulty  of  getting 
m«a  to  iiotiiy  their  change  of  residence ; 
lad  as  to  the  references  they  were  ex- 
pscted  to  give,  they  were  but  little  re- 
nofed  as  a  class  from  the  men  who 
rvfoned  to  them,  and  were  not  to  be 
r*h«d  upon.  The  hon.  Member  for 
West  Coniwall  (Sir  John  St  Aubyn) 
gave  valuable  evidence  of  the  op- 
difficulty   in    thinly  -  populated 


Committee,  though  with  some  doubts  in 
their  minds,  did  not  see  their  way  to 
recommend  a  complete  change  in  the 
system  of  recruiting;  and  they  rather 
directed  their  attention  to  other  means 
by  which  men  would  be  induced  to  enter 
the  Militia,  and  to  keep  there.  In  ad- 
hering to  the  system  of  sub-districts  in 
preference  to  the  system  of  ''  territorial 
regiments,"  it  was  only  intended  that 
the  Militia  should  remain  in  their  exist- 
ing position.  The  Committee  thought 
that  the  recruiting  should  be  carried  on 
as  now  by  the  permanent  Staff,  and 
that  they  should  be  encouraged  to 
obtain  better  references  and  a  personal 
knowledge  of  recruits.  The  adjutants 
of  Militia  only  received  their  actual 
expense,  instead  of  £3  a  company  as 
formerly  to  cover  all  expenses.  That 
allowance  of  £8  was  complained  of 
as  in  some  cases  insufficient;  while,  in 
others,  it  went  into  the  pocket  of  the 
officer.  The  Committee  wished  to  place 
the  matter  on  a  sound  footing,  and  while 
they  adhered  to  the  payment  of  actual 
expenses,  they  decided  to  recommend  a 
certain  amount  of  head-money  to  be 
given  to  cover  the  expenses  of  enrol- 
ment. After  some  discussion  it  was 
settled  that  2».  Qd,  should  be  allowed  for 
each  Militia  recruit,  and  this  had  been 
approved  by  the  War  Office,  and  would 
in  future  be  given.  With  respect  to  the 
question  of  bounty,  there  were  no  doubt 
good  reasons  for  thinking  that  if  all 
bounty  were  stopped  in  the  Militia,  as 
in  the  Army,  the  change  would  probably 
in  the  long  run  have  no  effect  on  the 
recruiting;  but  the  Committee,  having 
regard  to  the  evidence  they  received 
from  all  quarters  as  to  the  practical 
working  of  the  system ,  and  having  re- 
gard also  to  the  purely  hypothetical 
character  of  the  evidence  in  favour  of 
the  change,  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  would  be  hazardous,  if  not  impossible, 
to  do  away  at  present  with  the  practice 
of  paying  something  down  on  enrol- 
ment. It  was  a  custom  in  country 
districts  to  pay  something  down  on 
making  a  bargain,  and,  probably,  in 
many  cases,  a  man  who  was  enrolled 
would  not  think  he  had  actually  com- 
mitted himself  to  an  engagement,  unless 
he  received  something  on  me  occasion.  It 
was  also  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  there 
were  some  men  who  enrolled  under  the 
to  the  scaral^  of  men.  pressure  of  immediate  want.  Complaint 
After  considering   this    evidence,    the   had  been  made  of  the  regulation  made 
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by  Lord  OardweU,  wbeii  at  the  War 
Office,  with  regard  to  Militia  bounty, 
that  whereas  formerly  a  man  served  five 
years  for  £6,  he  had  now  to  serve  six 
years  for  the  same  sum.  That  was 
done  by  dividing  the  bounty  for  the 
first  year  into  two  halves.  It  had 
been  found  advisable  to  do  away  with 
the  running  account,  and  to  pay  10». 
on  enrolment  and  £l  for  each  year's 
service.  That  arrangement  was  to  take 
effect  after  a  certain  date.  On  financial, 
as  well  as  other  grounds,  it  was  thought 
advisable  to  encourage  re-enrolment. 
Besides  the  advantages  as  regarded  cost, 
and  efficiency  in  having  re- enrolled  men, 
there  was  the  further  consideration  that 
it  was  pretty  certain  they  would  turn  up, 
for  it  was  very  rarely  the  case  that  they 
deserted.  It  was  proposed  to  carry  out  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  as  to 
discharge  for  the  purpose  of  joining  the 
Hegular  Army,  and  as  to  discharge 
during  the  non-training  period.  Steps 
were  also  being  taken  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain in  what  way  schools  for  the  non- 
commissioned officers  could  be  best  car- 
ried out  at  the  Brigade  Depots.  As  it 
was  doubtful  whether  the  non-commis- 
sioned officers  would  attend  in  larg^ 
numbers,  it  was  not  thought  wise  to 
establish  large  central  schools.  At  cer- 
tain of  the  Brigade  Depots,  however, 
schools  would  be  set  up  wnere  those  who 
wished  would  be  able  to  obtain  certifi- 
cates. With  regard  to  additional  train- 
ing in  musketry,  this  subject  had  been 
referred  to  the  Inspector  Oeneral  of 
Musketry.  It  was  still  under  considera- 
tion, and  steps  would  be  taken  to  secure 
that  such  rifle  instruction  as  the  Militia 
had  to  go  through  during  their  neces- 
sarily limited  period  of  training  should 
at  fiJl  events  be  as  efficient  as  possible. 
With  respect  to  the  question  of  barracks, 
and  the  accommodation  at  the  Brigade 
Depots,  it  would  be  premature  to  discuss 
it  at  present,  inasmuch  as  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  appointed  a  Committee  consist- 
ing of  the  Quartermaster  General,  Colonel 
Bulwer,  Sir  Howard  Elphinstone,  and 
Major  EUice,  who  woula  visit  the  Bri- 
gade Depots  and  see  how  the  require- 
ments in  each  case  were  met.  This  Com- 
mittee had  not  yet  reported.  With  re- 
spect to  the  grievance  of  officers  who 
were  called  up  to  take  charge  of  recruits, 
arrangements  had  been  made  which 
would  ^ve  a  greater  elasticity  to  the 
Begulation  on  &e  subject,  and  which  it 

Mr.  Stanley 


was  believed  would  go  far  to  meet  tiia 
difficulty  of  the  case.    In  the  matter  of 
clothing  certain  additional  artidea  would 
be  provided.    With  regard  to  the  dntie* 
of  the  permanent  Staff,  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  decided  to  carry  out  the  re- 
commendation  of  the  Committee,  and  to 
consider  it  as  a  principle  that  each  Militii 
battalion  should,  as  rar  as  possible,  h«v« 
a  complete  Staff  of  its  own.    It  was  not 
necessary  or  advisable  that  there  abouJd 
in  every  case  be  an  Adjutant  appointed 
for  each  battalion  separately ;  but  it  was 
thought  essential  to  have  a  Quarter- 
master for  every  battalion,  in  order  that 
proper  care  might  be  taken  of  the  stcns, 
and  that  there  might  be  an  officer  re> 
sponsible  for  them.  As  the  two  Quarter- 
masters of  the  renment  could  v^y  waQ 
do  the  work  of  the  Brigade  Depot  be- 
tween them,  it  was  intended  to  dispense 
with  the  Quartermaster  of  the  dep6t 
It  was  also  intended  to  assign  aa  pait 
of  the  distinct  duties  of  the  Quarter- 
master, not  canying  extra  pay,  the  dutj 
of  acting  as  sub-accountant  to  the  Pay* 
master.    There  was  the  recommendatioa 
thatthe  non-commissioned  officers  should 
be  placed  on  the  same  footine  aa  thoss 
of  me  Line  with  respect  to  a&owanees. 
To  carry  out  that  proposal  would  cost 
£18,000  per   annum,   and  it  was  not 
thought  expedient  to  incur  so  lai^  an 
expense.      It   had   been   decided  that 
where  the  permanent   Staff  only  dit- 
charged  their  former  duties,  they  wer» 
to  receive  the  old  rate  of   pay;   but 
that  where  they  were  called  up  to  per- 
form Army  duties  at  Brigade  Depoti, 
the  allowances  that  the  Committee  r»- 
conmiended  should  be  made  to  a  num- 
ber not  exceeding  25  per  cent,  althoo^ 
it  was  impossible  to  carry  out  the  reoom- 
mendations  of  the  Committee  on  the 
subject  to  the  fiill  extent.    With  regud 
to  the  extra  training  of  the  Militia  Be- 
serve,  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  and 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Sun- 
derland (Sir  Henry  Havelook)  would  be 
aware  that  the  eeneral  result  of  the  in- 
quiries that  had  been  made  on  this  point, 
was  to  incline  the  Committee  not  to  re* 
commend  the  extension  of  the  training 
of  the  Militia  Eeserve,  for  the  present 
Finally,  with    regard  to  the  question 
whether  the  large  increase  in  the  ex- 
penditure which  had  been  detennined 
upon  had  been  acoounted  for,  his  answer 
was  that,  with  the  one  exception,  of  the 
cost  of  giving  the  full,  instead  of  the 
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haU'jmt^M  boantjp  the  whole  of  the  ad- 
ditional expenditure  had  been  oharg^ 
far  in  the  Estimates.  Although  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  had  not  been  able  at  an  earlier 
psriod  of  the  year  to  announce  that  he 
bad  finally  concluded  his  negotiations 
with  the  Treasury,  he  was  now  in  a 
position  to  state  that,  with  the  exception 
of  thoea  reoommendations  of  the  C)om- 
mittee  which  he  had  stated  could  not  be 
carried  out,  and  of  those  which  had 
been  spoken  of  the  other  evening,  all 
the  remaining  recommendations  of  the 
MiHtia  Committee  would  be  carried  into 
efiieet.  He  apologized  for  the  length  of 
time  during  which  he  had  occupied  the 
attaotionof  the  Committee,  but  explained 
tbal  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
snxious  that  the  earliest  opportunity 
ihould  be  taken  of  giving  me  fullest 
explanation  on  these  subjects. 

8in  JOHN  ST.  AUBYN  asked,  what 
bad  been  done  with  regard  to  the  uni- 
ibnn  of  the  Militia  regiments  ? 

Mm.  OATHOBNE  HARDY  said, 
that  no  actual  decision  had  yet  been 
tmred  at,  but  the  Government  were  of 
opiniim  that  it  was  veiy  desirable  that 
the  uniform  of  the  Militia  should  be 
made  to  correspond  as  far  as  possible 
with  thai  of  the  line,  while  the  facings 
could  be  reffulated  as  was  thought  desir- 
sWe. 

OoixurxL  NAGHTEN  thought  that 
the  Ballot  Acts  should  be  amended 
•0  as  to  allow  them  to  be  put  into 
operation. 

CoumzL  BUGGLES  -  BEISE  hoped 
that  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
&bie  to  point  to  some  steps  about  to  be 
taken  with  the  view  of  increasing  the 
oomber  of  Militia  officers,  of  whom  he 
WIS  afraid  there  would  be  a  scarcity  in 
A  abort  time. 

OnrxftAL  SiB  GEORGE  BALFOUE 
Ttoiarked  that  if  it  was  important  as  a 
iDstter  of  public  policy  to  pass  a  large 
Bomber  of  men  through  tne  ranks  of 
the  Begular  Army  as  quickly  as  possible, 
then  it  was  strange  that  the  Militia 
ot]^iiation  was  not  adapted  to  the 
ob}eet  for  which  the  Army  was  now 
aads  sabordinate.  Whilst  service  in 
tke  Bemlar  Army  was  limited  to  three 
jsari,  &e  servioe  in  the  Militia  was  fixed 
at  mx  yeaza,  with  the  power  of  allowing 
man  to  extend  their  servioe  for  a  further 
pariod.  He  could  not  help  wishing  a 
rtton  to  the  old  practice  of  last  cen- 
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tury  of  training  the  Militiamen  by  com- 
panies and  hidf  companies,  so  that  no 
man  could  be  taken  away  from  home 
beyond  a  five  mile  radius.  With  this 
limitation,  and  with  the  aid  of  expe- 
rienced and  thoroughly  trained  drill  in- 
structors, there  was  no  reason  for  limiting 
the  numbers  to  be  trained  to  the  present 
small  force  of  130,000  Militiamen.  No 
doubt  this  kind  of  training  would  inter- 
fere with  the  pomp  and  dignity  of  com- 
manding officers  of  Militia  regiments; 
but  then  the  nation  would  be  the  gainer 
of  having  many  hundred  thousands  of 
sufficiently  trained  men  in  the  ele- 
mentary part  of  military  drills  to  get 
them  to  join  the  cadres  of  the  Begular 
Army,  and  then,  in  a  few  weeks,  to 
become  efficient  soldiers  in  the  regi- 
mental and  brigade  exercises  and  drills. 

Mr.  EITCESe  thought  it  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  Committee  if  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  could  say 
when  the  difficulties  which  had  hitherto 
stood  in  the  way  of  the  propagation  of 
the  new  Militia  Warrant  were  likely  to 
be  removed,  and  when  the  Warrant 
itself  would  probably  be  issued.  He 
hoped  it  would  be  as  soon  as  possible, 
because  he  believed  it  would  have  a 
good  effect,  in  that  it  would  secure  a 
large  number  of  troops  who  were  now 
holding  back.  He  wished  also  to  know, 
whether  non-commissioned  officers  of  the 
Militia  were  to  have  accommodation  in 
the  new  barracks  ?  Some  of  the  non- 
commissioned officers  of  the  2nd  Surrey 
Militia  had  made  complaints  as  to  the 
deficiency  of  barrack  accommodation  at 
GKiildford. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HARDY  said, 
that,  in  consequence  of  a  letter  having 
been  sent  to  him  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  he  had  caused 
inquiries  to  be  made  respecting  the 
barrack  accommodation  at  Guildford, 
but  had  not  yet  received  a  reply.  With 
regard  to  the  Warrant,  no  date  could  be 
given  at  which  it  would  appear;  but 
he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  difficulties  which  had  been  referred 
to  were  practically  at  an  end ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  it  would  not  do  to  give 
one  regiment  an  advantage  over  another, 
and,  therefore,  practically  it  would  apply 
to  all  the  regiments  of  Militia  before 
their  next  training.  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  East  Essex 
(Colonel  Brise)  he  had  no  doubt  the 
proposed  change  with  regard  to  com- 
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missioiiB  ont  of  the  Militia  would  tend 
to  increase  the  nximber  of  officers,  in- 
stead of  diminishing  them. 

Vote  tigr^  to. 

(4.)  £74,400,  Yeomanry  Oayaliy  Pay 
and  Allowances. 

Colonel  HOOD  expressed  a  hope 
that  several  of  the  recommendations 
made  by  the  Committee  of  the  War 
Office  three  years  ago  would  be  carried 
into  effect.  The  Government  ought,  in 
his  opinion,  to  allow  the  men  when  out 
for  the  summer  drill  a  more  liberal  re- 
muneration per  day,  and  should  provide 
horses  for  them  for  the  time  from  the 
Begular  Army.  The  Government  should 
give  a  little  more  encouragement  to  those 
who  wished  to  keep  up  the  strength  of 
the  regiments,  and  to  those  who  wished 
to  join  them. 

An  hon.  Member  referred  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  inqui^  into  the  Yeomanry 
Cavalry,  and  said  that  the  Government 
had  treated  them  in  a  very  unsatisfac- 
tory manner.  Whenever  anything  like 
reductions  had  been  suggested,  they  had 
been  eagerly  seized  upon  by  the  War 
Office ;  but,  whenever  any  compensating 
advantages  had  been  proposed  they  had 
been  completely  passed  over.  Every 
succeeding  Session  fi?esh  requirements 
were  exacted  from  the  Yeomanry,  and 
they  were  now  in  a  considerably  worse 
position  than  they  occupied  some  years 
ago.  To  take  one  example ;  they  had  no 
longer  the  advantage  of  being  exempted 
from  the  horse  duty,  which,  in  one  sense, 
had  been  a  great  benefit  to  them. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  complained  of  the 
discouragement  and  disfavour  that  the 
Yeomanry  received  at  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  G^eral  Stephenson  said 
that  14  days'  training  would  be  neces- 
sary for  the  Volunteers  to  be  made  use- 
ful, and  he  asked  that  the  Yeomanry 
should  have  14  days'  training. 

Mr.  BROMLEY-DAVENPORT  said, 
he  had  the  honour  of  commanding  a 
detachment  of  Yeomanry,  and  was 
anxious  to  say  something  in  favour  of 
that  Foroe.  The  late  Government  did 
a  great  deal  to  discourage  the  Yeomanry ; 
but  while  Lord  Cardwell  chastised  them 
with  whips,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Hardy)  touched  them  up  with 
scorpions.  Certainly,  they  had  not  re- 
ceived much  encouragement  from  the 

Mr.  Oathome  Swriy 


present  Gkivemment.  He  knew  tiiat 
they  had  to  correspond  for  iireelcs  um! 
weeks  about  a  matter  of  eighteenpesce 
for  stationery.  A  time  miglit  oome 
when  the  Government  might  regret  that 
treatment. 

Lord  ESLINGTON  said,  that  no  one 
complained  of  the  Government  requiring 
the  greatest  amoimt  of  efficiency  for  the 
Yeomanry,  and  he  did  not  wiali  them  to 
spend  one  shilling  on  the  Yeomanrr 
Force  more  than  was  requisite  and  aa> 
visable ;  but  if  the  War  Office  required 
gp*eater  efficiency,  it  was  bound  to  pay  a 
reasonable  portion  of  the  expense  of  at- 
taining that  efficiency.  He  thought  it 
would  be  well  if  they  had  an  under- 
standing with  the  War  Office  as  to 
whether  they  appreciated  the  Yeonmszy 
Force  or  not.  \i  they  did,  it  ought  to 
be  properly  maintained. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  lie 
had    never   commanded  Yeomanry  or 
other  troops ;  and  he  hoped  if  he  ever 
did,  he  should  not  be,  as  he  had  been 
iust  now,  fired  on  from  behind.    He 
had  been  credited  with  having  a  Oom- 
mittee  for  the  purpose  of  destroying  the 
Yeomanry,  when  he  put  upon  it  foizr 
most  distinguished  Yeomanry  officers, 
who  practically  carried  everything  their 
own  way.    As  to  trumpeters,  they  had 
to  be  paid  for  a  whole  year  when  thej 
were  required  to  blow  a  trumpet  for 
only  a  iew  days,  and  it  was  tnooght 
possible  to  make  other  arrangements  to 
obtain  their  services  when  they  were 
required.     The  Yeomanry  was  one  of 
the  oldest  and  one  of  the  beet  Foroee 
of  its  kind,  and  his  object  had  been  to 
encourage    good    regiments    and    dii- 
courage  bad  ones,  and  raise  the  stan- 
dard of  efficiency  as  much  as  possiUe. 
He  had  not  tried  to  encourage  wi^.  ones, 
nor  would  he  do  so.    It  had  not  beea 
noticed  that  there  was  an  increaee  in  this 
year's  Estimates,  both  in  this  Vote  and 
in  Vote  No.  10,  and  yet  he  was  charged 
with  doine  nothing  for  the  encourage- 
ment of  me  Yeomanry.    The  incretae 
in  the  pay  of  adjutants,  the  aboHtxon  of 
Uie  horse  duty,  and  the  audit  of  aoooimtis 
would  all  be  beneficial  to  them;  but 
there  were  several  regiments  too  small 
for  adjutants.    The  Committee  recom- 
mended  that  no  reg^ent  und^  900 
strong  ought  to  have  an  a^utant,  and 
that  no  regiment  without  an  adjutant 
ought  to  be  kept  up,  and  the  oonee- 
quence  was  obvious — ^that  the  amalkr 
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7«mn«Dt8  would  nltimatel j  have  to  be 
diMMiided.  He  had,  however,  giyen 
them  time,  in  order  that  they  might, 
if  pooBible,  recruit  to  a  higher  strength. 
Hia  object  throughout  had  been  the 
impvorement  of  the  Teomanry  and  its 
cfltabKahment  as  an  efficient  and  real 
Faroe,  and  he  beliered  the  measures  he 
had  taken  would  have  that  result. 

Toie  «^«Mf  to. 

rs.>  £466,700,  Volunteer  Corps  Pay 
■nd  Allowances. 

Sim    WALTER    B.    BABTTELOT 
roee  to  call  attention  to  the  rank  and 
miring  allowances  of  a^utants  of  Yolun- 
tMra,  and  urged  that  the  Govemment 
•honld  do  all  in  its  power  to  make  the 
poaition  of  those  officers  as  g^ood  as  pos- 
sible, as  upon  their  exertions  depended 
much  of  the  efficiency  of  the  Volunteer 
Force.     That  efficiency  was  increasing 
Tear  by  year ;  it  was  most  .necessary  to 
hare  a  good  adjutant  in  each  regiment ; 
snd  those  adjutants  who  had  made  their 
battalions  effident  deserved  every  en- 
couragement.  His  own  adjutant  left  the 
Army  in  1864,  when  he  was  a  captain 
xntlie  1 0th  Foot,  and   in   1874,  under 
new  regulations,  he  and  others  were 
made  temporaiy  captains  in  the  Army, 
sod  they  ranked  only  with  Volunteers 
from  that  date,  whereas  many  had  been 
ctpCsins  for  some  years,  and  in  the  in- 
lUiice  of  his  own  adjutant,  from  1864. 
That  was  a  great  hardship  and  deserved 
n>nnderation,  as  the  rank  ought  to  be 
given  from  the  date  of  the  first  appoint- 
ment, and  this,  as  well  as  the  rank  of 
major,  with  which  he  would  now  deal, 
would  cost  the  country  nothing.  As  to  the 
retiring  rank  of  major,  acooxding  to  the 
old  Regulations  a  man  if  retired  from 
ill-heami,  prorided    he  had  been  five 
7««n  an  adjutant  of  Volunteers  and  had 
"iO  years'  service  in  the  Army,  might 
Tvttre  with  the  rank  of  major ;  but  if  he 
had  served  15  years  in  the  Volunteers, 
whatever  might  be  his  serrice  in  the 
Anny,  he  could  retire  with  the  same 
nnk.    That  surely  was  not  to  place  him 
on  the  same  footing  as  if  he  were  in  the 
Militia.    When  Lord  Cardwell  first  in- 
troduced  his   scheme,  he  treated   the 
UlHtia   and    Volunteers    as   Beserved 
Forces,  and  the  adjutants  of  both  exactly 
in  ths  same  way.    But  since  that,  the 
Secretary  of  Btate  fbr  War  had  been 
lorioua  to  establish  a  new  system  in 


the  Militia,  and  had  given  certain  re- 
tiring allowances  to  uie  adjutants  of 
Militia,  provided  they  retired  by  a  cer- 
tain day,  and  he  had  been  informed  that 
some  of  them  had  even  been  allowed 
to  retire  since  ih&t  day.  But,  be  that 
as  it  may,  he  should  like  to  see  adjutants 
of  Volunteers  placed  upon  the  same 
footing,  and  get  the  same  chance.  In- 
asmuch as  they  had  as  much,  if  not 
more,  to  do  in  the  course  of  the  year 
than  the  adiutants  of  Militia,  they  ought, 
in  hb  opimon,  at  least  to  have  the  offer 
of  the  same  retiring  allowances,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  take  away 
every  grievance  by  granting  these  small 
concessions.  He  aJso  thought  it  was 
scarcely  right  that  these  men  should  be 
required  to  go  before  a  medical  Board 
and  be  absolutely  invalided  before  they 
were  held  to  be  entitled  to  a  retiring 
allowance.       

OoLONEL  MURE,  concurring  very 
much  in  all  that  had  fallen  from  the 
last  speaker,  insisted  upon  the  expe- 
diency of  paying  regard  to  vested  in- 
terests, observing  that  it  was  hardly 
fair  that  when  an  officer  assumed  the 
duties  of  Volunteer  adjutant,  and  was 
entitled  to  the  receipt  of  a  certain  an- 
nual sum  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  a 
horse,  he  should  receive  merely  an  al- 
lowance for  hiring  one.  He  would  sug- 
gest, too,  that  the  officers  who  became 
Volunteer  adjutants  before  1872  and 
those  who  became  Volunteer  adjutants 
after  that  year  should  be  put  on  the 
same  footing.  He  should,  as  a  Volun- 
teer officer,  he  might  add,  like  to  see 
some  compulsory  audit  of  accounts  in- 
stituted throughout  the  Volunteer  Army, 
that  some  further  allowance  would  be 
made  for  the  formation  of  Volunteer 
camps,  and  a  roster  of  the  whole  of  the 
Force  throughout  the  country  properly 
kept.  

Mb.  mark  STEWART  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  give  due 
consideration  to  the  urgency  of  this 
question  with  reference  to  adjutants'  al- 
lowances. He  would  also  suggest  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  a 
pecuniary  g^rant  for  the  purpose  of  faci- 
litating the  muster  of  ArtiUery  corps  in 
different  parts  of  the  country.  On  the 
West  Coast  of  Scotland  many  Artillery 
corps  were  brought  together  at  one  spot, 
and  the  main  expense  of  the  gathering 
fell  upon  the  officers,  which  was  hardly 
a  fair  state  of  things. 
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Mb.  J.  W.  BAEOLAT  urged  that 
since  the  Yolunteers  were  now  reoog- 
nized  as  a  permanent  Force  available 
for  the  defence  of  the  country,  they 
ought  to  receive  more  encouragement 
from  the  Gbvemment,  and  suggested 
whether  for  the  purpose  of  increasing 
and  developing  that  Force,  it  might  not 
be  advisable  to  divert  a  portion  of  the 
sum  presently  devoted  to  the  Militia. 
He  pressed  on  the  Government  the 
desirability  of  having  a  Boyal  Commis- 
sion or  a  Committee  of  the  House  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  best  means  of 
still  further  increasing  the  numbers  and 
efficiency  of  the  Volunteers,  and  intro- 
ducing a  better  system  into  that  service. 

Mr.  knight  complained  of  the 
treatment  which  adjutants  employed  in 
the  Volunteer  Force  had  received  in  the 
way  of  pay  and  retiring  allowances,  and 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  Gbvemment 
would  deal  with  them  generously,  es- 
pecially the  old  adjutants  who  had  done 
so  much  from  the  outset  of  the  move- 
ment to  make  the  Force  what  it  now 
was — those  who  had  borne  the  burden 
and  heat  of  the  day — by  giving  them 
the  same  retiring  aUowance  which  they 
would  have  been  entitled  to  if  they  had 
continued  to  serve  as  captains  in  the 
Eegular  Army. 

Sib  PATBICK  O'BEIEN  thought  it 
was  a  matter  of  very  great  importance 
that  the  Committee  should  be  informed 
whether  the  Volimteer  Force  was  pro- 
perly officered  or  not,  for,  according  to 
a  letter  written  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord 
Elcho)  which  had  appeared  in  The  Times 
of  that  morning,  they  constituted  the 
real  Force  of  the  country.  That  letter 
ought  not  to  pass  without  notice,  for  it 
contained  the  statement  that  the  Force 
was  inefficiently  led.  If  they  were  the 
illusory  Force  which  some  hon.  Members 
seemed  to  suppose,  it  would  be  well 
that  that  fact  should  be  made  known 
on  the  authority  of  the  Minister  who 
was  responsible  for  our  military  admini- 
stration. 

Colonel  BEEESFOED,  referring  to 
the  pay  of  the  adjutants,  pointed  out 
that  the  price  of  the  provisions  was  much 
higher  than  it  was  20  years  ago,  and 
that  that  circumstance  ought  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  in  deeding  with  the 
case.  The  pay  only  amounted  to  15«.  3d. 
a-day,  and  out  of  that  the  officer  had  to 
pay  for  his  horse. 


Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  said,  &tf 
of  course  he  could  not  be  supposed  to 
think  the  Volunteers  not  worth  haviiif. 
He  drew  an  entirely  opposite  cx>iicliiao« 
from  the  letter  of  the  noble  Lord  tke 
Member     for   Haddingtonshire    (Lord 
Elcho)  to  that  which  had  been  drawn  bj 
the  hon.  Member  for  King's  Coontj  (8? 
Patrick  O'Brien).    He  thought  his  nobl» 
Friend  had  shown  too  much  sensitire- 
ness  at  the  remarks  made  by  the  in- 
specting officer.  He  did  not  think  Voln- 
teers  should  be  too  sensitive  of  the  reaiarkt 
of  inspecting  officers,  whose  duty  it  wu 
not  only  to  applaud  their  merits,  but  to 
tell  them  their  faults.    Had  the  bos. 
Baronet  been  present  at  an  earlier  •tag*' 
of  the  evening,  he  would  have  heard  it 
stated  that  so  far  from  the  officers  of  the 
Volunteer  Force  being  uninstructed,  tte 
contrary  was  the  case,  so  far  as  a  larg« 
portion  of  them  were  concerned.  At  the 
same  time  it  was  not,  of  course,  to  be 
supposed  that  Volunteer   officers  vitL 
the  limited  time  and  means  of  drill  and 
manceuvring  at  their  disposal  could  take 
their  place  at  once  on  a  level  with  t&« 
officers  of  the  Eeg^ar  Army,  nor  wts 
it  matter  for  wonder  that  when  inspected 
by  a  member  of  the  Household  Brigade 
he  should  have  made  some  criticisms  oo 
the  manner  in  which  they  had  performed 
their  duty  in  the  field.    He,  howersr, 
deduced   from    the    statements  of  the 
gallant  general   who    acted    in    thft 
capacity  that  the  Volunteers  would,  in 
case  of  necessity,  be  found  to  be  a  jtaj 
efficient    Force,    although  he  did  cot 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Focfar- 
shire    (Mr.    Barclay)   and    those   who 
contended   that    they    could  take  ihe 
place  of  the  Eegular  Army.    There  wu 
much,  he  might  add,  in  his  opinion,  is 
what  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  the  Member  for  West  Soa- 
sex  (Sir  Walter  Barttelot)  with  respect 
to  Volunteer  adjutants;  but  he  mtut 
remind  him  that  their  pay  had  bsa 
increased  from  8«.  a-day  and  2t.  allow- 
ance for  forage  to  15«.  Sd.      The  con- 
ditions, however,    imposed  upon  them 
as  to  retiring  allowances  were,  he  ad- 
mitted, somewhat  hard,  conuderinff  tha 
long  service  of  some  officers,  and  ha 
would  undertake  that  point  ehoM  ba 
carefully  considered.    But  that  offioen 
who  retired  from  the  Army,  and  ae- 
cepted  conditions  with  which  they  wen 
perfectly  acquainted,  should  be  restored 
to  the  positions  which  they  would  ban 
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ooeopied  liad  they  oontmued  all  the 
time  in  the  Army  was  to  take  a  view 
of  their  cftae  in  which  he  could  not 
coDcnr.  The  Yolonteer  Artillery  he  re- 
garded at  one  of  the  most  important 
branohea  of  the  Serrice,  and  what  they 
had  done  at  Shoeburyness  last  year  and 
in  prerioos  years  tended  to  show  the 
«ixoellenoe  of  that  Force.  It  was  in- 
tmdad  they  should  try  this  year  the 
BBW  guns,  which,  if  they  were  ever 
calltd  upon  to  defend  any  of  ourfortresses, 
th«y  would  have  to  use,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  trial  of  these  guns  would  still 
farther  increase  their  efficiency.  He 
could  assure  the  Committee  that  the 
efficiency  of  the  Volunteer  Force  ex- 
dted  the  deepest  interest  in  his  mind. 

Ma.  WHALLEY  did  not  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  StjOe  for  War  that  there  were  im- 
pediments to  the  Volunteers  becoming 
tn  efficient  Force.  He  denied  that  state- 
meat  of  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
regarded  the  ^lunteers  as  a  most  effi- 
deot  Force.  With  regard  to  the  Begular 
Kimjy  which  was  jealous  of  the  Volun- 
ipen,  he  thought  it  was  twice  as  ex- 
peastre  as  it  ought  to  be.  Encourage- 
ment ought  to  be  given  to  the  Volunteer 
Force,  and  that  might  be  done  by 
placing  them  under  the  conunand  of 
tkOled  officers. 

Ma.  OATHORNE  HARDY  explained 
that  what  he  desired  was  that  the  Volun- 
teen  should  be  encouraged  by  all  pos- 
nble  f^ilities  of  drill  and  other  means 
of  increasing  their  efficiency.  The 
whole  oharmcter  of  the  Force,  however, 
to  much  depended  upon  the  officers 
•ad  the  relation  in  wnich  they  stood 
to  the  men,  that  he  had  not  the  sliffhtest 
intention  to  propose  that  they  snould 
he  replaced  by  officers  of  the  Regular 
Army. 

Ma.  DILLWYN,  as  a  Volunteer,  had 
ilvays  found  the  War  Office  ready  to 
liiten  to  any  reasonable  representations, 
fnd  eo  far  from  any  jealousy  manifest- 
mg  itself  on  the  part  of  the  Regular 
Army,  he  had  always  found  the  greatest 
^disposition  to  assist  the  Volunteers.  He 
was  sorry  to  see  the  House  to-night 
nioiving  itaelf  into  a  committee  of 
grisvaaoes,  instead  of  considering  and 
agreeing  to  the  Army  Votes. 

Ma.  BULWER  begged  to  thank  the 
ngltthoa.  Gentleman  Uie  Secretary  of 
8^  for  War  fbr  promising  to  consider 
^  qnislbn  aa  to  the  retirement  of 


Volunteer  adjutants.  After  17  years' 
experience  as  an  officer  of  Volunteers, 
he  most  emphatically  repudiated  the 
statement  of  "the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough, that  the  Reg^ar  Army  were 
jealous  of  the  Volunteers.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  Volunteers  had  invariably 
received  from  the  Army  the  greatest 
assistance,  and  from  the  officers  of  the 
Army  the  utmost  kindness  and  cordiality. 
The  right  hon.Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  had  spoken  of  the 
limited  opportunities  which  Volunteer 
officers  had  of  acquiring  a  knowledge  of 
their  duties.  On  behalf  of  officers  com- 
manding Metropolitan  Corps,  he  would 
g^ve  an  instance  in  which  their  opportu- 
nity was  limited  indeed.  Many  of  them 
were  annually  ordered  out  into  Hyde 
Park  for  instruction  in  bri^de  drill, 
and  when  they  got  there,  owing  to  the 
crowds  of  people  who  were  allowed  to 
interfere  with  them,  it  was  impossible 
for  men  or  officers  to  see  or  hear  what 
was  going  on.  For  all  purposes  of  in- 
struction, such  drills  were  worse  than 
useless;  and  he  trusted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able  to  take 
some  steps  to  remedy  this,  so  that  on 
future  occasions  it  might  be  possible  for 
one  battalion  commander  to  see  at  least 
what   the  battalion    next    to    him    in 

brigade  was  doing.       

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  complained 
that  Ireland  was  not  allowed  to  have 
Volunteer  corps. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £132,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  demiy  the  Charge 
ifor  Army  Resenre  Force  Pay  and  Allowances 
(including  BlnroUed  Pensioners),  which  will 
come  in  course  of  pa3rment  from  the  1st  day  of 
Apnl  1877  to  the  31st  day  of  March  1878,  in- 
elusive.'' 

Captaik  NOLAN  commented  at  some 
length  on  the  condition  of  the  Reserve 
Forces,  which  he  argued  were  a  com* 
plete  failure. 

Shortly  after  midnight, 

Mn.  O'CONNOR  POWER  moved  to 
report  Progress.  He  objected  to  voting 
away  pubuc  money  at  that  late  hour. 
The  protests  of  hon.  Members  against 
unnecessary  expenditure  were  never  at- 
tended to  at  that  time,  when  the  only 
object  of  the  Government  was  to  hurry 
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ihrough  the  Votes  as  raeedilj  as  pos- 
sible. The  people  of  Ireland  contributed 
to  the  expense  of  the  Volunteer  Force  of 
England,  but  was  not  allowed  to  have 
Volunteers  of  her  own.  f '  *  Question ! "] 
Surely  it  was  the  right  of  the  Members 
from  Ireland  to  raise  the  question  of  the 
justice  and  expediency  of  this  when  they 
were  asked  to  vote  the  money.  He 
moved  that  the  Oommittee  do  now  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  ''That  the  Chairman 
do  report  Prog^ss,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again." — {Mr,  G*  Connor  Power,) 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HAEDT  opposed 
the  Motion  to  report  Progress ;  observ- 
ing that  there  was  nothing  unusual 
or  inconvenient  in  the  Committee  con- 
sidering Votes  in  Supply — sometimes  of 
considerable  amount  and  importance — 
at  a  much  later  hour  than  had  then 
arrived.  The  Vote  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  Volimteer  Force,  nor  did  there  ap- 
pear to  be  any  opposition  to  it. 

Captain  NOLAN  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  no  answer  to  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo,  relative  to  the  Volunteer  Force  in 
Ireland.  If  there  was  not  time  to  answer 
the  objections  raised  by  hon.  Members, 
it  was  time  that  the  discussion  should  be 
postponed,  and  he  should  support  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
the  question  of  the  Reserve  Forces  had 
already  been  fully  discussed  on  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
(Mr.  J.  Holms).  It  was  impossible,  on 
taking  Votes  in  Supply,  to  enter  into 
such  criticism  of  details  as  was  raised  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member.  He  hoped 
the  Vote  would  be  allowed  to  be  taken. 

Me.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  it 
was  impossible  to  give  an  answer  to  ob- 
jections raised  at  that  hour  of  the  night. 
Surely  that  was  a  sufficient  reason  why 
the  Committee  should  now  report  Pro- 
gress.   

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  no  answer  was 
given  to  the  Question  of  his  hon.  Friend 
uie  Member  for  Mayo,  and  he  thought 
his  Motion  to  report  Progress  was  per- 
fectly reasonable. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
should  certainly  divide  the  Oommittee 
on  the  Question. 

Mr.  (y  Connor  Power 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  dmded:  —  Aje§  S; 
Noes  128:  Majority  120.— (Dir.  liM, 
No.  199.) 

Atbs —    Bowyer,SxrG.    OJlui,  P. 
0*Beim6,0ap.   O'Donnell,  F.    O'Oocnu,  P. 
Pamell,  C.  8.    Power  R.  Whitwvrth,  R 

Tbllbbs — Captain  Nolan  and  Mr.  O'Oaoaa 
Power. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  moved  that  ^ 
Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Ohair.  If 
the  hour  was  so  late  that  the  riglit  hoa. 
Gentleman  oould  not  give  an  ex|Hanatia& 
of  the  Votes  proposed,  it  was  time  that 
the  Committee  should  cease. 

Motion  made,  "That  the  Chaizmjui  dn 
now  leave  the  Chair."— (Jfr.  (/DmmtiL) 

Me.  GATHORNE  HARDY  tnistfd 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  resist  the 
large  majority  by  which  the  Motion  to 
report  Progress  had  just  been  negatived. 
There  was  no  question  of  principle  in- 
volved. As  to  tne  Question  of  the  hoa. 
Member  for  Mayo,  the  subject  of  Ydu- 
teers  in  Ireland  was  not  before  tiia 
Committee,  and  therefore  he  had  not 
answered  the  hon.  Gentleman's  remado. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  6 ; 
Noes  127:  Majority  121.— (Div.  List, 
No.  200.) 

Ayes—    Nolan, Captain  O'BeinM.CkfL 
O'Oorman,  P.    Power,  J.  O'C,  Power.  E. 
Sheil,E. 
TBLLKBft— Mr.  O'Donnell  and  Mr.  VvmSL 

Motion  made,  ''That  l^e  Ghairmta 
do  report  Progress,  and  aak  leave  to  at 
again." — {Mqfor  ffOormtm,) 

The  Motion  being  received  with  ex- 
pressions of  disapprobation, 

Mb.  GREENE  urged  the  hon.  aai 
gallant  Member  for  Waterford  not  to 
persist  in  his  opposition.  For  bimistfi 
he  was  prepared  to  sit  to  an^  time  to 
prevent  the  policy  of  obstruction  which 
appeared  to  have  been  adopted  by  ¥m» 
hon.  Members  opposite^ 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  was  nnd«w 
stood  to  describe  the  speech  of  the  hoa- 
Member  for  Bury  aa  ''hypocritifiil" 
[CWmo/ "Order!"] 

The  chairman  said*  the  enrM- 
sion  used  bv  the  hon.  Member  for  lujo 
was  un-Parliamentary. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  aaid,  thit 
what  he  had  said,  or  meant  to  say,  vn 
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not  tkat  the  speech  waa  "  hypocritical," 
hot  "  hjpercnticaL"  [7%t«  «i}»2afia^tii>» 
wc*  Mry  tm/avourahfy  reenved,  and  was 
th§  cowtw^snciwuiU  of  a  long  period  of  eon- 

Mm.  ANDERSON,  referring  to  the 
argiuDflnt  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo, 
that  the  Irish  people  contributed  to  the 
ftxpenee  of  the  English  Volunteers,  de- 
Bivd  to  point  out  that  a  good  deal  of 
EngUeh  and  Scotch  money  went  to  pay 
for  the  Irish  police. 

Tm  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QL£K  interposed,  and  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Olasgow  had  travelled 
equmDy  out  of  the  record.  The  Irish 
Tolonteers  were  not  before  the  Commit- 
tee, neither  were  the  English — it  was 
nmplj  a  Vote  for  the  Reserve  Forces. 
But  he  roee  to  express  his  hope  that  the 
Oommittee  would  be  allowed  to  proceed 
with  the  Vote,  and  that  nothing  would 
ooeur  that  might  render  it  necessary  to 
make  a  change  in  the  established  Rules 
of  Debate. 

Mr.  Pabvill,  Mr.  O'Donnsll,  and 
other  Members  addressed  the  Commit- 
tee, speaking  amid  great  confusion  and 
oontinned  cries  of  "Order!  Order!" 
*' Chair!  Chair!"  <' Question!  Ques- 
tion!" 

Ma.  0*DONNELL  addressed  the 
Coomiittee  in  support  of  the  Motion  to 
rpport  Progress,  at  gpreat  length  and 
with  little  relevance  to  the  Question. 

The  uneasiness  and  displeasure  of  the 
Coounittee  was  such  that  at  length  an 
boD.  Member  (Sir  WiUiam  Edmonstone) 
rose  and  moved  that  the  Committee  be 
oooBted. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

[a.m.  1.50] 

Ma.  O'DONNELL  proceeded  in  his 
speech^  being  continuously  met  with 
cries  of  •« Question!  Question!"  '<Di- 
ride !  Divide ! "  and  calls  to  Order. 

Turn  CHAIRMAN  repeatedly  at- 
tsmpled  to  enforce  the  rules  of  debate 
by  txtjunctions  of  "  Order !  " 

Ma.  O'DONNELL,  however,  con- 
tinned  his  address;  urging,  with  oon- 
itaat  iteration,  the  impropriety  of  de- 
bating important  questions  or  voting 
away  lai|pe  stuns  of  pablio  money  at 
iMUigli4  Xbe  hon.  Member  enforced 
hii  argument  by  repeatedly  referring  to 


the  examples  of  the  Senates  of  Greece 
and  Rome,  which  conducted  their  deli- 
berations by  daylight;  and  the  more 
modem  examples  of  Qermany  and 
France,  whose  Assemblies  met  at  mid- 
day and  separated  at  an  early  hour  of 
the  afternoon. 

Mb,  PULESTON  rose  to  Order.  The 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  were  utterly  irrelevant  to  the 
Question  before  the  Committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said  he  had  re- 
peatedly pointed  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  he  was  transgressing  the  rules  of 
debate.  The  hon.  Member,  he  must 
say,  seemed  disposed  to  treat  the  Chair 
with  hardly  the  usual  respect. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  resumed  his  ad- 
dress, with  complete  disregard  of  the 
reproof 

Mb.  PULESTON  again  rose  to  Order. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  was 
turning  the  House  of  Commons  into 
ridicule. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  had  not 
the  slightest  desire  to  turn  the  House  of 
Commons  into  ridicule:  and' then  re- 
sumed his  speech  at  the  point  of  inter- 
ruption, referring  to  the  procedure  of 
the  German  Reichstag 

Thb  chairman  said,  he  had  al- 
ready pointed  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  he  was  breaking  through  the  Rules 
of  Debate.  If  he  persisted,  he  would 
look  upon  his  conduct  as  disrespectful 
to  the  Committee,  and  would  be  com- 
pelled to  submit  to  the  Committee  whe- 
ther such  conduct  should  not  be  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL,  expressinjp^  his  de- 
sire not  to  infringe  the  rules  of  debate, 
nor  to  act  in  any  manner  disrespectful 
to  the  Committee,  at  length  sat  down. 

Mb.  LOCEIE  referred  with  some  in- 
dignation to  the  conduct  of  the  hon« 
Member,  whose  expressions  of  deference 
to  the  authority  of  the  Chair,  he  said, 
only  pretended  to  be  sincere. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  the  Chairman 
if  such  an  imputation  was  Parliamen- 
tary. 

Ths  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  expres- 
sion was  not  necessarily  un-Parliamen- 
tary,  unless  it  imputed  personal  insin- 
cerity to  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  LOCKE  expressed  his  regret 
that  the  Rules  of  tne  House  did  not 
permit  them  to  put  a  stop  to  speeches 
such  as  this,  the  only  object  of  which 
seemed  to  be  to  waste  time  and  obstruct 
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tlie  Business  of  the  House.  I  have,  said 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  seen  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  for  the  first 
time  to-night,  and  Heaven  knows  I  do 
not  wish  ever  to  look  upon  him  again. 
And  as  for  the  other  hon.  Member ! 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan had  not  lon^  been  a  Member  of 
the  House,  and  perhaps  did  not  know 
the  Rules.  Opposed  Business  was  not 
begun  after  half-past  12  o'clock.  He 
thought  the  minority  was  unreasonable, 
and  that  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan  was  irregular — to  say 
the  least  of  it. 

Me.  PARNELL  said,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  always  fair  and 
conciliatory;  but  the  Members  of  his 
Party  were  always  ready  to  throw  insult 
on  the  Lish  Members.  He  had  heard 
Members  on  that  side  say,  while  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  was  speaking — 
''  Let  us  see  how  much  he  will  stand." 

This  statement  called  forth  disorderly^ 
cries  from  Members  on  the  Gbvemment 
benches ;  which  led  to  a  severe  call  to 
Order  from  the  Chaibman,  and  a  threat 
to  call  one  hon.  Member  by  Name  if  he 
did  not  desist. 

Mr.  C.  B.  DENISON  strongly  de- 
nounced the  course  now  taken  by  the 
hon.  Members  opposite,  in  obstructing 
the  proceedings  of  the  Committee. 

Me.  WHALLEY  declared  that,  so 
far  from  being  ashamed  of  the  conduct 
of  those  hon.  Members,  on  the  contrary, 
the  part  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  and  those  who  acted  with 
him  filled  him  with  admiration  and 
envy. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  5; 
Noes  106:  Majority  101.— (Div.  List, 
No.  201.)  [a.m.  2.35] 

Ate8 —    NoIaxi,  Captain  0*Doimell,  F. 
Pamell,  C.  S.    Power,  J.  O'C.  Power,  R. 
Tbllbbs — Major  0'Gk>nnan  and  Mr.  Whalley. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  imme- 
diately moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do 
now  leave  the  Chair." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  O"  Connor  Power.) 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  5  ; 
Noes  106:  Majority  101.— (Div.  List, 
No.  202.) 

Mr,  Locke 


Atb8 —    Nolan,  Captain  0'Ooniiat,P. 
Pamell,  C.  S.    Power,  E.  Whall»y,0.  H. 

Tellrbs— Mr.  O'Donnell  and  Mr.  &QaBLm 
Power. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  piit» 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Fro- 
g^ss,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— 
{Mr.  Richard  Power,) 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  5 ; 
Noes  105:  Majority  100.— (Div.  list, 
No.  203.)  [A.1C  2.50] 

Atb8 —    Nolan,  Captain  0*DoonidI,P.H. 
O'Gorman,?.    Pamell,  0.  8.     Whalley,O.H. 
Tellers — Mr.    O'Connor   Power   uti    Mt. 
Richard  Power. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (Jfr.  PameU.) 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  9; 
Noes  105 :  Majority  100.--(Div.  list. 
No.  204.) 

Ateb —    Nolan,  Captain    CDomifill,?^ 
O'Gonnan,  P.    Power,  R.  WhaUejr,  G.  H 

TBLLBBa— Mr.  Pamell  and  Mr.  O'Ooimor 
Power. 

Motion   made,    and    Qae6tion  put, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."—. 
{Mr.  0*  Connor  Power,) 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  5; 
Noes  106  :  Majority  101.— (Div.  Ii«t, 
No.  205.) 

Ates —    Nolan,  Captain  O'GomuuuP. 
PameU,  C.  8.    Power,  B.  WbaUer,  G.  R 

Tbllebs— Mr.  O'Donnell  and  Mr.  O'Cobbot 
Power. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave tha 
Chair."— (ifr.  JFhaUey.) 


Mb.  PABNELL  asked,  what  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  want?  Did  lie 
want  a  victory  over  five  Irishmen? 
What  was  the  principle  he  was  contend- 
ine  for  ?  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEH  said,  it  was  for  this— that  a 
small  minority  should  g^ve  way  to  a 
large  majority.  They  would  not  b« 
disgraced  by  now  giving  way,  seeing  tkit 
it  would  be  an  act  of  personal  ooor- 
tesy  to  the  officials  of  the  House  and  to 
Mr.  SpeiJcer,  who  all  this  time  wu 
waiting. 

Mb.  O'CONNOB  POWER  declined  to 

S've  way ;  and  prooeeded  to  addrsM  the 
)mmittee,  when- 
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Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
Bot  preeent;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present—- — 

[a.m.  8.35] 

Km.  WHALLET  said,  it  was  ridi- 
enlons*  and  not  eren  boneet,  to  go  on  with 
Basineas  at  these  hours.  The  Business 
of  the  House,  he  said,  should  be  carried 
on  by  the  light  of  day.  f^  lauyh — for 
it  was  now  broad  daylight.]  He  was 
prepared  to  go  to  the  country  to-morrow 
and  contest  this  question.  [Mr.  D. 
Davies  made  a  remark  in  Welsh .]  Yes, 
he  would  undertake  to  carry  the  hon. 
OenUeman's  own  borough  against  him 
on  this  question — provided  he  would 
proniiae  not  to  address  his  constituents 
IB  Welsh. 

Mm.  O'DONNELL  addressed  the 
Committee  on  the  Motion,  when 

[a.m.  4.10] 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  preeent ;  and  the  Committee  haying 
been  counted,  and  33  Members  only 
being  present,  Mr.  Speaker  resumed  the 
Chair,  and  counted  the  House ;  and  40 
Memltors  being  present, 

SuypLT — furiher  contidered  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  ft  fitm,  not  exceeding  £132,000,  be 
grmntfed  to  Her  Majjefty,  to  denav  the  Charge 
for  Army  Reaerre  Force  Pay  and  Allowance! 
fiBcladmg  Enrolled  Penmonen),  which  will 
CGOM  in  ooime  of  payment  from  the  1st  day  of 
A|vil  1877  to  the  31ft  day  of  March  1878,  in. 


0*DONNELL  said,  it  was  really 
the  OoTemment  that  was  obstructing 
Bosineea  by  resisting  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment.  He  was  ready  to  sit  for 
24  hours  longer  to  protest  against  the 
ihame  of  this  midnight  legislation. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
*'That  the  Chairman  do  report  rro- 
gTsas,  and  ask  leaTe  to  sit  again.'' — 
{Mr.  PamsU.) 

Th»  Committee  div%d$d:  —  Ayes  5; 
Noes  64:  Majority  59.  — (Dir.  List, 
No.  206.) 

Atbs—    Nolan,  Captain  0*Donnell,F.H. 
(rOonsan,  P.    Power,  R.  Whaller,  G.  H. 

r.   PMneU   and   Mr.  O'Connor 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"  That  tho  Obaiiman  do  now  leare  the 
Gkair/'— (Jfr.  ffD^mM.) 


—  Ayes  5 ; 
(Div.   List, 


The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  65:  Majority  60. — 
No.  207.) 

Ayes  —    0'Gk>rman,  P.    Pamell,  C.  S. 
Power,  J.  0*C.  Power,  R.  Whalley,  G.  H. 

Tellbbs — Captain  Nolan  and  Mr.  O'Donnell. 

Motion  made,  "That  the  Chairman 
do  report  Prog^ss,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again." — {Mr.  O*  Connor  Power.) 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT,  who 
for  a  great  part  of  the  evening  had  re- 
presented the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition, 
rose,  and  with  great  force  deprecated 
a  continuance  of  fliese  undignified  pro- 
ceedings. Enough  had  heen  done  to 
vindicate  the  desire  of  the  Gbvemment 
to  get  on  with  Business,  hut  seeing  the 
contest  was  vain  with  Memhers  who 
were  determined  to  listen  to  no  argu- 
ment or  remonstrance,  he  thought  the 
Government  would  do  well  to  give  way. 
At  the  same  time,  he  reminded  the  pre- 
sent occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench 
that  when  they  sat  opposite,  the  hon. 
Member  for  York  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  and 
others  had  adoptea  the  same  tactics  of 
obstruction  which  now  created  so  much 
displeasure  when  acted  on  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  and  his  Friends. 

The  chancellor  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  ^atly  regretted  the 
contest  that  had  arisen ;  but  it  was  not 
a  question  whether  the  Oovemment 
should  give  way,  but  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  5 ; 
Noes  64  :  Majority  59.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  208.) 

Atbs—    0*Donnell,F.     O'Oorman,  P. 
Pamell,  C.  8.    Power,  R.  Whaller,  G.  H. 

TiLLBBs — Captain  Nolan  and  Mr.  O'Connor 
Power. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifflfor  0' Gorman.) 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  5  ; 
Noes  63 :  Majority  58.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  209.)  [a.m.  4.86] 

Atu—    Nolan,  Captain  0*Donnell,F.H. 
Pamdl,  C.  8.    Power,  R.  Whaller,  G.  H. 

TiLLiBa— liigor  O* Gorman  and  Mr.  O^ Connor 
Power. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gross,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'' — 
{Mr.  Rielwrd  Power.) 
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Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

[a.m.  5.0] 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  who  now 
represented  the  Government,  appealed 
to  hon.  Members  to  allow  Business 
to  proceed.  The  Vote  under  discus- 
sion was  proposed  before  midnight, 
and  had  been  resisted  for  upwards 
of  five  hours,  because  the  Secretary  for 
War  had  omitted  to  answer  a  question 
put  by  an  Irish  Member  which  haii  refer- 
ence to  a  Vote  that  had  already  been 
passed. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  that  Irish  ques- 
tions were  treated  in  a  half  contemptu- 
ous way,  and  it  was  only  by  determined 
action  that  the  Bepresentatives  from 
Ireland  could  force  upon  the  House  the 
conviction  that  Irish  questions  were  en- 
titled to  be  respectfully  considered. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  the 
contest  was  now  assuming  a  very  serious 
character.  The  supposea  slight  thrown 
upon  him  by  the  Secretary  for  War  was 
a  very  small  matter ;  but  the  manner  in 
which  Irish  Members  and  Irish  measures 
were  treated  was  a  very  grave  matter ; 
and  they  would  continue  their  opposition 
as  long  as  the  Qovemment  Hked,  in 
order  to  enforce  the  attention  of  the 
country.  Their  opposition  was  not  a  pre- 
arranged business — he  was  astonished 
not  to  find  himself  in  bed.  But  he 
felt  as  though  he  could  remain  until 
Macaulay's  New  Zealander  took  up  his 
station  on  the  broken  arches  of  London 
Bridge  to  sketch  the  ruins  of  St.  Paul's, 
80  strongly  was  he  convinced  of  the  prin- 
ciple he  was  maintaining. 

Mb.  BLAKE  remonstrated  against 
these  continuous  Motions,  the  real  object 
of  which  was  obstruction  and  nothing 
else.  The  hon.  Member  for  Meath  had 
publidy  avowed  it.  At  a  public  meet- 
ing in  the  Strand,  in  April  last,  he  had 
said  that  as  he  and  his  Friends  could  not 
meet  the  Qovemment  with  cold  steel, 
they  would  do  all  they  could  to  thwart 
them  in  the  ways  that  were  open  to 
them.  And  at  a  meeting  at^the  Italian 
Schools  in  Hatton  Oarden,  on  the  17th 
of  June,  he  had  ventured  to  speak  of 
the  Speaker  with  marked  disrespect; 
for  he  was  reported  to  have  said  that 
the  Speaker  looked  upon  Home  Rule 
Members  as  a  trapper  aid  on  vermin. 

Mb.  PARNETJi  rose,  and  with  great 


warmth  denied  that  he  had  ever  used 
such  language  in  reference  to  tko 
Speaker;  and  he  ohalleneed  the  kon. 
Member  to  produce  his  authority. 

The  T\me9  of  that  date  having  been 
procured  from  the  libraiy,  the  loUov- 
ing  extract  from  the  report  of  a  speeck 
attributed  to  Mr.  Pamell  on  the  occa- 
sion in  question  was  read : — 

"If  he  (Mr.  Parnell)  were  to  tell  them  tl»t 
the  Speaker  waa  a  man  of  great  ability,  but  tint 
he  looked  upon  Home  Rule  Members  much  m  a 
trapper  would  look  upon  vermin,  he  duniM  in 
all  probability  incur  his  displeasure  and  the  ca^ 
sequences  of  that  displeasure.  If  he  were  to 
speak  of  the  way  in  w^ch  the  "RngKA  Men. 
bers  generally  performed  their  duties,  he  imc^ 
9AJ  a  great  many  unpleasant  and  Tsry  tnw 
thmgs.  If  he  tola  them  that  the  'R"gli«^  Hem- 
bers  neglected  their  duties  to  Kngland  and  »- 
pedally  to  Ireland,  he  might  find  himantf 
brought  before  the  House  of  Commons,  tad  if 
he  were  to  speak  fully  of  the  Irish  Membcn  hs 
might  incur  the  charge  of  telling  tales  oot  of 
schooL  He  should,  therefore,  ask  them  to  ex- 
cuse him  if  he  did  not  tell  as  much  of  the  tratk 
there  as  he  spoke  in  the  House  itself.'* 

On  the  passage  referrins^  to  the  Speaker 
being  read,  hon.  MemSers  expressed 
much  indication ;  and  an  hon.  Member 
said  that  language  disparaging  to  the 
Speaker  of  that  House  was  a  breadi  of 
the  Priyileges  of  the  House,  and  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  the  conduct  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  would  be 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 

Mb.  PAENELL  denied  that  the  lan- 
guage he  had  used  supported  the  charge 
brought  against  him — for  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  but  attended  to  the  passage 
read  to  them  they  would  have  fomid  that 
his  egression  was  merely  hypothetical 

— "  If  he  were  to  tell  them "  ["  Oh, 

oh!"] 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  wer0 
not  present;  Oommittee  counted,  sod 
40  Members  being  found  preaent, 

[▲.H.  6.35.] 
Question  put. 

The  Oonmuttee  dkided: — Ayes  5; 
Noes  63  :  Majority  68.— (Dit.  List, 
No.  210.) 

Atxs —    Kohin,  Captain  0*€kiiman,  P. 
Pamell,  0.  8.    Power,  J.  O'C.  WhaUey,  0.  ft 
Tbllbbs— Mr.  0*Donnell  and  Hr.  Bichiid 
Power. 

Motion  made,  and  Qbestion  put, 
"  That  the  Ohairman  do  now  leaTO  the 
Chair."— (Ifr.  FameU.) 

The  Oommittee  divuUd: — Ayes  5; 
Noes  63 :  Majority  68.  —  (Dit.  Li«t, 
No.  211.) 
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Atbs—    NoImi,  Captain  0*DoimeIl,F.H. 

(XGomian,  P.    Power,  R,  Whalley,  O.  H. 

Tkllb&s — ^Mr.  Parnell   and   Mr.    O'Connor 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"That  the  Ohaarman  do  report  Pro- 
groM,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  5; 
Noes  63  :  Majority  58.  —  (Diy.  List, 
No.  212.) 

Aim —    Nolan,  Captain  0*Donnell,F.H. 

P6ver,  J.  O'C.  Power,  E.  Whalley,  G.  H. 

TkxxMBA 'Major  0*Oorman  and  Mr.  PamelL 


WHALLEY  said,  the  Chanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  the  Secretary  for 
War,  and  now  the  Home  Secretary  had 
left  the  House,  and  there  was  no  Mini- 
ster left  to  g^de  or  advise  them.  The 
Committee  of  Supply,  under  such  cir- 
eomstanoee,  was  a  sham  and  a  pretence. 

Mjl  KINO-HABMAN  rose  to  Order. 
Was  that  proper  language  to  apply  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  I' 

Ths  CHAfRMAN  said,  the  hon. 
Member's  language  was  strong,  but  not 
nn*Parliamentary. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  he  would  with- 
draw the  language,  but  would  move  that 
the  Chairman  do  leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  '*That  the  Chairman 
do  now  leave  the  Chair."— (ifr.  WTmlky.) 

After  some  further  angry  discussion — 

The  Oonmiittee  divided: — ^Ayes  6; 
Noes  62 :  Miyority  57.--(Div.  List, 
No.  213.) 

Ans—    Nolan,  Captain  0*DonneIl,F.H. 
aOomaa^P.    Pamall,  C.  8.     Power,  B. 

TiLLBB*— Mr.  O'Connor  Power  and  Mr. 
WluUej. 

Motion  made,  ''That  the  Chairman 
do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to 
Ht  again."— (jSr.  Bichard  Power.) 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

Ijlu.  6.20] 

Qoeetionput 

The  Conunittee  divided:  —  Ayes  6; 
Noes  62  :  Minority  67. — (Div.  List, 
No.  214.) 

A»—    Nolan,  Captain  0'Donnell,F.H. 
O'Oonnan,  P.    PameU,  d  8.    Power,  J.  0*0. 
Tnxna  —  Mr.    Riohard   Power  and    Mr. 
WbaOe^. 

Motion  made,  "That  the  Chairman 
io  aow  leave  the  Chair."— (Mr.  FameU.) 
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Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Committee  coimted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

[a.ic.  6.45] 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  Chairman  do 
now  leave  the  Chair." 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  5 ; 
Noes  62:  Majority  67.— (Div.  List, 
No.  215.) 

Ayes—    Nolan,  Captain  0*Donnell,F.H. 
O'Gorman,  P.    Power,  R.  Whalley,  G.  H. 

T£LLBB8~Mr.  PameU  and  Mr.  O'Connor 
Power. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

[a.m.  7.0] 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{^Mr.  ff  Connor  Power.) 

Sir  HENET  SELWIN-IBBETSON, 
who  was  now  the  sole  occupant  of  the 
Treasury  bench,  appeared  to  think  that 
the  Government  had  persevered  long 
enough,  but  warned  hon.  Members  that 
the  probable  result  of  the  course  pur- 
sued would  be  an  alteration  of  the  Bules 
of  Debate,  and  a  curtailment  of  the  privi- 
leges of  Members. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  rose  to  address  the 
Committee,  when — 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  not  being  present : 

Mr.  Speaker  resumed  the  Chair: — 
House  counted,  and  40  Members  not 
being  present : 

HouM  acUonmed  at  a  quarter  after  Seren 

o'clock  in  the  morning. 


^^PM^'»*^»*»^#^*^*^* 
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MINTTTEa]— PVBUO  BiLU^—Seeond  JUatUnf^ 
UniTerritiea  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
(176) :  Monioipal  Corporationa  (New  Char- 
ters)* (126). 

Oowmittm — JKipor^— Royal  Iriih  Conatabolary  * 
(120). 

Jttptei  Qenetml  Polioe  and  ImproTemeBt  (Scot- 
land) Act  (1S62)  Amendment '(109);  Trade 
Marks*  (106). 
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Third  JJtfflrfiV— MetropoHs  ToU  Bridges*  (46) ; 
Metropolis  ImproTement  Provisional  Orders 
CJonfirmation  (Great  WUd  Street,  &c)  •  (81]; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Brid- 
lington, &c.)  •  (107),  BisApatMed, 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— THE  MEDI- 
TERRANEAN FLEET.— QUESTION. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  I 
desire  to  ask  my  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  a  Ques- 
tion of  whicli  I  have  given  him  private 
Notice.  I  beg  to  ask  him,  Whether  he  is 
able  to  give  any  information  to  the 
House  with  regard  to  the  alleged  de- 
parture of  the  Mediterranean  Fleet  from 
the  Pirseus  ? 

The  Eabl  op  DERBY :  My  Lords, 
it  is  a  fact,  as  stated  in  the  newspapers, 
that  orders  have  been  ^▼on  to  the 
British  Fleet  to  leave  the  JPirseus,  where 
it  had  been  stationed,  and  return  to 
the  station  where  it  was  last  year — 
Besika  Bay. 

UNIVERSITIES  OF  OXFORD  AND  CAM- 
BRIDGE  BILL— (No.  lU.) 

{The  2£arques8  of  Salitbuiy,) 
SECOIO)  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  se- 
cond time,  said,  it  would  be  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  their  Lordships  that  last  year  they 
spent  a  considerable  time  in  considering 
the  provisions  of  the  University  of  Oxford 
Bill.  He  then  expressed  a  fear  lest  the 
labour  which  their  Lordships  had  ex- 
pended on  that  measure  might  become 
vain  in  consequence  of  the  Bill  bein^ 
lost  upon  the  sands  of  July.  That  had, 
unfortunately,  turned  out  to'be  true.  The 
Bill  failed  to  pass  that  terrible  ordeal 
which  awaitea  measures  in  the  other 
House,  and  which  now  appeared  to 
be  dangerous  even  to  the  most  neces- 
sary measures  for  the  defence  of  the 
country.  That  Bill  was  re-introduced 
this  Session  in  the  other  House,  and 
together  with  it  was  incorporated  a 
Bui,  which  their  Lordships  hcul  not  yet 
seen,  for  the  University  of  Cambridge. 
The  objects  of  the  Bill  were  the  same 
as  they  were  before,  and  the  provisions, 
he  thought,  on  the  whole,  haa  not  been 
sensibly  changed.  The  cause  for  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  last  year  was 


that  a  Commission  had  been  issaed  bj 
the  late  Gbvemment,  had  sat  and  exa- 
mined very  carefully  into  the  revenues 
of  the  University,  and  had  aaoertained 
that  there  was  a  considerable  surplus  of 
income  more  than  was  necessary  for  the 
purposes  of  the  University,  purely  as  an 
educational  body,  and  that  mere  woold, 
in  future  years,  be  a  very  large  increaM 
in  that  already  considerable  sum.  The 
Government  were  certain  that  Pariia- 
ment  would  not  oonsent  that  so  large  an 
addition  to  the  resources  of  the  Univer- 
sity should  be  disposed  of  without  doe 
regard  being  had  to  the  many  wants 
wMch  had  been  pointed  out  and  admitted 
to  exist  at  the  University  by  men  of  all 
Parties  there,  and  for  whidi  additional 
resources  were  requisite.  New  studies 
had  been  introduced,  new  branches  of 
learning  were  attracting  the  attention  of 
numbeness  students,  and  new  claaeee  of 
students  unoonnected  with  the  old  insti- 
tutions and  Colleges  were  flocking  in 
every  year  to  the  University.  To  faci- 
litate the  prosecution  of  those  new 
studies,  and  to  attract'  and  assist  those 
new  classes  of  students,  pecuniaiy  re- 
sources were  very  necessarr.  It  was, 
therefore  to  bring  that  supply  and  that 
demand  together  that  this  Bill  was  pre- 
pared. The  method  which  the  Govern- 
ment recommended  to  Parliament  for 
facilitating  the  application  of  those  re- 
sources to  those  objects  was  a  very  simple 
one.  It  was  nothing  but  the  creation  of 
a  very  competent  Commission,  armed 
with  extensive  powers.  But  they  placed 
a  limit  to  the  action  of  the  Bill.  They 
refused  to  pass  beyond  the  actual  re- 
quirements of  the  case — the  actual  dis- 
posal of  the  money  of  which  the  Com- 
mission had  indicated  the  existence  for 
purposes  which  the  University  felt  to  be 
necessary;  and  the  limit  which  thej 
specially  imposed  on  themselves  was  that 
they  declined  to  enter  into  the  difficult 
fields  of  controversy  connected  either 
with  the  government  of  the  University, 
or  with  the  position  of  the  Eode8ia8ti<»l 
Bodies  within  it.  They  had  not,  on  the 
one  hand,  confined  the  discretion  of  the 
Commission  with  re^>ect  to  ecclesiastical 
subjects,  nor,  on  the  other,  had  thej 
done  anything  of  which  the  tendency 
would  be  to  alter  the  ecclesiastical  iUUws 
quo.  In  the  course  of  the  discussion  oa 
the  Bill  two  oonsiderations  were  pressed 
on  the  Government,  not  only  in  the 
House,  but  by  the  principal  anthoritisa 
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of  the  TJniyersity  themBelves;  and  on 
their  advice  they  inserted  in  the  Bill  a 
power  for  the  Commission  to  deal  with 
the  Headships  and  Fellowships,  without 
any  restriction  on  the  ecclesiastical  des- 
tination of  a  certain  number  of  those 
endowments.  But  at  the  same  time 
provisions  were  introduced  enforcing 
thoseprescriptions  which  Parliament  by 
the  University  Tests  Act  had  insisted 
upon  six  years  ago — that  religious  in- 
struction and  religious  worship  for  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England  should 
be  provided  in  all  the  Colleges.  To  those 
objects  and  limitations  they  had  adhered. 
The  Bill  had  been  altered  in  some  few 
particulars,  but  the  alterations  did  not 
affect  its  cardinal  essence,  or  the  main 
intention  which  they  had  in  view.  The 
great  and  most  obvious  change  was  that 
the  University  of  Cambridge  Bill  had 
been  incorporated  with  the  University 
of  Oxford  Bill,  and  dealt  with  by  analo- 
gous provisions.  Beyond  that,  a  con- 
siderable change  had  been  made  in  the 
constitution  of  the  Oxford  University 
Commission.  They  found  that  a  genertd 
feeling  existed  that  some,  at  least,  of 
the  members  of  the  Commission  oueht 
to  be  closely  connected  with  the  existing 
discipline  and  studies  of  the  place.  That 
defect  was  pointed  out  to  him  in  the 
course  of  the  passage  of  the  Bill  through 
the  House.  He  confessed  that  his  own 
inclination  was  in  favour  of  keeping  the 
Commission  impartial  in  the  controver- 
fiies  and  contentions  which,  to  an  unfor- 
tunate extent,  Oxford  had  occasionally 
experienced.  But  there  was  a  dominant 
feeling  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
that  some  of  the  Commissioners  should 
he  connected  with  the  discipline  and 
studies  of  the  place;  and  that  was 
pressed  on  him  oy  Sir  Henry  Maine, 
who  urged  on  him  that  his  own  place 
should  be  vacated  for  that  purpose,  and 
urged  it  so  earnestly  that  he  had  hardly 
thought  it  fair  to  insist  on  holding  Sir 
Henry  Maine  to  his  original  promise. 
The  Dean  of  Chichester  had  very  kindly 
yacated  his  position  as  a  Commissioner 
with  the  same  object ;  and  the  two  va- 
candee  so  made  had  been  filled  up  by 
two  Gentlemen  well  known  in  the  Uni- 
yersity,  and  connected  with  its  discipline 
and  studies.  He  had  yielded  to  the  re- 
signation of  Sir  Henry  Maine  with 
extreme  reluctance ;  but,  making  all  due 
allowanoe  for  that  very  great  loss,  he 
did  not  think  that  the  Commission  would, 


on  the  whole,  be  found  to  have  seriously 
sufPered  by  the  change.  Professor  Henry 
Smith  was  so  well  known  to  many  of 
their  Lordships  that  he  felt  that  change 
had  been  in  one  respect  an  advantage, 
from  a  point  of  view  to  which  he  attached 
considerable  importcmce,  as  by  that  sub- 
stitution science  was  now  more  strongly 
represented  on  the  Commission  than  it 
was  orig^ally — namely,  by  Mr.  Justice 
Gh*ove  only.  Beyond  that  he  had  not 
any  alteration  of  importcmce  to  note  in 
the  Bill.  The  Bill  had  grown  consider- 
ably. The  48  clauses  which  had  left 
that  House  had  now  swollen  to  61,  and 
the  12  pages  had  become  19.  Some  of 
that  aaditional  matter  was  owing  to  a 
certain  number  of  special  clauses,  per- 
haps more  interesting  to  the  subjects  of 
them  than  to  the  public  at  large.  A 
number  of  Foundations  had  been  spe- 
cially named  in  particular  clauses.  But 
it  was  not  necessary  to  draw  their  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  those  matters  of  detail. 
He  should  be  simply  wasting  their  time 
by  entering  into  them  furflier.  Their 
Lordships  had  last  year  fully  discussed 
the  measure,  and  all  the  principles  on 
which  it  was  founded.  All  that  he  had 
now  to  say  was,  that  it  was  highly  expe- 
dient for  the  Universities  that  that  Bill 
should  be  passed  and  that  controversy 
settled.  It  was  not  good  for  the  Univer- 
sities that  they  should  be  like  iron-dads 
continually  in  dock,  and  subjected  to 
perpetual  criticism  and  change. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (^The  ifarqtiess  of  Salislury,) 

Lord  COLCHESTER,  who  had  given 
Notice  to  move  as  an  Amendment  on  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading — 

'*  That  legislation  with  reference  to  the  Uni- 
versities will  be  premature  unless  preceded  by 
an  inquiry  into  the  working  of  the  changes  ef- 
fected as  to  the  state,  studies,  and  discipline  of 
those  Universities  by  the  legislation  of  1864  and 
1866," 

said,  that  when  last  Session  the  Bill 
dealing  with  the  University  of  Oxford 
was  laid  before  their  Lordships,  he  ven- 
tured to  submit  to  their  consideration  a 
Resolution  similar  in  principle  to  that 
which  he  had  placed  on  the  Taper  that 
evening.  He  regretted  then,  and  he 
reg^tted  now,  to  find  himself  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  views  taken  on  that  subject 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  and  those 
with  whom  he  generally  acted ;  and  he 
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was  aware  that  thougli  several  noble 
Lords  conourred  in  the  objection  he  felt 
to  parts  of  the  Bill,  the  opinion  Aat  a 
fresh  Commission  of  Inquiry  was  neces- 
sary did  not  elicit  their  support.  At  a 
later  stage,  howeyer,  two  noble  Lords 
on  the  other  side  had  made  a  proposal 
based  on  very  similar  grounds  in  favour 
of  an  inquiry  to  be  held  by  the  Executive 
Commission  about  to  be  i^pointed  before 
proceeding  to  act  in  an  executive  capa- 
city. He  (Lord  Colchester)  did  not  vote 
on  that  question  because  he  certainly 
could  not  see  that  if  an  inquiry  was  to 
be  held,  it  would  be  of  veiv  great  use 
after  the  principles  by  which  die  Com- 
missioners were  to  be  g^ded  were  laid 
down  by  Parliament  and  the  bounds  of 
their  sphere  of  action  to  some  extent 
determined  by  the  enumeration  of  the 
matters  on  which  alone  they  were  to 
touch.  But  since  the  University  ques- 
tion had  again  come  before  Parliament 
opinions  had  been  expressed  elsewhere 
in  favour  of  a  view  similar  to  that  he  had 
the  honour  of  submitting  last  year — 
that  before  dealing  in  a  very  large — he 
might  say  in  a  very  drastic — manner  with 
these  institutions,  it  would  not  be  unde- 
sirable to  investigate  their  present  con- 
dition, to  collect  the  opinions  of  those 
most  conversant  with  the  University  in 
recent  years,  whether  now  holding  office 
within  it  or  not,  and  not  commit  those 
who  were  to  carry  out  changes  to  any 
principles  of  reform  until  tiie  grounds 
for  such  principles  in  the  existing  state 
of  it  had  been  established.  He  could 
but  regard  the  Bill  as  proposed  as  pre- 
mature in  point  of  time,  as  in  many 
points  revolutionary,  where  revolu- 
tionary change  might  be  hurtful ;  and, 
at  the  same  time,  leaving  many  points 
open  which  would  prevent  its  effect- 
ing any  great  settlement,  if  such  a  set- 
tlement were  possible.  He  thought 
this  measure  premature,  because  it  was 
nearly  23  years  since  Parliament  dealt 
with  this  subject  in  a  manner  which  had 
in  a  great  measure  transformed  at  least 
the  University  of  Oxford.  But  the  full 
effects  of  that  measure  had  scarcely  yet 
been  felt — they  hardly  could  be  until 
the  whole  generation  dating  from  before 
the  reforms  of  that  period  had  passed 
away.  The  whole  system  of  election  to 
fellowships  had  been  altered,  and  in  a 
great  measure,  consequently,  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Colleges  had  been  in  a  state 
of  transmutation.    He  hardly  thought  it 

Lord  CoUhMUr 


was  yet  time  to  pronounce  altoffeitlicr 
how  much  of  what  was  new  haa  been 
altogether  good  and  how  much  was  open 
to  just  criticism;  and  he  thought  aD 
must  acknowledge  that  nothing  could  be 
more  unfortunate  than  that  FarHamect 
should  be  perpetually  lesislatiiig  on 
these  matters,  that  a  fresh  UniTersity 
Beform  Bill  continually  should  be  before 
the  eyes  of  the  Universities,  and  thai 
the  saving  of  the  late  Dean  of  St.  Paol^t 
should  be  realized,  which  he  quoted  to 
their  Lordships  on  a  previous  occasioa. 
That  those  who  had  once  used  Pariia- 
ment  as  an  engine  for  changes  in 
the  Universities  exemplified  Horace's 
maxim — 


«X7t   canii 
tmcto." 


a   cono    nnnqnam 


If  it  could  be  shown  that  Oxford  or  Cam- 
bridge were  fledling  into  the  decaying 
and  lifeless  condition  in  which  they 
might  have  been  100  years  ago,  he  could 
imagine  it  being  said  that  not  a  momeot 
shomd  be  lost  in  doing  something  to 
restore  fresh  life  before  another  race  of 
students  had  suffered  from  their  ineffi- 
ciency. But  this  was  not  oont^ided. 
There  was,  it  was  true,  one  reason  given 
against  delay  which  he  listened  to  with 
great  respect  because  it  came  from  the 
most  rev.  Primate.  The  most  rev.  Pri- 
mate contended  that  it  was  important 
for  the  interests  of  the  Universiiy  to  put 
an  end  by  a  final  measure  to  the  unrest 
and  disquiet  which  the  prospect  and 
discussion  of  change  occasioned.  He 
(Lord  C<^chester)  only  ventured  to  doubt 
whether  from  what  he  knew  of  the  gene- 
ral tone  and  temper  of  minds  in  Oxford 
on  these  questions,  and  perhaps  alio 
among  those  interested  in  them  else- 
where, any  measure — especially  <»e 
such  as  now  proposed  to  their  Loxdshipe 
— would  stop  the  movement  for  further 
changes  among  those  who  did  not  find 
in  it  precisely  the  provisions  desired  by 
themselves.  And  m  this  doubt  he  wai 
confirmed  by  what  was  said  (m  thit 
occasion  by  the  noble  Marquess  him- 
self— 

''  I  do  not  entertain  the  illoBory  hope  thuttha 
Bill  will  be  s  final  effort  The  idea  of  any  KH 
whioh  will  aettle  the  qneetion  is  a  daluaion.** 

If,  then,  there  was  no  imperative  neces- 
sity for  legislating  at  once  and  without  a 
moment's  delay,  why  were  they  to  depart 
from  the  usual  course— the  course  ob- 
served in  former  University  legislation 
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— &•  oonne  usual  when  oorporations  or 
iiiititiitions  were  to  be  re-modeUed  ?    It 
w«a,  be  knew,  said  that  there  was  infor- 
BtttioD  enoughs    We  bad  bad,  it  was 
Mid,  one  Commission  as  to  tbe  ITniTer- 
Btj  rerenues ;  we  bad  bad  another  ex- 
hanstiTe  inquiry  more  than  20  years 
ago.    Well,  as  to  tbe  former  Commis- 
nan,  dealing  solely  with  the  revenues  of 
these  Bodies,  taking  no  notice  of  their 
studies  or  management,  it  simply  was 
calculated  to  raise  many  perplexities  and 
boIts  nothing — to  show  apparent  anoma- 
lies in  tbe  distribution  of  College  funds, 
in  no  way  assist  to  show  if  these  ano- 
malies bad  or  bad  not  their  justification. 
As  regarded  the  old  Oommission,  no 
doubt  tbe  Heport  of  that  Commission 
was  most  valuable  as  to  the  state  of  the 
Fnirersities  at  the  time  it  was  made ; 
but  it  referred  to  a  state  of  things  so 
Mitirdy  past  as  to  mislead  rather  than 
instruct  anyone  who  bad  no  information 
from  other  sources.  Many  great  change 
bad  been  introduced  in  consequence  of 
tbe  inquiry  of  tbe  Commission — and  suffi- 
cicot  time  bad  not  yet  elapsed  to  enable 
diem  to  judge  of  their  working ;  many 
arrangements  proposed  bad  not  yet  been 
introduced : — and  he  contended  that  to 
take  tbe  inquiiy  of  tbe  Commission  of 
ISM,  and  to  legislate  upon  it  for  the 
Uairenities  now,  would  be  very  much 
like  legislating  for  the  municipalities 
at  tbe  present  moment  from  the  infor- 
Bistion  obtained  about  the  unreformed 
nnmidpalities  before   1885.    The  pre- 
•mt  measure  was,  therefore,  premature, 
sad  in  some  respects  it  was  revolutionary. 
Last  year,  be  b^eved,  some  objection 
was  tak«i  to  the  phrase  *<  College  dis- 
tadowment,"  as  applied   to  this  Bill. 
But  there  was  no  doubt  that,  using  the 
void  in  a  literal  sense,  whether  it  be 
thongbt  a  phrase  of  censure  or  not,  such 
a  description  was  applicable  to  a  mea- 
nre  tbe  main  principle  of  which  was  to 
transfer  a  large  part  of  the  property  of 
the  Colleges  to  tbe   University.    The 
phrase    "  common    frmd ''    seemed    to 
uaply  that  all  traoe  of  the  origin  of 
mdB  raised  from  College  property  was 
to  be  obliterated,  and  all    connection 
with  tbe  institutions  bearing  the  name 
aad  ooounemorating   the  existence  of 
those  who  founded  t^em  was  to  be  dis- 
iolved.    Tlien,  again,  without  any  in- 
vntigation  as  to  their  relative  useful- 
Bota,   prise    feOowsbips    were    to    be 
larply  swept  away  to  make  room  for 


what  were  called  additional  facilities  for 
education.  The  whole  measure  pro- 
ceeded on  the  arbitrary  assumption  that 
those  fellowships  had  little  educational 
value.  To  those  who  had  considered 
these  fellowships  an  essential  part  of 
the  University  system,  as  a  stimulus  to 
study,  which  was  one  of  its  most  valu- 
able educational  influences,  this  ap- 
§  eared  a  taint  through  the  whole  foun- 
ation  of  the  measure,  and  one  which 
would  certainly  prevent  him  from  in  any 
way  acquiescing  with  its  passing  into 
law.  Nothing,  surely,  was  more  impor- 
tant  than  to  maintain  the  influence  of 
University  culture  and  University  studies 
which  baa  hitherto  permeated  English 
life.  Nothing  could  be  more  fatal  than 
in  any  way  to  make  University  studies 
and  Universil^  distinctions  appear  otiose 
and  unfruitful  to  all  who  dia  not  intend 
to  devote  themselves  to  the  profession  of 
academic  teaching.  It  would  be  an  un- 
happy day  alike  for  the  University  and 
the  country  when  substantial  prizes 
for  University  success  should  be  in  a 
great  measure  denied  to  those  who 
were  seeking  careers  in  the  outer 
world.  All  except  those  who  were  at 
once  independent  of  all  pecuniary  consi- 
derations and  endowed  with  a  taste  for 
University  study  of  the  higher  kind 
would  be  tempted  to  look  on  it  themselves 
or  be  encouraged  by  their  friends  to  regard 
it  as  a  superfluous  and  distracting  pur- 
suit, of  little  help  to  them  in  the  wotk  of 
professional  life.  It  was  true  that  these 
prize  fellowships  might  not  be  wholly 
abolished — and  be  was  glad  to  see  that 
the  special  provisions  most  pointedly 
directed  against  them  were  not  retained 
this  year — but  there  did  seem  a  disposi- 
tion to  reduce  and  pare  them  down  to 
tbe  lowest  point.  Their  Lordships  might 
remember  how  two  men,  famous  both 
in  public  life  and  litorature^Addison 
and  Prior — each,  when  the  turn  of  for- 
tune withdrew  them  fit)m  public  employ- 
ment, fell  back  upon  the  College  fellow- 
ship which  he  had  never  vacated  during 
his  years  of  activity  in  the  service  of  the 
State.  The  Commissioners  of  1852 
said — 

**  When  the  Univeraity  shall  have  been  put 
in  a  condition  to  offer  anffidont  indacementt  to 
enable  it  to  retain  the  ablest  men  in  its  senrioe 
it  may  with  safety  leave  them  to  follow  their 
inclinationa.  FeUows  thus  elected  may  safely 
be  aUowed  to  pursue  the  career  which  they  deem 
best  for  themselves.  They  will  serve  the  Uni- 
▼enity  in  their  sevend  prof esaioni  more  effectu- 
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ally  than  they  could  hy  randenoe  withki  its 
waUB.  All  our  remarkB  have  been  made  "with 
the  view  of  rendering  feUowahipe  lewaida  for 
past  exertions  as  well  as  stimnlants  before- 
hand." 

That  was  the  opinion  of  those  who  were 
eminently  qualified  to  form  an  opinion 
npon  this  subject  23  years  ago;  and 
tuitil  that  opinion  was  shown  to  be  erro- 
neous, he  did  not  see  why  it  should  be 
put  aside.  There  was  another  very  im- 
portant point  on  which  as  yet  they  had 
heard  nothing — namely,  in  whom  was 
to  be  Tested  the  patronage  of  the  offices 
to  be  created  and  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
revenues  hitherto  administered  by  the 
Colleges.  To  place  this  patrona^^  at 
the  £sposal  of  Conyocation  would  cer- 
tainly oe  contrary  to  the  opinions  of 
most  persons  who  had  g^ven  attention 
to  the  subject.  If  it  were  to  be  Tested 
in  the  Crown,  acting  through  its  Mini- 
sters, that  would  De  an  arrangement 
which  might  not  altogether  work  badly ; 
but  which  would,  whether  for  g^d  or 
for  eyil,  introduce,  to  an  extent  hitherto 
unknown,  an  element  of  ministerial  and 
political  influence  into  academical  affairs. 
Or  was  some  totally  new  mode  of  ap- 
pointment to  be  created  either  within 
or  without  the  Universities  ?  This  was 
a  matter  which  would  be  admitted  to  be 
a  very  grave  one —  a  matter  not  to  be 
decided  without  a  careful  examination 
of  various  and  conflicting  considerations; 
and  it  was  one  on  which  the  results  of  a 
formal  inquiry  might  have  been  emi- 
nently valuable,  and  at  any  rate  have 
spared  them  the  necessity  of  handing 
over  the  alienated  endowments  of  Col- 
leges to  be  dealt  with  they  knew  not 
how.  To  pass  from  what  the  Bill  at- 
tempted to  settle  to  what  it  did  not,  the 
first  point  on  which  agitation  was  certain 
to  continue  was  the  clerical  fellowship 
question.  He  was  as  desirous  as  anyone 
taat  fellowships  of  that  class  should  not 
be  done  away  with  altogether,  for  he 
thought  that  since  the  passing  of  the 
University  Test  Act  tbey  were  of 
greater  importance  than  they  had  been 
at  a  previous  time.  But  it  did  seem  a 
question  whether  somethinfi^  was  not 
required  to  strengthen  their  position 
before  the  world.  It  might  be  possible 
to  a  considerable  extent  to  make  them 
prizes  for  proficiency  in  theological  study. 
Fellowships  held  by  men  specially  dis- 
tinguishea  in  a  different  study  from 
others  could  not  be  regarded  as  they 
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sometimes  were  now,  as  roproMmtiiig  a 
lower  intellectual  level  than  thoae  am- 
gether  unrestricted.  Another  objectka 
would  be  obviated  if  these  fellovriups 
in  all  cases  required  that  anyone  beoooi- 
inff  a  candidate  should  be  either  in  holy 
orders  or  under  a  hmd  fide  enffag^ount 
to  take  orders,  whether  clerical  or  noi ; 
so  that  the  election  to  such  a  fellowship 
could  no  longer  appear  to  bzing  penoos 
into  the  clerical  profession  who  would 
otherwise  have  felt  no  vocation  for  it, 
and  would  have  sought  a  more  con- 
genial career  in  some  other  walk 
of  life.  Lastly,  there  was  left  untouched 
a  subject  well  worthy  of  investigmtion^ 
the  constitution  and  government  of  the 
University.  That  constitution  in  th* 
case  of  Oxford  dated  entirely  from  t2» 
last  Commission.  The  Hebdomadal 
Coimdl  Congregations,  as  now  co&fti- 
tuted,  and  the  relation  of  those  bodisa 
to  Convocation,  were  entirely  the  wosk 
of  le^slation  founded  on  tbe  Beport  of 
that  Commission.  These  arrangementi 
were  in  some  degree  experimental ;  but 
they  had  been  tried  for  23  years,  and  if 
the  time  were  come  for  dealing  with 
University  reform  at  all,  it  would  be  a 
not  unfit  question  for  inquiry  whether 
they  in  any  manner  required  amendment 
He  might  say,  in  passing,  that  as  is 
some  quarters  great  importance  was  at- 
tached to  the  Hebdomadal  Council  hir- 
ing put  forward  a  scheme  involving  t 
great  extension  of  the  Professoriate,  th« 
Hebdomadal  Council,  under  the  consti- 
tution which  this  Bill  left  unaltered,  wai 
only  one  of  three  branches  of  the  Uni* 
versity  Legislature ;  and  though  its  opi- 
nions were,  of  course,  entitled  to  mm 
weight,  it  could  not — at  least,  by  thoae 
who  were  satisfied  with  this  Bill— nbe  hald 
to  pronounce  finally  the  opinion  of  Ox- 
ford. The  composition  and  powers  of 
these  bodies  were  much  controverted 
topics.  Their  Lordships  had  some  di*- 
cussion  last  year  about  the  compositioa 
of  Congregation.  He  (Lord  Colchester) 
was  not  one  of  those  who  desired  a 
change  in  this  respect;  but^  believing 
4  as  he  did  that  the  needlessness  of  socE 
a  change  could  be  shown,  be  thought 
that  a  full  investigation  of  the  subject, 
such  as  would  have  formed  part  of  the 
duties  of  an  Inquiry  Commission,  would 
have  given  them  surer  foundations  for  a 
right  conclusion.  As  to  Convocation, 
he  did  desire  to  see  some  change  in  tha 
form  in  which  its  functions  were  exfv^ 
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detailB  through  which  he  had  gone 
might  have  been  wearisome,  though  to 
many  who  had  followed  the  affairs  of 
the  Universities  to  which  they,  belonged 
they  would  not  have  been  without  in- 
terest. But,  as  having  a  deep  regard 
for  the  welfare  of  these  institutions,  as 
believing  that  they  were  doing  their 
work  well  and  successfully,  that  any 
new  legislation  concerning  them  should 
be  most  cautious,  most  deliberate,  and 
most  careful,  he  could  not,  even  if  with- 
out support  in  this  Motion,  do  otherwise 
than  protest  against  the  hasty  and  un- 
fortunate course  on  which  Parliament 
seemed  about  to  enter.  He  begged,  in 
oonclusion,  to  move  the  Resolution  of 
which  he  had  g^ven  Notice. 

Amendment  movedf 

To  leave  out  aU  after  the  word  ("that")  in 
order  to  insert  the  following  words :  ( *  *  that  legis^ 
lation  with  reference  to  the  Universities  will  be 
premature  unless  preceded  by  an  inquiry  into 
the  working  of  the  changes  effected  as  to  the 
state,  studies,  and  discipline  of  those  Universitiea 
hj  the  legi^tion  of  1854  and  1866."— (7^ 
Lord  Colcfutter.) 

Lord  OARUNGFORD  said,  he  was 
one  of  those  who  last  year  was  not  con- 
vinced by  the  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Colchester)  of  the 
necessity  of  hanging  up  the  question  of 
University  Reform  indefinitely  for  the 
purpose  of  once  more  instituting  a  large 
and  formal  investigation  into  the  work- 
ing of  the  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Uni- 
versity system ;  and  he  still  remained 
unconvinced.  The  noble  Lord  had 
spoken  with  respect  to  the  famous  Oxford 
University  Commission  which  sat  to  con- 
sider this  question  some  23  years  ago  ; 
and,  indeed,  it  was  impossible  to  exag- 
gerate its  importance.  The  result  of 
their  investigation  had  been  to  throw  a 
flood  of  light  upon  the  whole  question, 
which  had  not  lost  its  effect  down  to  thf» 
present  time.  The  noble  Lord  had  said 
truly  that  that  inquiry,  and  the  informa- 
tion it  had  produced,  had  been  used  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  about  the  most 
beneficial,  but,  at  the  same  time,  the 
most  radical,  changes  in  the  Oxford  sys- 
tem. That  was  true  enough;  but  it 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  what  it  was 
sought  to  accomplish  by  means  of  the 
present  Bill  was  a  very  much  smaller 
and  less  ambitious  result.  The  informa- 
tion which  was  then  obtained  could  be 
veiy  easily  supplemented  by  the  Com- 
missioners to  be  appointed  under  this 
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cited.  He  did  not  wish  to  disfranchise 
this  ooo-mident  Masters  of  Arts  in  any 
oth«r  sense  than  the  people  of  England 
were  disfranchised  when  they  sent  l^pre- 
•entiitiTes  to  Parliament  instead  of  as- 
MmUing  in  a  national  mass-meeting  to 
vote  laws  in  the  shrle  of  the  Roman 
Onnitia  or  the  Lanosgemeinde  of  Uri. 
But  he  would  suggest  that  if  it  were 
poenble  to  have  a  standing  body  of  re- 
prosentatiTes,  each  chosen  in  proportion 
to  thear  numbers  by  the  Masters  of  Arts 
of  Ids  OoUege,  such  a  body,  while  on 
mattars  of  ecclesiastical  or  political  dif- 
fcMDoe  representing  the  same  ideas  as 
St  present,  would  be  composed  of  men 
ctnying  a  personal  weight  and  of  wide- 
ipead  academical  reputation,  which 
voold  give  them  at  once  more  efficiency 
•ad  more  real  power  than  the  chance- 
gsthering  of  non-residents  frt)m  all  parts 
of  the  Kingdom  to  vote  at  some  election 
or  on  some  Opposed  statute  with  regard 
to  which  a  few  persons  at  the  centre  of 
tfliun  prooecuted  an  active  canvass.  It 
▼as  not  the  same  case  as  with  the  non- 
reiidfiiit  Fellows  of  Colleges.  They  were 
in  general  picked  men ;  they  were  men 
who  by  the  nature  of  the  case  were  still 
intiinatel J  connected  with  the  University, 
tad  in  many  cases  had,  within  compara- 
ttrdy  few  years,  been  resident  in  it; 
vhils  a  large  number  of  members  of  Con- 
Tocation,  never  having  had  any  special 
dsim  to  authority  on  academic  questions, 
bsd  Ibr  the  greater  part  of  a  lifetime 
lived  altogether  apart  from  University 
Mwristions,  and  had  no  knowledge  of 
their  Uniremity  as  it  had  been  since  the 
<Uji  of  their  undeivraduate  life.  What 
Kheme  of  reform  of  Convocation  was  the 
Bwot  practicable  miffhtbe  an  open  ques- 
tion. The  noble  Lord  opposite,  who 
Ust  year  declined  to  raise  the  subject, 
because  Universitv  reformers  were  not 
sgreed  on  it,  would,  he  imagined,  have 
t&e  same  reason  for  not  stirring  it  till 
KcUe  and  Hertford  Colleges  were  ready 
to  celebrate  a  centenary.  But  it  was 
pveoudy  one  of  the  questions  which  it 
would  liave  been  the  duty  of  a  Commis- 
•on  of  Inquiry  carefullv  to  consider,  and 
H  was  one  of  the  misfortunes  of  legis- 
Isttng  without  inouiry  that  the  House 
WM  not  in  a  position  to  deal  with  it 
nors  sstisfactorily.  It  was  for  thesb 
"•sous,  which  he  had  endeavoured  to 
r>  thnmgfa  as  concisely  as  possible,  that 
M  had  pit  this  Beeolution  before  their 
LovdiUps,    He  feared  that  some  of  &e 
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Bill,  and  a  great  deal  of  the  further  in- 
formation Bought  would  be  found  in  the 
minds  of  the  Commissioners  themselves. 
The  principal  reason  the  noble  Lord  had 
g^ven  for  asking  for  farther  investigation 
was  his  fear  as  to  the  future  existence  of 
College  fellowships.  For  his  own  part, 
he  had  never  been  alarmed  on  this  sub- 
ject sinfte  he  had  first  heard  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  in  spite  of 
his  denunciation  of  what  he  termed 
''  idle  fellowships."  He  had  himself 
the  utmost  confidence  in  the  powers 
of  the  Commission  to  be  appointed  under 
this  Bill  to  resist  any  excessive  or  revo- 
lutionary changes ;  and  indeed  his  fears 
took  a  direction  contrary  to  those  of  the 
noble  Lord  on  this  point.  He  believed 
that  a  fiind  of  prudence  and  a  power  of 
resistajice  would  be  found  in  some  of 
the  distinguished  Members  of  the  Com- 
mission which  might  completely  relieve 
their  minds  of  all  fear  on  this  subject. 
With  regard  to  the  Bill  itself,  it  haa,  in 
his  opinion,  lost  nothing  by  the  delay 
of  a  year.  On  the  whole,  it  was  now 
a  better  considered  measure  than  it 
was  then.  It  had  been  improved  on 
some  points  on  which  he  himself  had 
desired  to  see  a  change  made  ;  and 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  had  evi- 
dently paid  every  attention  to  the  criti- 
cisms which  were  offered  last  year  by 
noble  Lords  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
He  was  glad  to  see  that  Clause  11  pro- 
vided that  the  Commissioners  should  not 
sanction  schemes  afiPecting  any  one  Col- 
lege until  they  had  devised  a  plan  for 
dealing  with  the  whole  University.  The 
clause  relating  to  the  principle  upon 
which  College  contributions  i^ould  be 
assessed  was  also  a  wise  one,  and  he 
hoped  that  it  would  prevent  such  dan- 
gers arising  as  were  apprehended  last 
year.  He  thought  that  the  Com- 
missioners should  carefully  ascertain 
the  requirements  of  the  Universities, 
and  be  empowered  then  to  decide  the 
proportions  in  which  each  of  the  Colleges 
should  subscribe  to  the  common  fund 
for  carrying  out  the  objects  the  Univer- 
sities were  founded  to  achieve.  Fur- 
ther, he  thought  that  common  funds 
should  be  established  in  each  University 
for  the  various  useful  educational  pur- 
poses in  connection  with  learning  and 
research;  and  he  therefore  supported 
the  Bill  as  far  as  that  was  concerned. 
His  objections  to  the  Bill  were  based  not 
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so  much  upon  what  it  propoaed  to  do  ai 
to  what  it  would  leave  undone,  fiii 
desire  was  to  see  such  importaat  |kd- 
blems  solved  as  those  which  theoobl^ 
Lord  had  mentioned,  especiiJlj — far 
these  were  the  chief  omissionA — as  to  th* 
constitution  of  Convocation  and  Ooogi^ 
gation,  which  at  Oxford  constituted  tb* 
Legislative  Body — and  to  the  quealioa  cf 
clerical  fellowships.  He  hoped  thk  isit 
question  would  be  diBcusaed  in  the  pro- 
gress of  the  BilL  He  asreed  in  tbe 
main  with  the  terms  of.  &e  Preamble 
of  the  Bill— that  it  is  expedient  Aat 
provision  should  be  made  for  enaWiwgct 
compelling  the  Colleges  to  oontributeDon 
largely  to  University  purpoeea.  With 
the  qualifications  he  had  mentioned,  he 
was  therefore  ready  to  support  the  fiiH 
The  Duks  of  DEVONSHIRE  aui 
he  was  most  anxious  that  the  Bill  shovid 
be  passed  this  Session — and  that,  h« 
hoped,  might  be  regarded  as  a  matter 
of  certainty.  Although  be  was  not  pre- 
pared to  express  his  approval  oi  th« 
measure  in  every  particular,  either  as  to 
what  it  did  or  what  it  did  not  do,  7«t 
he  thought  that  the  UniversltiQa  woold 
have  just  cause  of  complaint  if  they  wen 
kept  longer  in  suspense ;  and  he  ako 
desired  it  to  pass  because  he  antkt- 
pated  that  the  result  of  the  meaaoie 
would  be  greatly  to  increase  the  uadol- 
ness  of  the  Univereitiea.  Since  tl» 
passing  of  the  Acts  20  years  ago  then 
had  ^been  gr^at  activity  at  both  XJnxnr- 
sities,  and  considerable  efforts  had  baea 
made  to  render  their  teaching  wider  aad 
larger,  and  to  include  a  g^reater  range 
of  subjects.  He  spoke  principally  of 
Cambridjg^e,  thoup^h  he  believed  hit 
observations  apphed  as  well  to  OsiaA 
and  he  thought  that  both  Univemtiei 
would  do  much  more  if  there  wesefos^ 
applicable  for  their  puxpoaea.  Th* 
Colleges  were  the  onlv  aouroe  froa 
which  such  funds  could  be  aap^ied; 
and  the  Colleges  themselves— or,  at  least, 
the  greater  part  of  them — acknowledgad 
the  daim  the  Universitiea  had  npoa 
them,  and  were  perfectly  willing  to  aoa* 
tribute.  He,  for  one,  felt  that  the  Uni- 
versities urgently  reauired  additiaoal 
fimds ;  and  thinking  mat  this  Bill  po- 
vided  the  proper  sources  firom  whkh 
they  would  oe  derived,  he  could  no4  bn( 
hope  that  the  Bill  would  paaa.  HewoaU 
ffive  it  his  cordial  approval  and  aaMot 
As  to  the  Amendment  of  the  Bobk 
Lord  (Lord  Colchester),  he  did  not  agiat 
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Um  thai  -there  ahonld  be  any  fitr- ' 
inqniiy  of  that  any  was  ra^uired 
«  Fartiament  proceeded  to  legislate, 
e  was  a  larger  amoaat  of  informa' 
.i~d.1t.  ~iii^ated  than  most  persona 

iware  of,  and  whatever 

nation  might  be  got  to- 
main  working  of  the 

ft  in  the  hand^  of  the 

bemselTeB. 
OAMPERDOWN  also 

)   fiutiier   inquiry  was 

0  legislation.  He  must 
to  say  that  the  Unirer- 
,ment  onght  to  aoknow- 
ss  and  impartiality  with 

1  Marquess  in  eharge  of 
d  considered  the  many 
lestions  involred  in  it. 
oint  on  which  he  desired 
m  the  noble  Marquess. 
it  the  Bill  proceed  to 
8  and  Colleges  in  a  dif- 
,nd  he  hoped  the  noble 
explain  the  reason  why 
«  adopted. 

[>L£TON  said,  that  the 
year  was  in  many  ways 

Bill  of  last  Session. 
it  had  fallsn  &om  his 
who    had    moved    the 

quite  agreed ;  bnt  he 
At  there  should  be  any 
nary  investigation,  be- 
ite  clear  that  everything 

irs  carried  out  the  pro- 
ill.    Under  this  Bill  the 

not  he  called  upon  to 
r  without  being  told  for 

going  to  give  up  their 
A  fact  would,  he  be- 
»  a  great  deal  of  the 
1  mi^t  otherwise  have 
om  tiioee  CoU^es  which 
d  by  the  CommissioDers 
ta  for  the  prosecution  of 
and  as  proper  sources 
icure  revenue.  Besides, 
lOre  symmetrical  in  its 
»ct8  were  mote  clearly 

means  to  achieve  those 
re  amply  set  forth.  He 
lat  too  great  partiality 
r  the  Uaiversity  system. 
with  extreme  alarm  any 
en,  still  more  to  destroy, 
ed  as  the  excellence  of 
ege  system,  and  he  was 

to  see  the  safeguards 
1  embodied  in  the  Bill 


now  under  eonsideration.  As  the  Bill 
was  infinitely  better  than  the  one  of  last 
year,  and  as  it  had  already  been  fully 
considered  in  "another  place, "he  hoped 
it  would  be  passed  into  law  this  Session. 
The  Mabqdebb  of  SAUSBUBT  said, 
he  did  not  think  it  was  necessary  for 
him  to  reply  to  the  interesting  speech  of 
his  noble  Friend  below  the  Gangway 
(Lord  Colchester),  because  every  subse- 
quent speaker  bad  expressed  himself 
satisfied  with  the  information  already 
obtained  on  the  subject ;  and,  generally, 
their  Lordships  appeared  to  be  of 
opinion  that  they  ought  not  for  the  sake 
of  any  addition  to  their  already  abun- 
dant knowledge  expose  the  Universities 
to  the  great  evil  and  espouse  of 
further  delay.  The  truth  was  that 
whatever  they  did-^ whatever  conclusion 
they  arrived  at,  they  could  not  within 
that  building  pass  a  measure  wholly 
adapted  to  the  Universities.  That  must 
be  done  within  the  Universities  them- 
selves— what  they  must  do  was  to 
entrust  large  powers,  with  proper  safe- 
guards, to  the  Commissionera,  and  con- 
fide to  them  the  subsidiary  inquiries 
which  might  be  necessary.  Of  this  he 
was  assured  —  that  no  inquiry  their 
Lordships'  House  could  order  would  he 
more  satisfactory  than  that  which  hie 
noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite  (Lord 
Belbome]  would  doubUess  think  it  his 
duty  to  mate.  In  reference  to  what 
his  noble  Friend  who  had  just  spoken 
(Viscount  Midleton)  had  said,  he  must, 
for  his  own  part,  disclaim  having  any 
animosity  to  the  College  system,  and 
he  declined  to  identify  the  non-resident 
Fellows  with  that  system.  All  the  ad- 
vantages obtained  &om  the  Colleges 
were  not  conferred  by  the  non-resident 
Fellows ;  hut  they  involved  a  thorny 
subject,  and  an  odium  almost  equal  to 
the  odium  theolcffieum  was  approached 
when  it  was  mentioned,  and  he  had 
somewhat  avoided  it  in  re-introducing 
the  Bill  this  Session.  There  was  one 
fact  he  desired  to  recommend  to  his 
noble  Friend.  If  be  (the  Marquees  of 
Salisbury)  was  on  the  Commission,  and 
found  himself  in  that  impossible  con- 
dition of  having  hie  own  way,  a  larger 
change  would,  he  thought,  be  made  in 
the  case  of  non-resident  Fellows  than 
was  at  all  likelyto  come  into  effect  from 
this  Bill.  But  he  was  not  on  the  Com- 
mission, and  had  not  the  slightest  in- 
flnence  on  those  who  were  on  it.  The 
character  and  attainments  of  ite  mem- 
Z  3 
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bers  were  well  known,  and  he  did  not 
think  the    most   OonBerratiye    among 
their  Lordships  had  any  reason  to  fear 
the  adoption  of  revolntionary  measures. 
As  to  the  College  system,  he  would  only 
say  that  no  men  were  more  intensely 
orthodox  than  those  who  formed  the 
Commission.    He  felt,  therefore,  that 
the  fears  of  his  noble  Friend  had  no 
strong  foundation.    For  his  part,  he  did 
not  think  that  the  system  of  non-resident 
Fellows  was  destined  to  perpetual  dura- 
tion ;  he  belieyed  it  impossible  to  defend 
it  logically,  but  that  was  no  necessary 
reason  why  it  should  be  abolished  at  once. 
If  they  were  to  abolish  everything,  the 
existence  of  which  could  not  be  logically 
defended,  they  would  have  a  g^ood  deal 
to  do  in  the  way  of  re-construction.    He 
did  not  think  that  they  were  prepared 
to  get  rid  of  the  system  referred  to  at 
present.    They  would  be  only  willing 
to  dispense  with  it  as  far  as  it  might  be 
necessary  to  secure  funds  for  the  IJni- 
yersities  as  places  of  education.    Then 
as  to  the  constitution  of  the  Uniyersi- 
ties — ^that,  too,  was  a  thorny  subject. 
He  quite  agreed  that  as  to  what  should 
form  a  proper  constitution  of  the  Uni- 
yersities  there  might  be  differences  of 
opinion;   but  he  was  not  prepared  to 
hand  oyer  the  country  clergy  connected 
with  the  Universities  to  the  condemna- 
tion of  noble  Lords  opposite.   He  looked 
upon  the  country  clergy  as  the  fly-wheel 
of  the  University  machine.    The  noble 
Lord  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Lord  Carlingford)  had  made  use 
of  the  phrase    '*  the  real  University." 
That  he  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
thought  was  a  phrase  which  he  once  heard 
from  the  lips  of  Mr.  Bright  in  reference 
to  the  occasion  when  the  abolition  of  the 
Paper  Duties  was  rejected  by  that  House. 
The  measure,  he  said,  was  lost  by  29, 
by  those  who  had  been  brought  up  to 
vote,  but  it  had  been  carried  by  ''the 
real  House  of  Lords."    He  suspected 
that  Mr.  Bright  was  about  as  right  in 
speaking  of  the  Peers  who  ordinarily 
worked  the  machinery  of  the  House  of 
Lords  as  the  '*  real "  House  of  Lords  as 
the  noble  Lord  had  been  right  in  saying 
that  those  who  ordinarily  worked  the 
academical  system  were  entitled  to  the 
name  of  the  "real  University."    The 
truth  was  that  the  outside  Members — 
those  who  formed  what  might  be  called 
the  stragfflers  of  any  Legislative  Body — 
were  usenil  for  the  purpose  he  had  just 
indicated — they    prevented    legislation 

The  MarqueM  of  Sahilmiy 


from  falling  into  the  hands  of  a  diqne, 
or  being  dominated  by  a  faction,  tad 
they  gave  to  its  aims  a  certain  degree 
of  steadiness  and  persistency.  He 
therefore  by  no  means  desired  to  under- 
rate their  usefulness.  There  was  mat 
little  matter  to  which  reference  hid 
been  made  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
and  to  which  he  should  like  to  advert- 
namely,  theposition  of  the  Schools  under 
the  Bill.  It  had  been  said  that  thej 
had  had  a  stronger  protection  afforded 
to  them  than  that  given  to  the  Gollem 
under  the  Bill.  But  he  thought  tbat 
one-half  the  amount  of  protection  girea 
to  the  Colleges  had  been  overlooked. 
They  were  entitled  to  place  upon  the 
Commission  three  of  their  Members 
whenever  the  statutes  which  referred 
to  them  were  under  discussion.  The 
Schools  did  not  and  could  not  enjoy  the 
same  privilege,  because  there  was  ao 
Governing  Body  of  the  character  which 
enabled  the  CoUeges  to  be  represented, 
and  it  was  necessary  to  find  some  other 
form  of  protection.  The  Government, 
therefoce,  fell  back  upon  the  precedent 
of  1854,  which  affected  the  Schools  and 
Colleges  alike.  The  appearance  of  the 
Schools  in  the  Bill  was  but  subsidiaij, 
and  it  was  not  likely  to  alter  their  iMmt; 
but  the  protection  given  to  them  would 
relieve  them  from  any  fears  which  thej 
might  entertain.  He  had  now  only  to 
express,  in  conclusion,  his  gratifioatioa 
at  the  general  goodwill  with  which  the 
Bill  had  been  received,  and  the  prospect 
which  that  goodwill  afforded  tnat  the 
measure  would  pass  into  law  during 
the  present  Session. 

On  Question,  Whether  the  wordi 
proposed  to  be  left  out  shall  stand  part 
of  the  Motion  ?  Betokod  in  the  Affirms 
five. 

Then  the  original  Motion  was  sfrmd 
to. 

Bill  read  2'  accordingly. 

The  Mabqttess  of  SAUSBUET  said, 
he  understood  from  the  draftsmin 
that  there  were  many  alterations  which 
it  would  be  necessary  to  make,  tai 
he  proposed  to  go  into  Committee  fr$ 
formd  on  Thursday  in  order  thai  the 
Bill  might  be  re-printed.  He  should 
then  ask  their  Lordships  to  go  into 
Committee  on  the  BiU  on  l^nndsj 
week,  July  12. 

Bill  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  Thwida^  next. 
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PERSIA    AND     TUEKEY— THE    BOUN- 
DABY.— QUESTION.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Thb  Eabl  of  HAEBOWBY  rose  to 
mak  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfiCairs  ibr  informatioii  as  to  the  boun- 
dary line  between  Turkey  and  Persia 
which  was  laid  down  by  scientific  officers 
under  the  auspices  of  the  British  GK>- 
Tenunent  some  years  ago;  whether  it 
haa  been  formally  agreed  to ;  and,  if  not, 
Ibr  what  reason  it  has  not  been  called 
into  operation  ?  The  noble  Earl  said 
Xhatj  although  the  Question  stood  in  his 
own  name,  he  had  been  requested  to 
plaoe  it  upon  the  Paper  by  his  noble 
Friend  (Yiseount  Stratford  de  Beddiffe), 
whoee  authority  upon  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion was  supreme,  and  whose  interest  in 
whnt  was  going  on  was  imdiminished 
by  the  weight  of  90  years.  He  believed 
that  there  would  be  no  difficulty  on  the 
part  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
in  answering  the  Question — although  he 
did  not  know  whether  the  reply  might 
be  altogether  satisfeu^ry  to  the  interests 
oonoemed.  He  understood  from  his 
noble  Friend  ( Yisoount  Stratford  de  Bed- 
difle)that  the  adyanoe  of  the  Bussian 
forces  into  Asialiinor  and  their  approach 
to  the  Persian  frontier,  gave  more  than 
luiuil  interest  to  the  cUplomatic  relations 
between  Persia  and  Ihirkey.  War  be- 
tween those  two  countries  was  averted 
many  years  ago  by  the  joint  mediation 
of  England  and  Russia.  The  immediate 
caae  of  quarrel  was  a  disputed  frontier. 
The  negotiation  which  ensued  termi- 
nated in  a  Treaty.  But  fresh  differences 
aroee  on  drawing  the  boundary  line.  It 
was  then  agreed  that  a  map  of  the  whole 
frontier  country  should  be  made  on  scien- 
tific principles  with  the  view  of  removing 
aU  uncertainty  from  the  points  in  dis- 
pute. Much  time  was  required  for  this 
operation;  but  finally  all  difficulties 
were  oreroome  by  the  skill  and  perse- 
veraaoe  of  agents  employed  by  the  me- 
diating Powers,  and  the  result  was  a 
mw  trota  which  no  appeal  could  reason- 
aUy  be  made.  On  an  average  breadth 
of  about  50  miles,  with  a  length  of  more 
than  700,  it  presented  the  local  details 
of  the  whole  reeion  traversed  by  the 
boQttdary  line.  It  was,  however,  desir- 
aUa  to  Know  hem  Her  Majes^'s  Qo* 
vwunent  whether  the  Turkd-rersian 
boundary  had  ever  been  laid  down  in  a 
•stl&ed  and  binding  form  in  conformity 
vilh  the  map  or  even  otherwise ;  and,  if 


not,  for  what  reasons  the  omission  had 
been  allowed  to  occur  ? 

Thb  Eakl  of  DERBY :  My  Lords,  as 
my  noble  Friend  anticipates,  I  shall 
have  no  difficulty  in  giving  him  an 
Answer  to  the  Question  he  has  put  to 
me.  The  best  way  of  doin^  so  is  by 
laying  before  your  Lordships  in  the 
fewest  possible  words  a  recapitulation 
of  what  has  passed  in  connection  with 
this  matter.  There  is  a  slight  verbal  in- 
accuracy in  the  statement  implied  in  the 
Question  my  noble  Friend  has  put  to 
me.  It  is  not  correct  to  say  that  any 
boundary  line  has  been  laid  down  by 
scientific  officers  under  the  auspices  of 
the  BritiBh  Government.  What  has 
happened  was  this — As  long  ago  as 
the  year  1843  the  British  and  Bussian 
Governments  eng^ed  to  use  their  good 
offices  in  bringing  about  a  settlement  of 
the  boundary  dispute  which  existed  be- 
tween Persia  ana  Turkey,  and  which  at 
that  time  had  very  nearly  led  to  war. 
In  May,  1847,  a  Treaty  was  signed  at 
Erzeroum  between  the  Persian  and 
Turkish  Governments.  The  effect  was 
to  provide  for  the  appointment  by  those 
two  Governments  of  Commissioners  by 
whom  the  boundary  was  to  be  defined. 
We,  the  British  GOvemment,  were  not 
parties  to  that  Treaty,  although  we  had 
a  good  deal  to  do  with  its  conclusion. 
We  ag^reed  with  the  Bussian  GOvem- 
ment to  give  our  assistance  in  settling 
the  boundaries,  and  we  engaged  to  act 
as  mediators  in  case  of  any  dispute.  In 
pursuance  of  that  understanding,  after 
the  Treaty  was  concluded,  English  and 
Bussian  officers  were  employed  in  pre- 
paring maps  of  the  coimtry  through 
which  the  boundary  line  had  to  pass. 
There  were  delays  and  difficulties  of 
various  kinds,  with  the  cause  of  which 
I  am  not  well  acquainted ;  but  the  re- 
sult was  that  those  maps  were  not  com- 
pleted until  1869.  In  that  year  they 
were  handed  in.  A  Convention  was  then 
signed  between  Persia  and  Turkey,  by 
which  it  was  agreed  to  maintain  the 
iiahu  quo  pending  the  final  settlement  of 
the  boundary.  The  arrazigement  at  that 
time  stood  as  follows : — The  mediating 
Powers,  England  and  Bussia,  agreed 
that  the  boundary  line  ought  to  pass 
within  the  limits  of  the  map  so  prepi^red. 
It  included  a  considerable  extent  of 
country,  but  the  fixing  of  the  precise 
boundary  itself  was  not  undertalcen  by 
the  English  and  Bussian  offlicers^that 


683       ParUamenlr^PrmUgi 


[ COMMONS)      Be/leMom  on  this  Mm»$.      684 


was  left  to  the  Turkisli  and  Persian  GK>- 
yemments  to  settle  between  them.  But 
a  proposal  was  added  by  the  two  me- 
diating Powers  that  if  any  difference 
should  arise  the  point  in  dispute  should 
be  referred  to  them  for  their  joint  de- 
cision. In  January,  1875,  we  receiyed 
for  the  first  time  an  official  intimation 
that  the  Turkish  and  Persian  Goyem- 
ments  had  found  themselyes  unable  to 
agree  upon  a  boundary  line.  Thereupon 
Sir  Arnold  Kemball  was  appointed  on 
behalf  of  the  British  Goyemment,  and 
a  Eussian  delegate  was  appointed  by 
his  own  Goyemment,  to  attend  a  Con- 
ference which  was  to  be  held  on  the 
subject.  The  Commissioners  met  and 
transacted  some  business ;  but  the  dif- 
ference of  opinion  between  the  two  prin- 
cipal parties  concerned  was  such  that  no 
understanding  was  arriyed  at ;  and  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  from  that  time  to  the 
present  it  has  not  been  found  possible  to 
induce  them  either  to  agree  between 
themselyes  to  settle  a  boundary  line  or 
to  refer  the  question  to  the  decision  of 
any  other  Power.  Neither  side — I  say 
it  with  all  impartiality — has  shown  the 
slightest  disposition  to  make  any  con- 
cession. They  both  seem  to  haye  acted 
upon  the  Oriental  principle  of  doing 
nothing  to-day  which  it  is  possible  to 
ut  off — I  will  not  say  till  to-morrow, 
ut  till  next  month  or  next  year.  Since 
the  outbreak  of  the  war  the  question  has 
necessarily  been  hung  up.  The  Bussian 
Commissioner  has  been  recalled,  and 
Sir  Arnold  Kemball,  as  your  Lordships 
are  aware,  is  employed  upon  other  duties. 
But  although  there  haye  been  excessiye 
and  yexatious  ^delays,  and  though  I  am 
bound  to  say  neither  party  has  shown 
any  great  wiUinraess  to  come  to  an  un- 
derstanding, stiU  the  negotiation  is  not 
broken  off — only  suspended — and  there 
is  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  re- 
sumed when  a  ntyourable  opportunity 
presents  itself.  I  can  assure  my  noble 
Friend  and  your  Lordships  that  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment  are  fully  aware 
of  the  extreme  importance  of  preyentine 
the  outbreak  of  war  between  Persia  and 
Turkey,  and  that  they  will  lose  no  ayail- 
able  opportunity  of  endeayouring  to 
ayert  such  a  public  misfortune. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

SeTen  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

hidf-past  Ten  o'clock. 


Th0  Earl  of  D$rhy 
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HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Ikistday,  ^d  July,  1 877. 

MrNTTTES.]— PiTBLic  Bilm— &i^  Ommitut 
— Report — Provisional  Orders  (Irelaad)  JCoo- 
finnation  (Holywood,  &c)»  [192-226]. 

Committee — Sale  of  Intozioating  liqafln  oo 
Sunday  (Ireland)  {re-comm,)  [160J,  dtUu 
a4joumed. 

Committee — Report — Oenend  Police  and  Im- 
provement (Scotland)  Provisiofial  Order  Cgb- 
firmation  (Dumbarton)*  [20S]  —  (Lwth)* 
[211]— (Olfsgow)*  [2101;  City  of  LawkB 
Improvement  JProvisional  Order  Confirmstwi 
(Golden  Lane,  &c.)  *  [205] ;  Metropolis  Im- 
provement  Provisional  Orders  Gonfirinatioo  ' 
[206] ;  Greenock  Improvement  ProviaoMl 
Order  Confirmation  *  [207] ;  Local  Gown- 
ment  Provisional  Order  (Sewage)  *  [175]. 

Withdraum^lSLf^  Estate  Intestacy  «  [40]. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock 
QUESTIONS. 


PARLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE— REFLEC- 
TIONS ON  THIS  HOUSE. 

VOTICE. 

Mr.  BLAKE  rose  to  gire  Notice  tiiAt 
on  Thursday  he  would  ask  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  PameU),  Wh^ 
ther,  at  a  public  meetiiig,  held  in  Loo- 
don  on  Saturday,  April  21,  in  speaking 
of  the  obstructiye  conduct  of  himself  and 
thehon.  Member  for  Gavan  (Mr.  Biggar), 
he  used  the  words  attributed  to  him  in 
a  report  which  appeared  in  Th§  IMjf 
Telegraph  of  April  2d — namely, 

"  We  have  only  been  at  the  work  two  menUu, 
and  they — ^the  English  Members — ^would  hegbd 
to  be  rid  of  us ;  but  I  don't  know  what  state  of 
mind  they  will  be  in  when  theendof  theSesaoa 
comes,  nor  can  thej  devise  a  plan  to  stc^  as. 
....  If  we  had  only  ten  men  wo  could  pot  • 

stop  to  all  their  work If  we  ca&*t  msit 

them  in  the  field  and  assert  our  rights  wxtheoU 
steel " 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order!  The  Que^ 
tion  which  the  hon.  Member  is  now 
givinff  Notice  of  putting  on  a  subseaoent 
occasion  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Mesth 
does  not  relate  to  any  Bill  or  Motion 
before  the  House.  According,  therefbr«t 
to  the  Bulee  of  the  House,  it  cannot  be 
put. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  that  with  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House,  he  would  gire 
reasons  for  the  Questioni  and  oonoode 
with  a  Motion. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Tbe  hon.  Member 
cannot,  under  coyer  of  a  Motion  for  tbi 
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Adjoamment  of  the  House,  do  anything 
vhjdi  is  irregular. 

Me.  BLAXE  :  Then  I  will,  on  the 
etriieet  opportunity,  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  reports  of  The  Timee 
ssd  The  Dmiy  Telegraph  as  a  question 
of  Pririlege  affecting  the  Members  of 
thii  House. 


STATE  OF  PUBLIC  BUSTNESS-THE 

HALF-PAST  TWELVE  RULE. 

QUESTION. 

M*.  F0RTE80UE  HARRISON 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether,  looking  to  the  state  of  Public 
Boamees  in  this  House  and  the  difficult 
tiss  under  which  private  Members  are 
now  contending,  he  will  recommend  the 
House  to  rescind,  for  the  remainder  of 
the  Session,  the  half-past  Twelve  Rule  ? 

Tm  CHANCELLOK  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemment  are 
continuaUy  "looking  to  the  state  of 
Pobtio  Business  in  this  House,"  and 
lookinff  at  the  difficulties  with  which 
not  o^y  "  private  Members "  as  they 
tre  good  enough  to  denominate  them- 
MmB,  but  Members  of  the  (Government 
also,  are  contending,  but  I  am  not  at 
present  prepared  to  make  any  proposal 
on  the  subject.  I  think,  siter  recent 
«f«iits,  it  would  be  proper  that  we  should 
consider  the  whole  subject,  and  then, 
perhaps,  I  shall  be  able  to  answer  the 
Uoestion  of  the  hon.  Member. 

PUBLIC   BUSINESS— UNIVERSITY 
EDUCATION  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

QTTESnON. 

The  O'OONOR  DON :  I  wish  to 
offer  a  few  words  in  explanation  before 
pattinK  a  Question  I  have  on  the  Paper. 
Hon.  Oentlemen  will  remember  that  on 
Thnnday  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
qwsr  stated  that  the  Oovemment  in- 
tended to  take  Supply  upon  every  Oo- 
T«nunent  day,  with  some  exceptions, 
iiidnding  to-day,  until  they  had  made 
mne  oonsidemble  progress,  and  to  take 
Totes  in  this  order — namiely,  the  Army 
Esdmatee,  the  English  and  Scotch  Edu- 
cation Votes,  and  the  Irish  Education 
ToCsa.  On  the  lifter  I  have  a  Motion 
vhkh  ii  likely  to  raise  a  discussion  of 
■one  length  and  of  considerable  interest 
in  Ireland*  On  Thursday  I  informed 
the  rigju  hon.  Oentleman  Uiat  if  he  was 
ia  a  position  to  tell  us  that  the  Oovem- 


ment could  g^ve  a  day  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.   and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick    (Mr.    Butt)  at 
some   reasonable  period,  I  would  not 
bring  on  my  Motion  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.     I  made  that  offer 
with  the  desire  not  of  obstructing  Busi- 
ness, but  rather  expediting  it,  and  as- 
sisting the  Government  to  get  through 
the  work  of  the  Session.     On  Friday 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  held  out  some 
hopes  that  a  day  might  be  given.  Since 
then — ^yesterday — the  Army  Estimates 
were    brought   forward,   and    notwith- 
standing what  occurred  this  morning,  I 
am  justified  in  saying  that  considerable 
and  substantial  progress  was  made  with 
them.    If  the  Estimates  were  taken  in 
the  ordinary  course,  and  no  unusual  ob- 
struction were  offered  to  them,  we  mifi^ht 
naturally  expect  that  the  Irish  Education 
Votes  would  be  reached  next  week.    I 
have  been  asked  by  several  hon.  Members 
whether  I  shall  go  on  with  my  Motion 
or  not   It  would  be  a  great  convenience 
to  myself  and  to  several  hon.  Members, 
and  to  the  House,  to  know  whether  that 
Motion  is  to  be  proceeded  with  or  not  ; 
and  I  am  unable  to  give  an  answer  or  to 
decide  what  course  I  will  take  with  re- 
gard to  my  Motion,  until  I  know  what 
the  Government  says  with  regard  to  giv- 
ing a  day  for  the  discussion  of  the  Uni- 
versity Bill.    And  I  ask   the  question 
now,  and  not  as  a  matter  of  favour  to  the 
Irish  Representatives,  but  with  the  view 
of  expediting  Public  Business.     Having 
explained  the  object  of  my  Question,  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, If  he  will  state  more  definitely 
than  he  has  hitherto  done  whether  the 
Government  can  g^ve  a  day  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Irish  University  Educa- 
tion Bill ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  likely 
that  such  day  can  be  g^ven  before  the 
end  of  the  present  month  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  hon.  Member  for  Roscom- 
mon has  accurately  described  what 
passed,  but  he  has  slightly  misunder- 
stood what  I  said  about  the  Supply.  I 
stated  that  the  first  business  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  Supply  in  the  order 
in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  mentions 
it,  and  I  said  we  proposed  in  the  present 
week  to  g^ve  every  day  at  our  disposal, 
except  this  morning,  which  was  appro- 
priated for  another  purpose,  to  discus- 
sions in  Supply.  I  did  not  say  that  all 
other  Oovemment  business  would  be 
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laid  aside  till  we  got  through  Supply, 
because  there  are  two  Bills  which  it  is 
important  for  us  to  proceed  with — 
namely,  the  Indian  Loan  Bill  and  the 
South  Africa  Bill ;  and  although  I  ad- 
here to  the  arrangement  as  to  going  on 
with  Supply  every  day  this  week,  I  can- 
not bind  myself  to  go  on  with  it  there- 
after, to  the  exclusion  of  those  Bills. 
With  regard  to  the  subject  of  Irish 
University  Education,  I  understand  the 
Question  in  this  way — the  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  others  look  forward  to  a  dis- 
cussion upon  it  in  connection  with  the 
Irish  Education  Estimates;  but  I  am 
informed  that  it  would  be  more  conve- 
nient to  Irish  Members  generally  if  the 
discussion  arose,  not  on  the  Education 
Estimates,  but  on  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Butt).  To  that  arrangement  the  Qo- 
vemment  are  perfecuy  prepared  to 
accede,  with  a  view  to  convenience,  but 
it  must  be  on  the  imderstanding  that  we 
are  not  to  have  the  discussion  twice 
over ;  and  what  I  understood  to  be  the 
intention  with  which  we  made  the  offer 
was  this — if  the  Estimates  pass  without 
the  discussion  being  raised  on  the  Uni- 
versity question,  we  would  provide  a  day 
as  speedily  as  possible  afterwards  for  the 
discussion  of  the  Irish  University  Bill. 
That  is  an  arrangement  we  are  prepared 
to  adhere  to ;  but,  of  course,  if  the 
question  should  be  raised  on  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon,  our 
engagement  to  find  a  day  for  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Bill  must  be  considered  over. 
We  are  not  bound  by  it.  The  hon. 
Member  asks  whether  it  is  likely  that  a 
day  can  be  given  before  the  end  of  the 

S resent  month.  I  must  refer  the  hon. 
fentlemen  to  some  of  the  hon.  Members 
who  sit  near  him.  We  are  perfectly 
unable,  if  matters  are  to  proceed  as  they 
have  been  proceeding,  to  say  on  what 
day  anything  can  be  brought  on.  We 
are  anxious  to  bring  the  subject  forward 
as  soon  as  possible ;  but  Notice  shall  be 
g^ven  as  soon  as  we  find  ourselvee  in  a 
position  to  do  so. 

THE  COLORADO  BEETLE. 

QUESTION. 

Thb  O'DONOGHUE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether,  now 
that  it  is  more  than  probable  that  the 
Colorado  beetle  may  reach  Ireland, 
where  its  depredations  would  be  very 
injurious,  steps  will  be  taken  by  the 

Th$  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


Qovemment  to  g^ve  such  infommikni  is 
will  render  the  recomition  of  the  insect 
easy,  together  with  mstmctions  pointing 
out  the  beet  means  for  its  deotroctioii 
and  the  places  where  the  deposit  of  iti 
eggs  are  most  likely  to  be  found  ? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
I  fear  it  is  possible  that  the  Oolondo 
beetle  may  reach  Ireland,  though  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  g^oes  too  far  in  aasnm- 
ing  that  it  is  more  than  probable  thit 
such  will  be  the  case.  However,  I  quite 
agree  with  him  as  to  the  serious  oooie- 
quences  that  would  result  from  anv  ex- 
tensive ravage  of  this  insect  in  IreLuid ; 
and  I  will,  fSter  communication  withtha 
authorities  in  Ghreat  Britain,  see  how  hs 
his  suggestion  can  be  acted  upon.  Bat 
I  would  point  out  that  to  some  extent 
that  information  has  been  famished  by 
the  private  enterprize  of  the  proprietor 
of  The  Farmen'  GastetU  in  Dublin.  Two 
years  ago  a  larse  ooloured  engraving  of 
the  beetle  and  information  as  to  its 
habits  were  circulated  largely  among 
the  agriculturists  in  Ireland  owing  to 
the  public  spirit  of  that  gentleman. 

BUSSL/L  AKD  TURKET— THE  MEDITER- 
RANEAN FLEET.— QUESTION. 


Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  :  I  wish  to 
ask  a  Question,  of  which  I  have  given 
the  Government  private  Notice,  Whether 
the  Mediterranean  Fleet,  which  we  hxre 
been  informed  has  left  the  Pirseus,  hta 
been  ordered  to  proceed  to  Beeika  Bay? 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  Tea,  Sir ;  it  is  quite  true. 

NOTICES    OF  MOTION. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE.— NOTICB. 

Mb.  PULESTON  gave  Notice  thit 
he  would  move  on  Thursday — 

*< That  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  HooitBO 
Member  have  power  to  more  more  than  aaof 
either  that  the  Chairman  do  report  Progrw,  <r 
that  the  Chairman  leare  the  Cnair,  and  that  v 
Member  who  hat  made  one  of  thoee  M<Aub* 
have  power  to  move  the  other  in  the  aune  Ocb- 
mittee." 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS- 
LATE  SITTINGS.— NOTICE. 

Mb.  WHALLEY:  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  Thursday  I  thall 


"That the  practice  of  commencing  bosiM* 
in  this  Honae  at  houre  varying  on  each  daTi 
and  continuing  its  sittings  up  to  indodaittia^ 
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hoars  of  Uie  night  and  morning  is 
at  mrianre  with  experienoe  as  to  the  proper 
mode  of  transacting  pablic  business,  and  alike 
inoomBitfint  with  tne  convenience  of  Members 
and  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  this  House/' 

and  I  beg  now,  Sir,  to  move  the  Ad- 
jonniment  of  the  Honse  for  the  pur- 
pose— —        

M&.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
cannot  interpose  in  the  ordinary  Busi- 
ness  of  the  House.  I  was  about  to  call 
upon  the  Clerk  to  read  the  Orders  of  the 
I)aj,  which  is  the  Business  laid  down  by 
this  House  for  itself.  The  Olerk  will 
now  proceed  to  read  the  Orders  of  the 
Day. 

Mil  WHALLEY  again  endeavoured 
to  intexpoee,  but  the  Clerk  called  the 
fizvt  Order  of  the  Day. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 


BALE  OP  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
BUKDAT  (IRELAND)  {r^-^ommitUd)  BILL 
—{Bill  160.] 

[Mr.  Riehsrd  Smyth^  Ths  0*  Conor  Don^Mr, 

C%srla  LfwiM^  Mr.  JameM  Corry^  Mr.  William 

JokmsUm,  Mr.  Beau,  Mr.  Dickson^ 

Mr.  Stdmond.) 

COXiaTTEX  Off  BS-OOMMITHEKT. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
IM>ate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Qa«tion  [27th  June],  ''That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  (for 
OHnfflittee  on  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Ii<(aors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Bill) ;  and 
which  Amendment  was, 

To  \mre  oot  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
tni  ci  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"IB  the  opinion  of  this  Honse,  it  is  not  ezpe- 
^vnt  that  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  should  he 
extended    to    the    whole   of   Ireland,"— (Jfr. 

Jfw|i*y,) 

—instead  thereof  . 


again  proposed,  ''That  the 

vords  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  r$mtm$d. 

Mm.  mCHASD  SMTTH  was  pro- 
ceding    to    address    the    Committee, 

The  CDONOOHTTE  rose  to  a  point 
o^Ordar.  He  wished  to  ask  the  Speaker 
vkethar  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
d«i7,  hsTing  already  addressed  the 
HoM,  it  was  competent  for  him  to 
■pttk  again  in  the  same  debate;  oer- 
taialjr  ha  had  spokeui  though  briefly, 


when  moving  the  Order  for  proceeding 
with  the  consideration  of  tne  Bill  in 
Committee. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  has  not  spoken  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Murphy),  and  he  is  there- 
fore quite  in  Oraer.      

Mr.  EICHAED  SMYTH :  I  rise  to 
address  the  House  for  a  few  minutes  at 
great  disadvantage,  for  I  feel  that  whilst 
time  in  the  long  run  is  fighting  on  the 
side  of  this  Bill,  the  sand-glass  of  to-day 
is  exhausting  itself  at  my  expense,  and 
every  moment  I  occupy  I  am  giving 
comfort  to  my  opponents.  But,  as  it 
has  been  formally  announced  that  per- 
sistent talk  is  to  do  for  the  Bill  a  work 
which  fair  argument  cannot  do,  I  may 
as  well  appropriate  to  myself  a  few 
minutes  of  the  time  upon  which  an  un- 
reasoning set  has  been  made.  I  have 
often  during  my  life  heard  of  the  tyranny 
of  majorities;  but  I  had  to  come  into 
the  House  of  Commons  to  learn  what  is 
implied  in  the  tyranny  of  minorities. 
Sir,  I  perceive  that  there  is  a  determi- 
nation that  minorities  shall  dictate  to 
this  House,  and  that  the  will  alike  of 
the  country  and  of  this  House  shall  be 
thwarted  and  defied  by  a  combination  of 
Members,  who,  worsted  in  argument 
and  in  division,  betake  themselves  to  the 
tactics  of  despair,  and  pursue  a  course 
which,  if  persevered  in  much  longer,  will 
reduce  Parliamentary  government  to  an 
absurditv.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cork,  in  that  admirable  speech 
which  he  delivered  on  Wednesday — 
admirable  for  its  purpose,  because  it 
was  length  that  was  required — ^was  par- 
ticularly copious  in  statistics;  and  so 
Erofound  was  the  impression  produced 
V  his  figures  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Boebuck) 
was  instantaneously  converted  by  them, 
aooordinff  to  his  own  confession.  I 
hasard  ue  opinion  that  this  is  the  first 
instance  in  the  history  of  the  Enfflish 
Parliament  in  which  an  experiencea  and 
venerable  English  statesman  was  sud- 
denly converted  from  the  error  of  his 
ways  by  a  sheet  of  police  statistics  read 
by  an  Lrishman  for  the  purpose  of  talk- 
inf  out  a  Bill.  Having  so  flexible  a 
mind  as  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  to  deal  with,  I 
should  not  wonder  if  he  will  be  con- 
verted back  again  before  this  debate 
closes.    I  am  sure,  if  statistics  will  do 
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it,  we  haye  the  means  ready  at  our 
hand.  But  was  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  ever  an  advocate 
for  Sunday  closing  ?  He  made  a  speech 
on  the  12th  of  July  last  year  against 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  read 
a  lecture,  first  to  the  Government,  and 
next  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
for  giving  any  countenance  to  the  mea- 
sure ;  and  yet  on  Wednesday  he  got  up 
and  told  us  that  he  had  been  convinced 
by  the  statistics  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
bases  his  claim  to  have  been  considered 
friendly  to  the  Bill  on  Wednesday  morn- 
ing last  by  the  circumstance  that  he 
voted  for  the  postponement  of  the 
Standing  Orders  that  the  Siinday  Closing 
Bill  might  come  on  for  discussion.  Tes, 
he  did  so ;  and  I  have  been  obliged  to 
rebuke  some  suspicious  people  for  saying 
that  the  hon.  and  leamea  Gentleman 
gave  that  vote  because  he  had  come 
down  to  the  House  to  make  a  speech 
against  the  Bill,  and  could  not  have 
made  it  all  if  the  Orders  of  the  Day  had 
not  been  postponed.  I  have  had  to 
defend  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
against  these  imputations,  and  it  was 
about  as  difficult  a  task  as  I  ever  under- 
took. Sir,  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber never  was,  I  believe,  an  advocate 
for  Sunday  closing  in  the  whole  oourse 
of  his  life ;  and  the  idea  that  was  in  his 
mind  on  Wednesday  that  he  had  been 
suddenly  convinced  and  converted  by 
the  Irish  logarithmic  tables  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  I  must  reg^ard  as 
nothing  else  than  a  case  of  political  self- 
delusion.  And  what  was  the  nature  of 
these  statistics  ?  Why,  it  is  found  that 
there  are  fewer  arrests  for  drunkenness 
on,  Sundays  in  Ireland  than  on  other 
days  of  the  week,  Saturday  in  parti- 
cular ;  and  he  draws  the  inference  from 
this  that  there  is  less  drinking  on  Sun- 
days than  on  other  days.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  pertinently  reminded 
the  House  that  there  are  &wer  hours 
for  getting  drunk  on  Sundays,  only  one- 
half  the  usual  number.  But  I  can  assign 
additional  reasons  for  the  difference. 
We  had  it  in  evidence  before  the  Select 
Committee  that  the  persons  arrested  are 
generally  the  habitual  drunkards,  and  as 
they  are  captured  in  large  numbers  on 
Saturday  night,  they  are  already  in  the 
lock-up    on    Sxmday.    Besides,  it  was 
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stated  to  us  that  no  one  is  arregted  ftr 
merely  getting  drunk.    He  must  also  be 
disorderly  or  incapable  to  subject  hims^ 
to  arrest.    We  were  also  told  that  fii«ods 
look  after  drunken  friends  on  8and^ 
more  vigilantly  than  they  do  on  other 
days  of  the  week,  being  more  at  leitort. 
We  have  no  means  of  knowing  the  exact 
proportion    of  young   men    or    yoong 
women  who  escape  arrest  just  because 
they  are  able  to  walk  or  are  in  oharga 
of  friends,  or  are  not  creating  disorder 
in  the  streets.   Sunday  is  not  the  habttnal 
drunkard's  day,  for  he  is  generally  m 
gaol  on  Saturday  night;  but  it  is  ^ 
day  young  men  and  young  women,  of 
whom  the  police  take  little  notice,  are 
exposed  to  special  temptation,  and  whan 
the  seeds  are  sown  which  bear  fruit  in 
the  demoralization  of  their  after-life. 
Sunday  is  the  tippling  day  of  the  yoonff; 
it  is  not  the  day  of  revel  for  the  drunkaru. 
Honest  working  men  and  their  wiref 
have  frequently  expressed  to  me  their 
wish  that  this  Bill  might  POM.     Why  ? 
Because    their    chil^^n    frequent   tk« 
public-houses  on  Sunday.    These  polioe 
statistics  which  had  such  an  eleTatzsr 
influence  on  the  mind  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  give  ns 
no  criterion  of  the  havoc  made  in  the 
morals  of  the  voung  during  the  drinking 
hours  on  Sundav.    I  have  not  done  with 
the  statistics  oi  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.     He  ventured  into  another  fidd, 
and  undertook  to  analyze  the  votes  of 
Irish  Members  on  this  question.    He 
prefaced  this  part  of  the  subject  by  so 
attack  upon  the  officials  and  membm  of 
the  Irish  Sunday  Closing  Association. 
The   hon.  Gentleman    is  incapable  of 
saying  anything  which  he  does  not  be- 
lieve ;  but,  nevertheless,  he  said  things 
which  are  not  true,  and  he  said  othtf 
things  which  he  could  not  know  to  be 
true.     He    asserted   that   the    United 
Kinffdom   Alliance    supplies    funds,  I 
think  he  said  to  the  amount  of  £250,000. 
[Mr.  Murphy  :  No,  no  H    Well,  at  aH 
events,  that  thev  were  closely  connected 
with  l^e  Irish  Sunday  dosine  agitator*. 
If  that  were  so,  there  would  be  noikinf 
to  be  ashamed  of.    But,  Sir,  if  my  hoa. 
Friend's  memory  were  a  little  more  iffl' 
partial  in  the  marshalling  of  £M9ta»  bi 
would  not  have  &Uen  into  a  mialikt 
which  is  only  to  be  expected  in  blnli' 
minds.    This  very  alhmtiOB  was  wA 
the  subject  of  a  seaxchmff  b^dqrkrtti 
hon.  Miember  him  '^^  Ooi^ 


693    Sale  of  Intoxieating  Liquors    (July  8,  1877)     on  Sunday  {Irekmi)  Bifl.    694 


mittee,  and  it  was  denied,  disproved,  and 
solemnly  repudiated  in  eveiy  form  of  lan- 
guage iJiat  could  be  conceived  in  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member's  own  questions.  I 
listened  with  astonishment  as  he  retailed 
these  unfounded  and  disproved  allega- 
tions; and  I  confess  that  my  wonder 
was  intensified  as  I  contemplated  that 
marvellous  versatilityof  memory  whereby 
he  could  remember  some  things  so  well 
and  forget  others  so  easily.  My  hon. 
Friend  is  scandalized  at  the  selfishness 
of  the  officials  of  the  Irish  Sunday 
Closing  Association.  I  am  unable  to 
foUow  the  hon.  Gentleman  into  these 
mysterious  regions  of  human  motive; 
but  I  will  say  that  the  officials  of  an 
honourable  organization  stand  before 
another  tribunal  than  the  one  to  which 
they  are  summoned  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oork,  the  tribunal  of  his  own  judg- 
ment. My  hon.  Friend,  from  that  high 
region  of  disinterested  patriotism,  where 
he  and  his  Followers  breathe  the  pure 
air  of  political  life,  may  well  find  it  diffi- 
cult to  make  allowance  for  human  weak- 
ness. But  I  am  happy  to  think  that  I 
now  address  an  Assembly  of  Gentlemen 
who  are  willing  to  take  me  and  my 
Friends  for  what  we  seem  to  be,  and  not 
for  what  we  may  be  in  the  baseness  of 
our  own  hearts.  But  I  am  almost  for- 
gettii^  the  statistics.  Now,  for  my 
hon.  friend's  analysis  of  the  Irish  vote. 
He  impuens  the  accuracy  of  the  fig^es 
published  by  the  Sunday  Closing  Asso- 
ciation. They  put  forward  59  Members 
from  Ireland  as  having  voted  for  the 
Resolution  last  year,  and  two  as  pairing 
in  its  favour.  My  hon.  Friend  has  exa- 
mined [the  list,  and  can  only  find  51 
Irish  names  in  the  Division  List  in 
favour  of  my  Besolution.  I  am  very 
sorry  that  he  could  not  find  more. 
Seventy  Irish  Members  actually  voted 
in  the  division  of  the  12th  of  May,  1876 
— 59  for  and  11  against  the  Motion. 
These  were  the  11  of  all  Ireland.  He 
forgot  to  tell  us  anything  about  the  11 ; 
but  as,  in  the  course  of  his  speech,  he 
said  so  frequently  that  he  did  not  like 
to  detain  the  House,  we  must  assume 
that  when  he  made  omissions  it  was 
simply  because  he  was  unwilling  to 
speak  longer  than  two  hours  and  ten 
minutes.  Sut  what  is  the  use  of  haggling 
about  the  Irish  vote  in  1876?  Let  us 
have  tiie  Irish  vote  in  1877.  I  am  not 
afraid  of  it,  and  I  challenge  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  to  give  up  his  miser- 


able policy  of  obstruction,  and  meet  us 
in  fair  battle.  We  can  soon  end  all 
controversy  about  the  Irish  vote — 20 
minutes  will  do  it.  But  we  have  been 
told  that  we  who  support  this  measure 
do  not  represent  our  constituents.  Now, 
I  dare  affirm  that4f  there  was  one  thing 
which  an  Irish  Member  is  good  at  it  is 
understanding  his  constituents;  and  I 
believe  that  some  of  us — ^I  do  not  say 
whether  I  include  or  exclude  myself — 
vote  for  this  Bill,  not  so  much  because 
we  are  fanatical  Sunday-closers,  as  be- 
cause our  constituents  expect  us  to  do  it. 
You  need  not  talk  to  me  about  knowing 
Irish  opinion.  Each  Member  has  enough 
to  do  in  keepinfl^  pace  with  the  opinion 
of  the  people  wno  sent  him  here,  without 
troubling  himself  about  general  Irish 
opinion.  I  know  my  own  constituents, 
and  I  shall  answer  for  no  others.  Each 
Member  will  answer  for  himself  and  for 
those  who  sent  him  here  in  the  Division 
Lobbies ;  and  I  do  not  believe  that  there 
is  one  Member  frt)m  all  Ireland  who  will 
ffo  into  the  Lobby  with  me  knowing  that 
his  vote  will  oust  him  at  the  next  Elec- 
tion. The  House  may,  therefore,  make 
its  mind  easv  about  Irish  opinion.  The 
fact  is  simply  this — those  constituencies 
where  the  publican  interest  dominates 
are  against  the  Bill ;  and  whenever  that 
interest  or  power  is  inappreciable  the 
constituencies  are  for  it  —  there  is  no 
opinion  in  Ireland  against  it  but  trade 
opinion,  and  we  deny  that  trade  as  trade 
has  anything  to  do  with  Sunday.  There 
are  28  counties  in  Ireland,  out  of  which 
not  a  sinffle  Petition  has  come  to  this 
House  this  year  against  the  Bill.  We 
are  asked  to  wait  another  year  and  see 
what  a  revulsion  of  opinion  will  take 
place.  We  were  askeia  the  same  last 
year  and  the  year  before. 

*'  Man  never  is,  but  always  to  be  blest" 

Our  opponents  never  are,  but  always  to 
be,  supported  by  the  countiy.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  admitted  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session  that  he  had  been  affected  last 
year  by  the  prophecies  of  re-action  firom 
the  hon.  Members  for  Cork  and  Dun- 
dalk,  but  that  he  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  thevwere  not  prophets  at 
all.  Ireland  will  speak  wim  tne  same 
voice  to-day  if  she  gets  the  chance  as 
she  did  on  the  12th  of  May,  1876.  I 
think  we  have  a  right  to  expect  some 
Member  of  the  (Government  to  declare 
their  intention  with  regard  to  this  ques- 
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tion.  Are  they  going  to  remain  passive 
and  allow  this  minority  to  ovemde  the 
will  of  the  House  of  Commons?  We 
had  better  know  the  worst  at  once,  that 
we  may  shape  our  course  accordingly. 
I  give  all  fair  warning  that  a  talk-out 
to-day  shall  not  be  accepted  by  me  as  a 
final  struggle  on  this  BiU.  If  the  mino- 
rity is  in  despair,  the  majority  is  in 
earnest.  I  want  to  know  whether  the 
Government  wishes  this  question  settled? 
It  can  settle  it  if  it  pleases.  Before  I 
sit  down  I  must  glance  for 'a  moment  at 
the  speech  of  my  hpn.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber lOT  Westmeath  (Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth). 
His  patriotLsm  and  eloquence  are  ac- 
knowledged in  all  quarters  of  this 
House,  and  his  words  have  always  the 
weight  which  attaches  by  a  generous 

faradox  to  a  man  who  stands  alone, 
iinderstood  my  hon.  Friend  to  spei^ 
disparaginglv  of  any  attempt  made  by 
this  Imperial  Parliament  to  govern  Ire- 
land according  to  Irish  ideas;  for,  as 
this  is  an  Imperial  Parliament,  it  can 
only  take  account  of  Imperial  interests, 
and  not  allow  itself  to  be  swayed  by 
local  sentiment.  When  I  heard  my  hon. 
Friend  laying  down  these  great  and 
even  dread  prmciples  of  Imperial  policy, 
I  could  not  forget  that  I  was  receiving 
instruction  firom  a  man  who  has  a  theory 
of  his  own  for  breaking  up  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  and  who,  I  suppose,  would 
not  be  sorry  to  see  Imperial  government 
rendered  less  tolerable  than  it  is.  I  have 
not  the  least  doubt  that  he  gave  sound 
advice  from  his  own  point  of  view  ;  but 
I  am  convinced  it  is  most  dangerous  ad- 
vice to  be  accepted  by  the  friends  of  Im- 
perial government.  If  local  ideas  are  to 
be  disregarded  bv  this  House,  it  needs 
no  prophet  to  see  uat  the  days  of  Imperial 
government  on  a  Constitutional  basis 
will  soon  be  numbered.  I  submit  that 
taking  account  of  local  ideas  is  an  Im- 
perial interest.  No  Empire  ever  long 
survived  an  attempt  to  govern  all  its 
dependencies  by  one  cast  iron  code  of 
law.  The  Boman  Empire,  so  long  as  it 
was  wise  and  powerful,  accommodated 
itself  to  the  prejudices  and  feelings  of 
Provinces  and  Kingdoms  it  annexed. 
When  it  reduced  another  and  another 
nation  under  its  sway  it  respected  their 
local  customs,  and  did  not  disdain  to 
elevate  their  gods  and  demi-gods  to 
niches  in  its  temple.  Its  Procurators 
and  pro-Consuls  were  sent  to  govern 
African  and  Asiatic  Provinces  according 
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to  African  and  Asiatic  ideas.  The  Saa- 
hedrim  sat  at  Jerusalem,  it  may  be  a 
little  overawed,  but  not  coeroed  by  tb^ 
sceptre  of  the  Caesars ;  and  Corinth  was 
conceded  something  of  its  local  liberty. 
It  was  not  until  the  doctrine  of  my  hoo. 
Friend  became  a  dominant  force  in  tii« 
Empire,  and  local  ideas  began  to  b« 
scouted  as  unworthy  of  Imperial  eoa- 
sideration,  that  the  fabric  fell,  and  ool 
of  its  ruins  new  despotisms  aroae.  fir, 
let  us  beware  of  stretching  out  the  liml» 
of  Ireland  until  they  fill  me  Proonstcan 
bed  of  a  rigid  English  policy,  for,  if  vd 
attempt  this,  we  shall  at  once  disable 
Ireland,  and  bring  a  curse  and  diwhonnqr 
upon  England.  Give  Ireland  her  way 
wnen  it  can  do  you  no  harm,  and,  if  yra 
cannot  attach  her  people  to  your  sway, 
you  will  at  least  stand  out  before  tib« 
civilized  world  as  a  Gk>vemm6nt  thai  did 
its  best  to  justify  and  render  tolenUa 
its  supremacy. 

Mr.  COLLINS  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  attention  to  the  able  and  elo- 
quent speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  who 
had  just  sat  down,  in  the  hope  that  he 
would  have  adduced  arguments  to  meet 
the  statistics  and    the  arguments  em- 
ployed by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Murphy);  but  he  had 
listened  in  vain,  for  he  had  failed  to  di^ 
cover  anything  like   substantial  arga- 
ment  in  favour  of  the  Bill.     His  hon. 
Friend  had  accused  them  of  a  persistent 
attempt  to  talk  out  the  measure  and  of 
defying  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of 
the  House.    If  a  small  minority  of  the 
Representatives  of  Ireland  had  endea- 
voured by  such  arguments  as  they  oould 
employ  to  convince  the  House  that  this 
was  a  measure  which  was  not  aooeptablfi 
to  the  majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
he  did  not  see  how  uev  had  exposed 
themselves  to  the  accusations  whioi  hii 
hon.  Friend  had  brought  against  them. 
Well,  the  hon.  Member  in  cmaige  of  ^ 
Bill  had  called  its  opponents  a  little 
band  who  were  afraia  to  meet  in  lair 
Parliamentary  discussion  the  muoritj 
who  were  the  supporters  of  the  Bifl.  He 
left  the  House  to  judge  of  the  oon«ct- 
ness  of  that  statement.  He  believed  tbit 
on  every  occasion  on  which  the  sabjett 
had  been  brought  forward  they  had  «i- 
deavoured  fainy  and  honestly,  and  » 
far  as  was  in  their  power,  by  argument, 
to  convince  the  House,  and  he  did  not 
despair  of  attaining  that  objeet    Nov, 
he  had  had  very  considerable  doubt  u 
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to  wbMliar  he  himself  would  have  taken 
a  part  in  the  diaoussion,  until  he  had  felt 
that  it  waa  an  obligation  inonmbent  upon 
cmj  Iriah  Memher  who  dissented  from 
the  Tiew  which  had  been  so  extensiyelv 
bdbre  the  House,  to  the  effect  that  opi- 
nion in  Ireland  was  unanimous  in  fayour 
of  the  Bill,  to  say  so.    He  denied  that 
▼isw  altoffether,  and  he  was  there  with 
his  Friends  to  say  that  that  was  not  so, 
tnd  that  not  only  was  the  opinion  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  not  unanimous  on  the 
ffubyeot,  but  that  a  majority  of  all  classes 
vaa  opDoaed  to  it.    Now,  there  was  no 
doabt  tnat  it  was  an  opposite  impression 
to  ^lat  couTeyed,  doubtless  unintention- 
slly,  that  had  resulted  in  a  conviction  in 
the  minda  of  hon.  Gentlemen  and  right 
koB.  Gentlemen  in  the  House  which  had 
induced  them  to  give  their  support  to  the 
Bm.    His  desire  was  to  undeceive  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  been  misled  by 
thoee  misstatements  and  misrepresenta- 
tbna.    Now,  it  had  been  stated  in  ike 
coarse  of  that  debate  that  the  minority 
sustaining  the  opposition  had  been  led 
on  by  penonal  interests  and  oonsidera- 
tiona.     For  himself  he  must  say  that  he 
had  no  penonal  interest  whatever  in  the 
matter,  and  the  only  influence  he  was 
guided  by  was  that  of  his  own  personal 
coaviction  that  the  Bill  would  be  received 
hy  the  people  of  Ireland  with  dis&vour, 
tad  th^  it  was  a  measure  injurious  to 
tits  happiness  and  contentment  of  the 
Irish  people.     He  had  stated  that  he 
kimself  had  no  personal  interest  in  the 
matter,  and  he  hoped,  therefore,  to  be 
sbleto  approach  the  subject  unbiassed, 
■ad  to  examine  the  question  solely  with 
a  view  to  arriving  at  a  fair  and  just  con- 
chuion.    Now,  &eland  had  a  popula- 
tm«  in  round  numbers,   of  5,500,000. 
Tliat  population  was  divided  into  three 
classea— the  upper,  the  middle,  and  the 
Yorhing   classes.     It   was    obvious  to 
«T«rybody  who  knew  Ireland  that  the 
upper  Hasaos  formed  a  very  small  sec* 
tioo  of  the  people.  Tbey  were  composed 
of  the  nobility  and  the  landed  gentry, 
tad  took  a  very  small  interest  in  a  ques- 
tion of  that  character,  inasmuch  as  they 
wira,  to  a  very  small  extent,  influenced 
bj  ita  operation.    Then,  there  was  the 
middle  daaa  of  the  country ;  and  if  he 
sdfkt  take  a  standard  to  arrive  at  the 
Bomerioal  value  and  power  and  influence 
of  that  daaa,  he  thought  he  could  not  do 
bstiar  than  to  iUustrate  itby  the  list  of 
Ptriiaaieiitaiy  electors.    What  did  he 


flnd?  Well,  he  found  that  this  class, 
as  represented,  consisted  of  53,590  elec- 
tors m  cities  and  towns,  and  173,860 
electors  in  counties,  making  227,450  in 
all.  Well,  suppose  the  number  were 
doubled,  and  aU  supposed  to  be  in  favour 
of  Sunday  closing,  it  left  about  5,000,000 
persons  classed  as  the  working  classes 
who  were  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  present 
Bill.  Thoee  5,000,000  were  the  people 
they  were  asked  to  legislate  for  and  to 
restrain  by  Act  of  Parliament  from  par- 
taking on  Sundays  of  what  had  become 
the  necessary  of  life  with  the  great  ma- 
jority of  them.  He  did  not  desire  to  say 
anything  harsh  or  disrespectful  with 
regard  to  those  who  were  the  supporters 
of  this  Bill,  as  he  sympathized  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  with  their  object.  He 
had  himself  endeavoured  to  advance  the 
cause  of  temperance,  and  he  could  co- 
operate with  them  cheerfuUy  up  to  a 
certain  point ;  but  he  maintained  that, 
instead  of  benefiting  the  people  and  the 
cause  of  temperance,  they  were  actually 
promoting  the  reverse  and  bringing  on  a 
condition  of  thines  which  everybody  who 
desired  the  welrare  of  the  Insh  people 
must  deplore.  Well,  what  did  those 
gentlemen  tell  them  with  respect  to  that 
Bill?  Why,  they  told  a  tale  which 
mocked  at  the  people  and  challenged  the 
evidences  of  experience  and  common 
sense.  They  told  them  that  those 
5,000,000  people  came  to  them  praying 
them  as  suppliants  to  protect  Uiem 
against  temptation ;  that  they  acknow- 
ledged themselves  to  be  weak-minded 
people,  intemperate  and  incapable  of 
reshuint,  and  that  they  thereu)re  peti- 
tioned the  House  to  close  the  places  where 
they  could  get  refreshments  on  Sundays 
in  order  to  save  them  from  ruin.  Was 
that  a  likely  condition  of  things  ?  Was 
there  ever  such  a  libel  uttered  against  the 
independence  and  free  action  of  a  people.? 
Why,  everyone  who  had  taken  an  interest 
in  the  social  condition  of  the  people 
must  be  aware  that  they  were  strivmg 
every  day  more  and  more  for  freedom 
from  restraint  and  liberty  of  action. 
That  was  a  fact  they  must  at  once  re- 
cognize. They  saw  it  in  every  turn  of 
life ;  and  yet  these  were  the  people  who, 
th^  were  told  by  the  promoters  of  that 
Bill,  wanted  Parliament  to  restrain  and 
control  them,  and  prevent  the  exercise 
of  their  independent  judgment  in  mat- 
ters which  they  believed  to  conduce  to 
their   own   comfort    and    convenience. 
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Why,  let  them  look  at  the  labour  or- 
ganizations of  the  country.  Let  them 
0ee  the  extent  to  which  Friendly  Socie- 
ties, Trades  Unions,  and  Co-operative 
Associations  had  spread.  What  were 
they  to  infer  firom  these  organizations  ? 
Why,  that  the  people  were  becoming 
self-reliant;  that  they  understood  how 
to  work  and  to  manage  for  themselves ; 
and  he  believed  that  this  Bill  would  be 
an  afi^nt  and  an  insult  to  the  intelli- 
gence of  the  people.  What  force  was 
there  in  their  arguments  in  favour  of 
extending  the  Parliamentary  franchise 
amongst  the  working  classes  if  they 
were  incapable  of  self-restraint  and 
could  not  take  care  of  themselves  ?  He 
confessed  he  was  unable  to  reconcile  two 
such  discordant  principles,  and  he  left 
the  task  in  the  hands  of  the  supporters 
of  the  Bill.  There  was  another  point 
which  had  been  alluded  to  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  and  that  was  the  Petitions  which 
had  been  presented  to  the  House.  The ' 
hon.  Member  dwelt  a  good  deal  upon 
the  evidence  that  was  supplied  by  the 
Petitions  that  were  presented  to  the 
House  either  for  or  against  the  measure. , 
Well,  he  had  taken  me  trouble  to  exa- 1 
mine  some  of  those  Petitions,  and  what 
did  he  find  ?  He  thought  it  would  be  a 
fair  and  reasonable  starting-point  to 
commence  on  the  day  of  the  first  sitting 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Bill. 
That  was  on  the  2drd  of  February,  and 
down  to  the  26th  of  June — the  date  of 
the  last  of  the  Petitions  appearing 
officially  before  the  House — he  found 
that  there  were  172  Petitions  from  Ire- 
land against  the  Bill,  with  73,248  h<md 
fide  signatures.  On  the  other  hand,  he 
foimd  that  there  407  Petitions  in  favour 
of  the  BiU,  with  but  44,090  signatures. 
But  there  was  something  stranger  still, 
and  he  should  like  to  submit  to  the 
House  the  manner  in  which  those  Peti- 
tions were  made  up.  Of  the  407  Petitions 
103  were  from  places  in  England ;  146 
were  from  Presoyterian  and  Methodist 
congregations — that  was  to  say,  from 
Sabbatarians.  Only  158  were  from  the 
general  public  in  Ireland,  and  if  he 
were  to  assume  the  proportion  that  that 
168  would  bear  towards  the  407  it  would 
give  signatures  to  the  number  of  17,000 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  against  73,248 
against  it.  But  he  had  a  remarkable 
list  of  126  Petitions  presented  on  one 
day,  the  8th  of  May,  1876,  from  English 
Methodist  congregations.    In  addition 
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to  that  he  had  taken  a  Ust  of 
presented  last  year,  and  amomgat  iSbam 
he  found  there  had  been  1,200  Pedtkmi 
presented  by  Presbyterian  and  Metho- 
dist oonffregations,  and  those  w«9  t^ 
presented  to  the  House  as  being  tbs 
opinions,  or  as  representing  the  opiniaiit, 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  on  the  sabjeet 
But  he  might  say  that  there  would  hav* 
been  many  more    Petitions  jmeonlevl 
before  this  year  against  the  Bill,  but  for 
the  fact  that  the  people  did  not  befitw 
that  the  Gbvemment  would  oonaentto 
so  galling  a  measure,  and  that  there  wu 
a  feeling  that  the  riffht  hon.  Gentkauui 
who  was   responsible  for  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  was  not  in  favour  of 
the  principles  of  the  BiU.    The  people 
of  Ireland  came  to  learn  pretty  wcU 
and  pretty  shrewdly  what  the  opiniou, 
to  a  certain  extent  at  least,  of  the  Go- 
vernment were  upon  this  subjeet,  aad 
they  argued  with  themselvee  that  the 
Qovemment  would  never  permit  a  Bill 
of  that  extraordinary  character,  at  lev: 
in  its  then  shape,  to  pass  the  House  of 
Commons.     It,  however,  came  to  th«ir 
knowledge  that  the  Ohief  Seoretsxj  fiir 
Ireland  wished  to  act  justly,  to  give  tim« 
for  inquiiy,  and  not  to  endanger  the 
peace  of  the  country  by  precipitate  ac- 
tion and  in  experimentalizing  on  Htyt 
people  of    Ireland   to    prepare   ^or  t 
more  extensive  agitation  of  a  similtr 
measure  for  England.    When  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  were  awakened  for  ti» 
first   time    to    the    conscaousneas   tint 
there  was  a  determination  to  paoi  tbe 
Bill,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Oentlensi 
had  agreed  to  submit  it  to  a  Sdeot  Oom- 
mittee  for  examination,  what  was  d» 
result?     From  the  2drd  of  Febrairj 
there  had  been  Petitions  from  hcmd  fiit 
signatories  in  Ireland,  and  while  73^41 
petitioned  against  the  Bill,  he  had  dbowi, 
by  statistics  that  those  in  favour  of  th« 
Bill  amounted  to  something  lees  this 
17,000,  and  still  they  were  told  that  ^ 
people  of  Ireland  favoured  a  meanreof 
this  kind.    It  had   been    shown  eon- 
dusively  that  this  Bill  would  rather  is* 
crease  than  diminish  drunkenness ;  tlul 
it  would  create  an  illegal  trade ;  that  it 
would  demoralize  the  people  by  teadh 
ing  them  how  to  break  die  law;  and 
that   it  would   famihariae   wxvea  and 
familiea  with  tippling  in  homes  ai  pr»- 
sent  free  from  it.    No  doubt  hiaaoB. 
Friends  desired,  as  far  as  thej  eodd, 
to  promote  the  happiness  aad  oooaJbit  d 
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ih»  people  of  Ireland  and  to  elevate 
tii«ir  eoodition ;  but  lie  took  the  oppor- 
tomtj  of  Bogg^eetiDg  to  those  Oentle- 
man  that  tiieir  object  would  be  better 
aeean&pliflhed  if  they  endeavoured  to  ele- 
Tale  toe  condition    of  the   people  by 
ednoaliDg  tiiem.    It  was  not  the  way 
to  elevate  the  people  of  a  country  by 
reetriotive    and  coercive  mea- 
They  all  knew  the  character  of 
the  Irish  people.     Treat  them  kindly, 
aad  almost  anything  could  be  done  with 
them.     Subject  them  to  restriction  and 
coercion,  and  they  knew  their  character. 
On  Sunday,  at  present,  there  was  only 
one    means   of    enjoyment   which  the 
lover  daoses  could  have  recourse  to. 
He  did  not  contend  that  it  was  one 
which,  if  other  facilities  were  provided, 
would  be  either  a  desirable  or  a  suit- 
able one.    But,   at  the  same  time,  it 
must  be  remembered  that  in  an  agricul- 
tural countiy  like  Ireland  these  people 
eame,  in  many  cases,  a  considerable  dis- 
taDoe  to  their  places  of  worship  on  Sun- 
daya.    There    was   only   one  place  to 
wludi  they  had  recourse,  and  m>m  that 
they  would  now  be  driven  ruthlessly  into 
the  streets  without  a  door  open  to  re- 
eeive  them  or  a  friend  to  give  them 
welcome.    The  amount  of  drinking  on 
Sundays  was  not  more  than  one-half 
what  it  was  on  Saturdays,  although  it 
was  the  holiday  of  the  working  classes 
and  the  day  when  they  were  ^e  to  meet 
their  friends  and  enjov  themselves.    It 
was  not  necessary  for  nim  to  dwell  upon 
the  fact  that  even  in  the  places  where 
Sunday  dosinff  was  introduced  it  had 
rath^  increased  than  diminished  drunk- 
enneaa,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that  if  hon. 
Oentlemen  would  turn  their  attention  to 
other  means  of  ameliorating  the  oondi- 
tioo  of  the  working  classes,  by  opening 
moeeiims,  picture  galleries,  and  public 
gardens  on  Sundays,  they  would  £nd 
smple  field  for  their  labour  and  exer- 
tioDs.    He  hoped  the  supporters  of  the 
BiU  would  assent  to  such  a  modification 
of  ita  provisions  as  would  considerably 
relax  their  rigid  and  severe  character, 
and  render  the  Bill  acceptable  to  the 
people  of  Ireland. 

llju  A.  MOOEE  took  it  for  granted 
that  the  xaafontj  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land were  m  favour  of  the  measure. 
Nothing  could  be  more  unreasonable 
than  the  minority.  They  came  to  the 
Honee  Honr  years  after  the  question  was 
fixat  agitated,  and  asked  them  to  con- 


sider {he  views  of  the  people,  as  if  they 
had  not  been  before  tnem  for  the  last 
four  years.  Was  it  not  a  test  question 
at  the  G^eral  Election?  Seven  elec- 
tions had  been  held  in  Ireland  since 
then,  and  in  every  case  a  supporter  of 
the  Bill  had  been  elected,  and  in  four 
places  opponents  were  replaced  bv  pro- 
moters. Again,  the  Bill  was  earned  by 
an  overwhehning  minority  on  its  second 
reading;  and  were  they  to  be  told 
that  fill  these  resources  and  all  these 
names,  which  implied  so  much  wealth 
and  influence,  had  not  met  in  the 
interests  of  Ihe  licensed  victuallers? 
Were  they  to  be  told  that  these  names, 
that  influence,  and  that  power  were  not 
able  to  get  up  one  or  two  meetings 
against  the  Bill  ?  He  had  been  told  that 
only  county  Members  were  in  favour  of 
the  Bill.  He  represented  a  borough, 
and  he  honestly  believed  it  was  the  wish 
of  his  constituents  that  the  Bill  should 
pass.  He  had  received  from  a  constitu- 
ency of  1 0, 000  people  a  Petition  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  signed  by  2,700 ;  and,  de- 
ducting the  children  and  those  incapable 
of  signing,  that  pretty  well  gave  them 
every  available  man  in  the  town.  In 
the  county  of  Tipperary  some  of  the 
police  districts  were  in  the  Koman  Ca- 
tholic diocese  of  Waterford  and  some  in 
the  archdiocese  of  Cashel,  and  in  the 
latter  drinking  was  prohibited  by  eccle- 
siastical authority  on  Sunday.  Taking 
three  Sundays  in  the  latter  diocese  they 
foimd  the  convictions  for  drunkenness 
on  those  days  were  nth  five  and  three, 
as  against  113,  57,  and  46  in  the  other 
three  districts.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
was  likely  to  prove  equally  successful 
elsewhere  when  backed  up  by  the  civil 
power.  He  hoped  that  hon.  Members 
would  not  persist  in  opposing  the  BiU 
inordinately,  as  it  might  result  in  the 
privileges  of  minorities  having  to  be 
considered/ 

Mb.  GOuLDINO  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Einsale  (Mr.  Collins)  had 
told  them  that  the  Bill  was  for  one  class 
of  persons.  He  denied  that  altogether. 
Hie  BiU  was  asked  for  by  the  people  of 
Ireland.  Their  ministers,  and  particu- 
larly the  Bishops,  of  aU  denominations, 
had  asked  for  the  BiU,  and  the  people 
themselves  had  asked  for  it,  and  ne  be- 
Ueved  it  would  be  a  more  useful  measure 
to  Ireland  than  any  that  had  been  passed 
for  a  long  time.  They  were  told  of  the 
danger  of  young  chUdren  being  brought 
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under  the  influence  of  drink.  He  denied 
that,  as  children,  if  they  drank  at  all, 
could  drink  with  their  parents  when  they 
were  out.  If  that  were  class  legislation, 
why  did  not  the  Irish  people  come  for- 
ward at  public  meetings  and  protest 
against  it? 

Mr.  S.  MOOBE  said,  he  had  formerly 
opposed  the  Bill  because,  like  many 
others,  he  considered  it  an  arbitrary 
measure,  not  likely  to  lessen  drinking, 
and  he  thought  most  certainly  would 
increase  the  illicit  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  on  Sundays.  In  opposing  it,  he 
had  been  in  the  minority  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers and  of  the  House,  and  though  he 
held  very  strongly  that  the  rights  of  the 
minority  should  be  at  least  expressed,  or 
have  the  power  given  to  them  of  a  full 
expression,  he  thought  that  a  measure, 
seemingly  of  such  importance,  that  from 
a  private  Bill  it  was  nearly  magnified 
into  a  Government  measure.  The  small 
minority  should  bow  to  the  whole  of 
the  majority  of  the  House.  The  voice 
of  his  own  countiy  had  spoken  in  favour 
of  the  Bill,  or  of  a  modified  measure, 
and  those  of  his  constituents  who  were 
opposed  to  it  had  remained  almost 
silent.  He  would  not  vote  against  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  but  would 
earnestly  ask  me  promoters  of  it  to  meet 
its  opponents  hair  way.  He  asked  them 
not  to  holdout  for  "idl  or  nothing,"  but 
to  nve  its  opponents,  who,  like  himself, 
had  no  interest  in  the  liquor  traffic,  credit 
for  having  equally  with  themselves  the 
good  oflreland  at  heart.  He  would  remind 
them  that  even  in  legislation  a  little  loaf 
was  better  than  no  bread ;  and  they  must 
not  forget,  in  pleading  for  restricfion  on 
behalf  of  the  thirsty  few,  what  were  the 
requirements  of  the  many  who  did  not 
get  tipsy  on  Sunday.  He  merely  wished 
to  ask,  not  for  the  freedom  of  excessive 
drinking,  but  for  that  liberty  of  legitimate 
thought  and  action  which  hon.  Members 
opposite  strongly  professed  to  seek  and 
support,  and  at  which  he  thought  this 
Bill  would  aim  a  blow,  should  its  pro- 
moters unfortunately  not  concede  what 
little  was  asked  of  them.  He  need 
hardly  remind  them  that  but  little  oppo- 
sition would  suffice  at  this  period  of  the 
Session  to  bar  the  progress  of  the  Bill 
and  to  prevent  the  attainment  of  the  ob- 
ject which  they  all  alike  had  in  view, 
which  was  simply  to  ameliorate  the  moral 
and  social  condition  of  their  countrymen ; 
and  he  did  not  think  that  would  be  done 
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by  a  measure  which  seemed  to  faim,  to  a 
great  extent  at  any  rate,  a  mearare  of 
coercion. 

Mr.    O'SHAUGHNESST  :    I   sud 
last  year  that  altiiough  I  did  not  a{^rof« 
of  the  principles  wmch  lie  at  the  root 
of  this  Bill,  yet,  as  it  was  a  social  ques- 
tion, on  whi(m  the  peopleof  Ireland  had 
a  right  to  think  for  themselves,  if  I  found 
there  was  no  strong  feeling  against  tfae 
Bill,  I  would  not  vote  against  it  tins 
year.    Now,  looking  back  to  the  ex- 
pressions of  opinion  which  have  been 
given  during  the  past  year,  I  fe^  bound 
to  admit  that,  as  regards  the  great  body 
of  the  country — as  regards  the  rural  dis- 
tricts— I  have  come  very  much  to  the 
same  conclusion  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary  (Mr.  S.  Moore).     I  have  nci 
seen  any  strong,  strenuous  expressioa 
of  opinion  from  the  rural  districts  against 
the  Bill.    I  have  seen  the  oontinuaaee 
of  the  same  feeling  which  previously 
existed  in  the  rural  districts,  as  &r  as 
we  are  able  to  judge,  by  the  ordinary 
expressions  of  opinion,  in  its  favour; 
and  bowing  to  that  opinion,  I  do  not 
intend  this  year  to  go  mto  the  Lobby 
against  the  Bill,  provided  that  I  see  thit 
the  Bill  will  be  presented  to  the  oounliy 
with  such  modmcations  as  are,  in  my 
opinion,  necessary  for  its  safe  enactment 
and    eziforcement  throughout  the  ooos- 
try.      Except   in    measures   connected 
with  temperance.  Parties  in  this  House 
are  always  ready  to  make  ooncessionf. 
The  doctrine  and  practice  of  mutual  ooa- 
cession  experience  has  taught  us  to  be 
absolutely  necessary,  and  it  is  only  when 
we  come  to  deal  with   Sunday  dosen 
and  Permissive  Bill  Gentlemen  that  we 
find  that  doctrine  cast  to  the  winds. 
Now,  we  had  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee with  reference  to  the  applicability 
of  this  measure  to  certain  Irish  towns— 
Dublin,  Cork,  Waterford,  and  limeridt ; 
and,  in  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of 
the  civic  representatives,  the  Bill  is  not 
applicable  to  these  towns.  The  vast  pre- 
ponderance of  the  evidence  of  officials, 
magistrates,  and  others,  having  a  special 
knowledge  of  the  large  towns  was  thst 
this  was  a  dangerous  experiment  to  try 
in  large  communities.    It  is  much  wiser 
first  to  try  it  in  small  oommunitiee,  and 
then  afterwards,  if  it  succeeds,  applv  it 
gradually  to  the  larger  ones.    But  wheo 
we  came  to  veto  on  the  Committee,  the 
supportors  of  Sunday  closing  defeated 
us  by  a  majority  of  1,  the  Chief  SecnK 
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tnj  remaining  without  reoording  his 
Tote  in  the  Ch&.    That  is  the  position 
in  which  the  queetion  now  stands,  and  I 
tm  ipeaking  here  for  my  constituents ; 
and  I  am  bound  to  be  cautious  in  forcing 
anj  such  measure  on  them,  and  to  see 
that  the  experiment  is  tried  fairly,  and 
to  gire  doe  weight  to  the  evidence  of 
thoee  who  come  from  my  town.    I  am 
boond  to  do  what  I  can  to  insist  that 
this  measure  shall  not  be  applied  to  my 
town,  amongst  others,  too  rapidly  and 
injudiciously.     Hon.  Members  get  up 
Mad  make  statements,  and  we  are  told 
that  this  ia  a  test  question.    When  I 
stood  for  the  City  of  Limerick,  not  one 
vord  was  said  to  me  about    Sunday 
closing,  although  I  introduced  the  sub- 
ject, and  I  said  I  regarded  coeroiye  mea- 
tares  like  this  as  dangerous,  and  I  would 
oppose  it.     It  is  stated  that  four  out  of 
Mven  by-elections  have  resulted  in  fa- 
TOOT  of  Sunday  dosing ;  but  is  four  to 
three  anything  like  the  preponderance 
of  Iiish  opinion  about  which  we  hear 
io  mudi  ?    The  hon.  Member  for  Glon- 
aal  ^Mr.  A.  Moore)  has  spoken  of  the 
workmg  man,  and  has  said  that  never, 
except  on  one  occasion,  had  he  heard 
unongst  them  any  disapproval  of  the 
BiQ.    I  say  that  never,  on  any  one  oc- 
casion, when  I  have  spoken  to  ihe  work- 
ing men  in  my  city,  have  I  heard  them 
express  approval  of  it.    I  have  heard 
ITievanoee  dilated  upon ;  I  have  heard 
tliat  it  was  a  hardship  in  Limerick  that 
tiiA  dob  should  be  open  for  the  county 
f«ntieman  and  wealthy  citizen,  while  the 
pohlio-honses  were  closed  to  the  poor 
aian,  and  I  have  heard  murmurs  of  dis- 
oootent  at  class  legislation.  Let  me  warn 
tiks  House  that  if  they  give  strengtii  to 
the  idea  of  class  legislation  by  going  on 
vith  measures  of  this  character,  they 
viQ  increase  their  difficulties  enormously. 
W«  hear  a  good  deal  about  the  support 
^  the  Clergy.     Yes,  I  know  you  have 
the  Protestant  Dissenting    Clergy  all 
oTsr  the  country  in  favour  of  the  Bill ; 
hot  how  about  the    Catholic    Clergy  ? 
I   helisre   there    are    3,000    or  4,000 
Catholic  Clergy  in  Ireland,  and  only 
ftn    have    signed    the    Memorial    in 
hnmt  of  the    Bill.      I    believe  that 
Baity  of  the    best    friends    of    tem- 
P«raiioe  would  be  perfectly  willing  to 
■cMpt  a  modified  measure  to  advance 
tha  came,  and  they   are  by  no  means 
■azioiisthat  it  should  be  forced  upon 
those  loedities  where  the  public  feeung 
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is  against  it.    It  is  brought  forward  as 
an  arg^ument  that  Sunday  closing  exists 
in  Tipperary  and  in  Wexferd ;  but  surely 
the  mere  fact  that  the  Catholic  Clergy 
have  such  power  as  to  have  induced  that 
state  of  thmgs  voluntarily  is  the  very 
best  argument  against  any  legal  enact- 
ment on  Sunday  closing.    In  Limerick 
we  have  a  Protestant  Bishop  and  a  Ca- 
tholic Bishop,  and  I  am  certain  if  those 
right  rev.  gentlemen  joined  together  and 
appealed  to  the  people  and  the  publican 
to  close  on  Sundays,  or  a  part  of  ^  the 
day,  their  influence  would   be  amply 
powerful  enough  to   effect  that  object 
without  insidiously  adopting  legal  means 
to  effect  a  moral  purpose.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Clonmel  spoke  of  the  ad- 
vantage of  having  the  aid  of  the  civil 
power  given    to    the    spiritual  power. 
Now  he  is  a  Catholic,  like  myself,  and 
I  should  like  to  know  what  he  means. 
This  is  a  very  delicate  subject  to  speak 
upon ;  but  I  feel  it  so  strongly,  looking 
back  to  the  past  history  of  &e  Catholic 
Church,  that  I  should  be  imtrue  to  my 
convictions  and  false  to  my  duty  if  I  did 
not  say  this — The  CathoHc  Church  has 
existed  in  Ireland  under  very  great  diffi- 
culties; but  notwithstanding  the  oppo- 
sition of  the  law,  and  every  encourage- 
ment being  g^ven  to  the  people  to  resist 
her,   she  nas  achieved  in  the  teeth  of 
those  difficulties  greater  moral  victories 
than  in  any  other  country  in  the  world. 
With  this  history  to  look  back  upon, 
will  any  Catholic  Member  come  down 
from  the  high  pinnacle  which  the  Ca- 
tholic Church  occupies  in  Ireland  and 
ask  for  the  aid  of  the  law  ?    For  my 
part,  I  will  never  do  it.    I  believe  in  the 
vitality  and  power  of  the  Catholic  Church, 
and  as  long  as  I  am  a  Catholic  I  shall 
never  vote  for  calling  in  the  power  of 
the  law  to  teach  her  morals.     The  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill  make  a  great  mistake. 
They  seem  to  treat  human  beings,  not  as 
human  bein^,  but  as  dog^  to  be  muzzled. 
[  *  *  No ! "  ]  They  never  try  to  elevate  their 
tastes,  they  never  tiy  to  create  a  thirst  for 
something  else  besides  drink — a  taste  for 
enjoyment,  for  literature,  for  education. 
f"  Oh,  oh !  "]     They  have  not  hitherto 
done  so.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  says  they  are 
the  very  people  who  have  done  so ;  but 
I  can  only  say  that  if  half  the  money 
which  has  been  spent  in  agitating  this 
question  had  been  spent  in  education,  in 
bringing  the  people  together,  in  opening 
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club-houses,  and  in  providing  rational 
enjoyment  for  the  people,  they  would 
have  done  far  more  towards  reaching 
the  gaol  to  which  they  fancy  they  are 
tending.  You  say  this  thing  works 
well  in  Scotland,  and  why  should  it  not 
in  Ireland  ?  There  is  this  great  differ- 
ence—Scotland is  a  country  where  the 
people  believe  that  the  Sabbath  is  broken 
by  keeping  open  a  public-house  on  Sun- 
day, and  they  regard  it  as  a  sin.  There- 
fore, because  the  Scotch  are  rigid  Sabba- 
tarians, they  closed  the  public-houses. 
If  anyone  doubts  that  view  of  the  matter 
let  them  try  to  restrict  the  hours  of 
drinking  in  Scotland  on  any  other  day 
but  Sunday.  There  or  some  supporters 
of  Sunday  closing  in  Ireland  with  whom 
I  have  always  found  it  impossible  to 
reason ;  but  during  the  sittings  of  the 
Committee  I  could  not  help  observing, 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry 
(Mr.  B.  Smyth)  was  giving  his  hostile 
votes,  a  certain  reluctance  and  an  ap- 
parent desire  for  moderation,  and  I  fear 
we  did  not  get  the  fuU  benefit  of  his  own 
judgment  on  the  question.  I  may  say 
the  same  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Louth,  who  betrayed  a  disposition 
to  spare  the  large  towns ;  but  he,  like 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry,  was 
under  the  influence  of  uncompromising 
advocates  of  the  BiU,  which  prevented 
him  from  extending  the  hand  of  modera- 
tion and  reconciliation  to  us.  Then  there 
is  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson).  He  is 
the  great  leader  of  temperance  in  this 
House,  and  what  manner  of  man  is  he  ? 
He  is  a  man  of  great  ability,  he  is  a  man 
of  an  extremely  agreeable  style  of  elo- 
quence, great  geniality  and  benevolence; 
but  I  do  not  think  I  transgress  the  Eules 
of  the  House  if  I  say  he  is  not  a  man  to 
whose  opinions  or  to  whose  dicta  we 
would  entrust  any  great  social  subject 
in  this  House.  I  gather  that  from  the 
tone  in  which  his  speeches  on  the  Per- 
missive Bill  and  other  matters  are  re- 
ceived here.  There  is  always  supposed 
to  be  a  vein  of  humour  underlying  those 
speeches,  and  there  is  a  dormant  sus- 
picion on  both  sides  of  the  House  that 
the  hon.  Baronet,  unconsciously  almost, 
does  not  mean  to  press  to  extremes  what 
he  says  on  this  subject.  Well,  then, 
what  is  your  form  of  majority  but  a 
majority  which  consists  of  men  who  have 
no  particular  opinion  on  the  subject  ?  It 
consists  of  Englishmen  who  would  be 


opposed  to  such  a  measure  in  their  own 
country;  but  as  the  people  of  Ireland 
are  strongly  in  its  favour,  they  would, 
therefore,  support  it.  If  they  believe 
that,  I  quite  agree  with  them  in  taking 
that  course ;  but  to  the  rank  and  file  oi 
Sunday  dosing  Gentlemen  I  woold  say 
this — *'  Do  as  you  please  with  the  rural 
districts."  r^Nofn  WeU,  then,  if 
my  friends,  the  anti-Sunday  doBers,  will 
excuse  me  for  having  made  the  mistake, 
I  would  say — **  Do  what  the  people  in 
the  rural  districts  appear  to  desire  with 
regard  to  the  rural  districts ;  but  whai 
you  come  to  deal  with  the  large  towns, 
pause  before  you  apply  to  them  that 
which  the  evidence  wUch  we  had  hefon 
the  Committee  shows  they  do  not  de- 
sire." I  have  only  one  word  to  say  in 
conclusion.  The  opponents  of  this  BUI 
are  sometimes  charged  with  obstniotioo. 
Now,  the  promoters  of  this  BUI  are,  in 
my  opinion,  chargeable  and  answerable 
for  any  obstruction  which  takes  place 
with  regard  to  this  measure.  {*'  No, 
no ! "]  I  trust  the  length  to  wnidi  I 
have  spoken  will  not,  at  any  rate,  Isj 
me  open  to  the  charge  of  obstroctioa. 
If  it  does,  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
it  is  not  so  intended.  Those  who  advo- 
cate the  Bill  in  its  entirety  decline  to 
accept  anything  but  the  BiU,  the  whole 
Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  BilL  Ail 
have  before  remarked,  it  is  only  when 
you  come  to  deal  with  the  Sunday  do»> 
ing  question,  that  the  canon  of  the  Con- 
stitution for  gradual  progress  is  set  it 
naught  and  defied.  They  carry  on  an 
aggressive  warfare  which  is  unneceasny 
in  this  Houso  and  unusual.  I  wait  with 
some  interest  to  hear  what  are  the  views 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with  re- 
gard to  the  important  questions  whidi 
were  considered  by  the  Committee. 
With  regard  to  the  rural  districts,  I  bow 
to  their  decision;  but  as  to  the  dnc 
districts,  let  me  press  upon  the  Hoose 
and  upon  the  Qovemment  that  har^ 
and  decisive  legislation  would  be  ex- 
tremely dangerous. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  said,  there  wm 
some  18  or  14  Irish  Members  who  wen 
determined  to  make  up  in  the  length  of 
their  speeches  for  the  fewness  of  their 
numbers  on  this  question.  He  did  not 
include  in  that  imputation  his  boo. 
Friend  who  had  just  sat  down,  and  who 
had  never  to  his  recollection  occupied  t 
moment  of  the  time  of  that  House  with* 
out  making  some   contribution  whidi 
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ing  of  Irishmen  ?  Then,  again,  let  them 
take  the  public  Press  of  the  country, 
which,  next  to  Parliamentary  represen- 
tation, he  thought  might  be  taken  to 
indicate  the  feeling  of  the  country. 
Begin  with  the  daily  metropolitan 
Press.  Ths  Irish  Times  was  owned  by 
a  princely  Gentleman,  who,  although 
a  brewer,  had  taken  an  independent 
stand  on  this  question ;  The  Freeman\s 
Journalf  owned  by  one  whom  they  had 
lately  gladly  welcomed  as  a  Member  of 
the  House ;  The  Daily  Express^  the  lead- 
ing Ck)n8eryative  organ  of  Ireland ; 
Saunders^  News  Letter ,  The  Mail — there 
was  not  one  amongst  the  daily  journals 
of  the  metropolis  of  Ireland  which  was 
not  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  The  Home 
Eule  Freeman^ s  Journal  and  the  staunch 
Conservative  Daily  Express^  the  Saun- 
ders\  the  Liberal-Conservative  Irish 
Times — all  were  in  favour  of  it.  Turn- 
ing to  the  weekly  journals  and  the 
national  journals,  which  some  hon. 
Members  had  tried  to  suppress  by  coer- 
cion— The  Nation,  The  Irishman,  The 
Flag  of  Ireland,  The  Weekly  iV«r«— they 
were  all  on  the  same  side — at  all  events, 
not  one  opposing  the  Bill.  There  was 
not  a  popular  weekly  Journal  in  Ireland 
oppos^  to  the  Sunday  Closing  Bill. 
But  the  supporters  of  the  Bill  were 
oharg^  with  being  Sabbatarians.  Well, 
he  was  a  Sabbatarian.  He  was  taught 
at  the  knee  of  his  mother,  and  by  the 
lips  of  his  clergyman,  and  by  the  faith 
of  his  Church  to  be  a  Sabbatarian.  He 
thanked  Ood  he  belonged  to  a  country 
which  was  a  Christian  land,  and  when 
the  word  Sabbatarian  was  used  to  him 
in  scorn  he  hurled  it  back  in  the  teeth 
of  those  who  used  it.  God  forbid  the 
day  should  ever  dawn  on  Ireland  when 
the  Sabbath  would  not  be  religiously 
kept.  Those  who  promoted  the  measure 
were  also  called  monomaniacs  and  fa- 
natics ;  but  who  enlisted  him  (Mr.  Sulli- 
van) in  the  ranks  of  the  cause  ?  Why, 
the  Catholic  Archbishop  of  Cashel.  Ah  I 
he  heard  an  hon.  Member  for  a  borough, 
who  once  represented  the  county  of 
Tipperary,  once  say  that  when  he 
wanted  a  friend  he  found  Patrick  Leahy, 
the  ever-lamented  Catholic  Archbishop 
of  Cashel,  a  true  friend  in  need,  in 
many  senses  besides  political ;  and  the 
other  day  that  same  hon.  Member  (the 
O'Donoghue)  came  here  and  stamped 
his  foot  on  the  erave  of  that  departed 
Prelate,  and  caBed  him  a  fanatic  and 
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uaaftil  and  valuable.   Bat  what  was 
the  taak  which  was  set  to  themselves  by 
this  handfal  of  Irish  Members  ?    It  was 
to  choke  upon  the  floor  of  that  House 
the  Toioe  of  their  own  oountiy.     [**  No, 
so!"]     He  would  prove  the  truth  of 
the  statement  before  ne  sat  down.    He 
uked  thoee  hon.  Members  behind  him 
how  would  they  ascertain  the  voice  of 
Irsknd  for  the  purposes  of  legislation? 
Thflj  had  talked  by  the  hour  in  that 
Hoose;    but    had    any    one    of  them 
grappled  with  this  simple  proposition  ? 
Whkt  teats  did  they  propose  to  apply 
before  Parliament  should  legislate  upon 
this  Irish  matter?    Would  anyone  of 
them  tell  the  House  that  he  had  taken 
the  pains  to  ascertain  Irish  sentiment 
nKMi  this  question  which  the  Sunday 
f&mn  had   taken?     Why,  they  (the 
Irish  Sunday  closers^  held  the  votes  of 
the  majority  of  Members  in  that  House. 
Bat,  said  those  13  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
vere  against  them — '*  The  Irish  Mem- 
b«n  have  not  always  reetd  Irish  feel- 
iogt."      It  was  true  there  were  men 
there  voting  in  the  minority  who  dis- 
ngaided  the  will  of  their  constituents 
wueh  had  been  expressed  and  conveyed 
to  them*    Well,  he  admitted  that  they 
oQold  not  always  represent  the  feelings 
d  their  conetituents ;  but  if  they  did  not 
uke  the  Totee  of  tiie  majority  of  the 
Insh  Members,  how  else  in  any  Consti- 
totianal  country  in  the  world  was  public 
Ming  to  be  ascertained  ?    Woula  they 
tske  it  by  the  Press  of  the  country — by 
pQbhe  meetings  in  the  cotintry— by  can- 
nasers  from  door  to  door?    He  searched 
£rom  St.  Petersburg  down  to  Algiers  for 
say  specimen  of  investigation  of  public 
wntiment  ever  pursued  that  they — the 
Smday  doeers — had  not  pursued  in  en- 
dMvcnring  to  ascertain  Uie  true  mind 
of  the  country  upon  this  subject.    The 
miaority  cavilled  at  their  system;   but 
vhat  had  they  themselves  done?  Where 
we  their  public  meetings,  their  news- 
papsn,  ana  their  canvassers  ?  He  would 
uke  those  items  one  by  one.     First,  the 
Pariiamentary  Bepreeentatives  of  Ire- 
^■ad  in  this  House,  bv  an  overwhelming 
Bii|ority,  pronounoed  in  favour  of  the 
mcasore.    It  was  a  majority  of  every 
(nlitical  section  throughout  the  country 
—a  mafority  of  Irish  Home  Hulers,  a 
aajority  of  Irish  Conservatives,  a  ma- 
ion^  of  Irish   liberals.    Could  they 
We  soeh   a   ooneurrenoe  of  opinion 
without  lepieaenting  the  voice  ana  feel- 
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a  monomaniac.  In  listening  to  the 
speeches  of  those  who  opposed  the  Bill 
on  the  ground  that  the  liberties  of  the 
people  should  be  protected,  they  must 
not  forget  that  this  measure  of  Sunday 
closing  had  been  voluntarily  adopted  in 
Tipperary  and  in  "  fighting  Wexford," 
-whose  inhabitants  womd  be  the  last  men 
to  stand  any  real  abridgement  of  their 
liberties.  The  cry  was  raised  that  this 
was  a  coercive  Act.  He  thought  it 
moumM  to  hear  the  phrases  of  a 
struggle  for  liberty  imported  into  the  ser- 
vice of  the  tap ;  but  when  he  heard  that 
little  Party  say  how  they  would  fight  to 
defend  their  country  from  a  coercive 
Bill,  he  looked  around,  and  he  saw 
amongst  them  the  hon.  Member  forTralee 
(the  O'Donoghue),  who  on  a  previous 
occasion  came  here  to  scream  to  a  foreign 
nation  for  more  chains  for  his  country. 
[Cries  of  *' Eead.'n  The  hon.  Member 
aid  not  read  the  otner  day  when  he  at- 
tempted the  rdU  of  *  *  Funny  Man  '*  on  the 
woman's  suffrage  question,  and  tried  to 
turn  into  ridicule  the  speech  of  another 
hon.  Member.  There  was  nothing  more 
illogical  and  inconsistent  than  the  action 
which  was  taken  by  the  opponents  of 
this  measure.  They  pointed  to  the  fact 
that  according  to  statistics  there  was  less 
drunkenness  on  Sundays  than  on  other 
days  of  the  weel^.  Archbishop  Whately 
used  to  ask  the  children  at  a  Sunday 
school — **  Why  do  the  white  sheep  in  a 
field  eat  more  grass  than  the  black 
sheep?"  and  when  they  could  not 
answer,  he  amused  himself  by  telling 
them — **  Because  there  are  more  of 
them."  So  with  this  matter — the  houses 
were  not  allowed  to  be  open  as  many 
hours  on  Sundays  as  on  weekdays. 
Were  hon.  Members  in  favour  of  open- 
ing public-houses  during  all  the  24 
hours?  ['*No!"]  Then  would  they 
coercively  close  them  during  a  portion  of 
the  time?  There  was  no  answer  to  that; 
and  if  they  admitted  coercion  and  pro- 
hibition for  certain  hours, [then  the  prin- 
ciple was  gone  which  they  asserted.  For 
his  own  part,  he  had  every  interest  in 
the  worla  in  sympathy  with  the  popular 
wishes  of  his  country.  Since  first  his 
voice  was  raised  in  any  public  issue,  he 
had  tried  to  be  on  the  side  of  those  who 
would  free  his  countrymen  from  every 
shackle  that  would  impede  their  onward 
march  in  liberty,  education,  and  mate- 
rial improvement.  Twenty  years  ago  he 
was  labouring  to  throw  open  the  public 
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gardens  and  the  squares  of  Dnblin  tr 
the  masses  of  the  people.  Who  were  tsKv 
ciated  with  him  m  1855  in  that  effort? 
He  had  surveyed  the  ranks  of  the  asti- 
Sunday  closers  in  that  House,  and  b« 
failed  to  see  the  face  of  one  man  who 
helped  to  throw  open  the  squarefl  and 
museums  on  that  day.  [An  hon.  Mm- 
BER  dissented.  ]  The  hon.  Member  seemed 
to  forget  that  ne  must  have  been  in  bil» 
and  tuckers  at  the  time,  and  oomld  not 
have  lent  a  helping  hand.  His  hoiL 
Friend  did  his  age  great  wrong.  He 
(Mr.  Sullivan)  knew  who  the  men  were 
who  did  lend  a  helping  hand.  Tber 
were  the  Fims  and  the  James  Hou|r)i- 
tonp,  and  the  Wighams,  and  the  Webb« 
—  the  identical  men  who  had  anc* 
taken  up  the  question  of  Sunday  doniig. 
Among  them  he  first  was  taught  that 
Sunday  closing  and  the  prohibition  of 
drink  should  be  accompanied  by  erm 
effort  to  provide  the  people  with  counter 
attractions.  He  challenged  the  historr 
of  the  Dublin  municipality  to  eontrtdki 
him  when  he  said  that  the  men  who 
were  the  foremost  in  the  Sunday  dosing 
movement  had  been  the  men  to  prorid^ 
the  people  with  healthful  recreation.  So 
far  from  being  ashamed  of  the  speedi 
which  he  had  delivered  to  his  consd- 
tuents  on  this  subject,  he  was  not  afrtid 
even  to  read  the  travestie  of  it  whk^ 
had  been  given  by  the  hon.  Member  kt 
Tralee,  the  light  comedian  of  the  asti- 
dosing  movement.  What  he  told  his 
constituents  was  this — **  Looking  to  tb« 
account  I  must  render  to  my  God  at  tlie 
last  day,  I  would  willingly  retire  from 
any  public  honour  rather  than  be  dumb 
upon  this  question ; "  and  he  said  bo 
now. 

Sir  PATEICK  O'BRIEN  said,  th* 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Looth 
(Mr.  Sullivan)  had  taunted  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tralee  (the  0*Donoghne] 
with  being  the  light  comedian  of  the 

Elay  they  were  now  enacting ;  hot 
aving  heard  both  speeches  he  certsinlr 
would  sooner  be  in  the  position  of  thf 
light  comedian,  than  of  the  heavy  tn- 
gedian  who  had  just  addressed  th«VL 
Allusion,  too,  had  been  made  during 
the  debate  to  the  Valley  of  Jehoshaphst. 
He  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  could  only  re- 
gard as  ''bathos"  the  introduction  of 
that  **  Blessed  Jehoshaphat "  into  a  dis- 
cussion upon  Sunday  drinking !  W«r* 
it  to  be  referred  to  at  all  in  such  a  con- 
nection it  could  only  be  when,  perhap, 
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the  hon.    and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Louth,  travelling  upon  the 
n«v  line  on  which  Jehoshaphat  would  be 
a  station,  should  be  rudely  awakened 
by  the    Toice  of  the    French  conduc- 
ttfur,   calling  out    **  Jehoshaphat ;    dix 
minntee  d'arret"   The  hon.  and  learned 
GcnUeman  said  that  drunkenness  was  less 
un  8anday  than  on  any  other  day  in  the 
week,  and  he  asked  why  this  was  so.    It 
was  because  Parliament  in  its  wisdom 
bad  thoog^ht  proper  to  restrain  the  sale 
at  liquor  on  Sunday.     K  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  wished  to  carry  that 
view  to  its  logical  conclusion  it  would 
apfkiy  with  equal,  if  not  to  greater,  force 
to  the  other  days  of  the  week  to  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not 
sHode.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man appeared  there  as  the  advocate  of 
tnnperance.  Would  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  venture  to  make  this  promise — 
that  if  the  1 3  anti-Sunday  cldsers  in  that 
Uoose  were  willing  to  give  up  Monday, 
Tueaday,  and  Wednesday,  and  say  that 
the  public-houses  should  be  closed  on  those 
days,  would  the  concession  be  accepted 
by  thoee  benevolent  men  who  assumed 
slone  to  have  charge  of  the  sympathies 
and  interests  of  the  Irish  race  ?    It  was, 
ZM>  doubt,  true  that  the  Glercy  of  most 
<l«iunninations  and  sacerdotalism  in  all 
its  forms  were  arrayed  on  the  side  of 
tffDperance ;     but    did    the    hon.    and 
learned  Member  ever  go  into  the  county 
which    he    specially   represented  —  the 
coanty  of  Louth  ?  If  he  did,  in  his  drives 
tkroogh  the  rich  pastures  of  that  county, 
^  would  no  douDt  visit  the  men  who 
coald  have  what  they  pleased  in  their 
own  houses.     But  did  he  ask  what  wore 
til*  views  of  those  who  were  not  so  com- 
fortably off — the  frieze-coated  men  whom 
lw>  met  by  the  roadside  ?    Had  he  con- 
^nhei  them  as  to  their  opinions,  and  did 
h«  find  that  they  were  enthusiastic  in 
^veur  of  the  Bill  ?    Last  year  the  Go- 
^fnunent  consented  to  modify  their  oppo- 
•ition,  if  the  Bill  were  so  drawn  that  it 
(*xcladed  the  large  towns.   Now,  he  ven- 
bmd  to  say  that  if  this  stringent  mea- 
fue  was  required  anywhere  in  Ireland 
i^  WIS  required  in  the  large  towns  where 
tbs  aftizans  were  offered  those  tempta- 
^lou  which  were  inseparable  from  their 
^■^okgregation  together  in  large  numbers. 
It  was  a  slur  upon  the  county  constitu- 
•waas  to  say  that  they  were  unlike  any 
^n  daiH  in  Ireland  and  required  this 
'•'P'lalion.     Personally  ho  knew  some-  i 


thing  of  the  county  of  Tipperary,  and  in 
that  county  the  influence  of  the  Eoman 
Catholic  Bishop  and  Clergy  had  been 
sufficient  to  procure  the  dosing  of  the 
public-houses.      Could  they  elsewhere 

E reduce  the  same  result,  not  by  coercion , 
ut  by  sweet  persuasion  ?  Was  it  true 
statesmanship,  especially  in  a  country 
like  Ireland,  to  attempt  to  effect  a  great 
social  reformation  by  the  aid  of  the  police 
and  the  dragoons  ?  He  could  not  afi^ee 
that  that  was  the  way  in  which  legisla- 
tion should  be  carried  out,  and  it  was 
on  that  account  that  he  was  there  to-day, 
for  the  first  time,  to  vote  against  the 
measure.  As  to  the  Petitions  which  had 
been  presented  in  favour  of  the  measure, 
it  struck  him  the  other  day,  when  pre- 
senting one  from  his  own  county,  that 
a  good  many  of  the  marks  were  made  by 
humble  people  living  in  what  might  bo 
called  aristocratic  quarters.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Louth,  whoso 
mind  was  deeply  imbued  with  Scriptural 
truths,  would  understand  that  when  ho 
looked  at  the  signatures  the  Scriptural 
words — **  His  man  servant  or  his  maid 
servant  or  his  ox  or  his  ass  or  anything 
that  was  his  "  occurred  to  him.  Certain 
sections  of  the  Irish  Clergy  had  taken  a 
.strong  interest  in  the  question.  There 
was  no  denving  that  fact  in  regard  to 
the  North  of  Ireland  ;  but  the  people  of 
Ulster  looked  upon  the  question  from 
a  Sabbatarian  point  of  view  quite  as 
strongly  as  from  motives  of  temperance. 
He  felt  that  he  should  be  unworthy  of 
the  constituency  he  represented  if  he 
hesitated  to  give  expression  to  the  opi- 
nion which  he  found  to  prevail  among 
them,  and  he  was  satisfied  that  the  great 
majority  of  feeling  of  the  classes  likely 
to  be  affected  bv  this  legislation  was  ad- 
verse to  the  Bill.  He  did  not  speak  of 
Town  Councillors  in  particular  towns,  or 
of  wealthy  merchants,  or  rich  squires,  but 
of  the  poor  and  humble  man  who  might 
be  met  at  the  roadside  ;  and  he  was 
strongly  of  opinion  that  the  proper  way 
to  treat  him  was  to  educate  him  into  the 
acceptance  of  principles  of  temperance, 
and  not  to  force  them  upon  him  by  the 
exercise  of  tyranny.  He  had,  as  he  had 
already  said,  never  voted  upon  this  ques- 
tion before.  An  hon.  Member  sneered 
when  he  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  cheered 
the  suggestion  of  a  compromise ;  but  he 
would  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
compromise  was  at  the  bottom  of  their 
l*arliamentary  system.    They  were  now 
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in  the  month  of  July.  Then  let  them 
postpone  legislation  for  the  present.  He 
would  not  meet  the  question  with  a  direct 
negative,  but  let  it  be  put  oflP,  and  let  the 
Government,  who,  upon  questions  of 
social  importance  of  this  kind,  ought  to 
occupy  the  position  of  guardians  of  the 
public  interests,  let  them  come  forward 
with  a  measure  in  another  Session  which 
would  deal  with  Saturday  drinking  when 
artizans  received  their  wages.  Let  them 
not  by  passing  this  Bill  thrust  down  the 
unwilling  throats  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
a  Sabbatarian  measure  with  which  they 
had  no  sympathy.  They  ought  to  respect 
the  prejudices  of  the  people,  of  the  hum- 
ble artizan  and  the  numble  workman, 
who  did  not  possess  the  power  of  em- 
ploying gentlemen  from  Glasgow  and 
rich  merchants  from  Dublin  to  spend 
their  money  with  a  lavish  hand  in  the 
advocacy  oftheir  particular  views.  What 
could  they  reply  to  the  reproach  that 
would  inevitably  be  addressed  to  them — 
**Your  honour,  some  10  years  ago  we 
supported  you  upon  the  hustings  of  such 
a  place.  We  did  not  expect  then  that 
when  the  present  Government  attempted 
to  filch  away  our  rights  that  you  would 
be  prepared  to  forget  us.''  He  was  there 
on  that  occasion  almost  the  sole  sup- 
porter of  these  small  people,  and  for  tne 
first  time  in  his  life  feeling  himself 
obliged  to  record  his  vote  on  the  ques- 
tion it  should  be  with  the  poor  artizan 
and  the  humble  labourer. 

Dr.  O'LEABY  remarked  that  not  a 
single  speech  that  had  been  made  or 
argument  uttered  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
had  answered  the  facts  and  eloquent 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Murphy).  The  hon.  Member  al- 
luded to  the  fact  that  on  a  recent  occa- 
sion, with  from  60,000  to  60,000  visitors 
in  Cork,  there  was  no  drunkenness, 
although  all  the  porter  and  gingerbeer 
had  been  consiuned.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
asked,  if  that  were  so,  what  harm  could 
result  from  Sunday  closing ;  but  it  was 
against  such  a  people  as  that  that  they 
were  to  legislate  and  impose  a  ban ! 
The  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
H.  Smyth)  said  the  opposition  to  the 
Bill  was  a  trade  question.  It  was  no 
trade  question  at  all ;  but  it  was  regarded 
as  an  act  of  coercion,  and  every  man 
with  an  unbiassed  mind  so  looked  upon 
it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry 
said  it  was  a  burning  question.     So  it 
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was,  and  he  (Dr.  O'Leaiy)  thonglit  th« 
Irish  Members  would  manage  to  potix 
out  before  they  had  done  with  it.  Then 
was  a  good  old  rule — ''  When  you  hart 
a  bad  case,  always  abuse  the  oppoeite 
side,"  and  this  had  been  very  much  tiif' 
course  pursued  in  regard  to  the  prew&t 
Bill.    The  hon.  Member  for   Ijondoo- 
derry  said  the  minority  were  adopd&g 
the  tactics  of  despair.    Now,   he  (Dr. 
O'Leary)  confessed  that  he  did  not  fled 
any  despair  whatever.   On  the  oo&tnzr. 
he  was  in  the  most  hopeful  humour  pos- 
sible, and  he  thought  he  should  be  ablr 
to   convince  the  Souse  that  the  ban. 
Member    for   Londonderry   had    been 
more  ingenious  in  his  arguments  thai 
many  would  give  him  credit  for.    He 
said,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  pec^ 
of  Ireland  had  asked  for  the  BiU.    H« 
(Dr.   O'Leary)  would  take  that  states 
ment  and  contrast  it  with  the  PethJofu. 
About  8,000  persons  in  Cork  had  peti- 
tioned in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  the  list 
Petition  presented  from  Cork  againM  it 
was  signed  by  11,000.    He  read  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Select  Coo- 
mittee  by  a  magistrate  from  Oork  to 
show  that  the  overwhelming  majority 
of  cases  of  drunkenness  occurred  on  t2)« 
Saturday  night,   and  that  there  wan 
comparatively  few  on  Sunday.     In  oq« 
week  there  were  26  on  the  Satordaj 
night  and  13  on  Sunday;  in  another. 
49  on  Saturday  niffht  and  12  on  San- 
day;   and    in    anoSier  13  against  4X 
The    witness,    therefore,    expressed   t 
strong  opinion  against  Sunday  dostfig 
altogether.      He    did    not    think    tLi! 
druD^enness  was  sufficiently  prevalent 
to  justify  the  Legislature  in  impofuig 
penal  consequences  upon  the  majoritT 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.    The  witaeM 
added  that  the  Sunday  closing  mor^ 
ment  was  got  up  by  agitators,  who  oon- 
vened    public  meetings    and  preptred 
Petitions.    This  evidence  was  given  <m 
the  17th  of  April  last.    On  the  1^  of 
February,    soon    after  Parliament  as- 
sembled,   there    were    eight  Petitk»« 
against  the  Bill,  with  15,695  signatnrei, 
and  168  in  favour,  with  95,773  ogai- 
tures.      They  included,  however,  no  less 
than  143  Petitions  from  England.    On 
the  6th  of  March  2,000  admtional  par- 
sons petitioned  against  the  Bill,  and 
85,000  in  its  favour.    This  was  the  t^ 
suit  of  the  whole  gathering  up  in  ffsij 
quarter  of  the  three  Kingdoms,  the  n- 
suit  of  a  busy  winter,  ana  of  the  e£bti 
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of  the  agents  of  the  United  Kingdom 
AHiance,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
that  Association  repudiated  all  connec- 
tion with  the  Bill.      85,000  signatures 
came  in  bj  the  6th  of  March,  and  the 
total    number    in    favour  of   the    Bill 
amounted  to  180,000,  while  against  it 
there   was    only    a    miserable    17,000. 
There  were,  consequently,  on  the  6th  of 
March,  12  to  1  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  By 
the  20th  of  March  6,000  were  added  to 
the  180,000,  while  those  opposed  to  the 
measure  were  increased  from  17,000  to 
33,000.     The  people  of  Ireland  by  that 
time  had  beg^n  to  find  out  that  they 
had    been  misrepresented.    They  said 
that  they  had  been  taken  by  surprise ; 
that  they  did  not  believe  in  the  Bill, 
and  that  they  did  not  want  it.     From 
the  13th  of  March  to  the  10th  of  April 
the  Sunday  closers  got   11,000  signa- 
tures, and  the  anti-closers  51,000.     On 
the  17th  of  April  the  witness  from  Cork 
to  whom  he  had  referred  gave  his  evi- 
dence, and  it  was  a  well-known  fact 
that  reports  of  the  evidence  were  pub- 
lished daily  in  the  Irish  papers.     The 
consequence  was  that  by  the  29th  of 
Aprils  12  days  after  this  evidence  was 
ffiven,  the  Petitions  in  favour  of  the 
Bin  had   only    increased    to   194,000, 
while   those    against    it    amounted    to 
64,000.     On  the  4th  of  May  the  signa- 
tare«  against  numbered  81,453,  showing 
an  increase  of   30,000  in  eight  days, 
vhile  the  Sunday  closers  had  only  ob- 
tained an  increase  of  6,000.    Between 
May  the  1st  and  May  the  4th  there  was 
a  farther  increase  in  the  signatures  to 
the  Petitions  against  the  Bill  of  17,000. 
These  facts  were  taken  from  the  original 
documents  presented  to  the  House.     He 
Mid  most  unhesitatingly  that  a  small 
party  in   Ireland  had  been  waiting  to 
educate  the  pecple  of  Ireland  upon  the 
qosstion.     As  he  had  already  said,  on 
May  8th   those    in  favour  of   Sunday 
closing  had  only  increased  from  202,000 
to  206,000,  while  up  to  the  same  date 
those  against  it  had  increased  from  81 
to  89,000,  and  the  way  the  question  of 
Petitions  stood  at  present  was  very  dif- 
ferent from  that  in  which  it  was  at  the 
bc^nning  of   the  Session,    when   the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  hurried 
into  aooepting  the  measure.     At  that 
time  the  Minister  was  led  away  by  a 
tiick  that  had  been  played  upon  the 
Boost ;  bnt  when  the  people  of  Ireland 
found  from  the  newspapers  what  evi- 


dence had  been  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  when  they  saw  what  the 
Irish  Members  were  asserting  in  the 
House  itself,  they  came  forward  to  vin- 
dicate their  opinions  clearly.  On  the 
15th  of  February  the  proportions  in  the 
Petitions  for  and  against  the  Bill  were 
as  15  to  1,  and  on  June  the  5th 
the  proportions  had  changed  fix)m 
2\  to  1.  And  he  should  ask  the 
Members  of  the  Government  whether 
they  would  submit  to  the  trick  that  had 
been  played  on  the  House.  There  was 
another  simple  fact  he  would  refer  to. 
No  less  than  138  Petitions  came  from 
England,  and  if  they  deducted  the  num- 
ber of  signatures  to  these  as  well  as  the 
110,000  in  the  Petitions  from  Dublin, 
Cork,  Limerick,  and  the  other  large 
towns  of  Ireland,  only  100,000  names 
would  be  left  for  the  whole  of  the  rest 
of  the  country.  He  said  unhesitatingly 
that  that  was  a  very  small  proportion  of 
names  for  the  vast  area  lying  outside  of 
the  towns  that  had  sent  up  110,000 
names  in  favour  of  this  measure,  and 
could  it  be  said  that  that  in  any  way 
represented  public  opinion  ?  But  these 
Petitions  were  signed  not  only  by  men 
and  women,  but  by  boys  and  girls.  Did 
they  represent  the  opinion  of  Ireland  ? 
He  said  they  did  not,  and  for  that, 
among  other  reasons,  he  argued  that 
they  ought  to  see  further  into  it  before 
they  passed  the  Bill.  He  was  glad  to 
see  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  had  come  into 
his  place,  for  he  had  a  few  words  to  say 
about  him  and  his  speech.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  asked  how  they 
would  obtain  the  opinion  and  the  views 
of  the  Irish  people.  He  answered  at 
once  by  Petitions,  and  by  such  an  an- 
swer Ireland  had  not  alone  spoken,  but 
she  would  still  continue  to  speak.  The 
Petitions  against  this  Bill  had  risen  in 
the  periods  he  had  named  from  a  few 
names  to  80,000,  to  81,000,  to  89,000, 
and  next  month,  if  they  waited  to  hear 
it,  they  would  speak  to  the  extent  of 
veiy  like  200,000  strong.  That  was  the 
way  in  which  they  ascertained  the  opi- 
nion of  the  people  of  Ireland.  They 
would  ffet  Petitions  signed,  they  would 
accept  aoor  to  door  visitations,  and  they 
would  even  appeal  to  newspapers  in 
answer  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth.  Mr.  Eus- 
sell,  a  clear-headed,  energetic,  and  en- 
thusiastic Scotchman,  who  had  got  all 
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these  Petitions  signed  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  was  examined  by  the  Committee 
that  sat  on  the  subject.  He  was  asked 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dublin  (Mr.  Brooks)  to  read  a  para- 
graph firom  the  Circular  that  was  dis- 
teibuted  amongst  the  people,  in  which 
it  was  stated  that  arrests  for  drunken- 
ness in  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  since 
the  Scottish  Act  was  passed  had  gone 
down  80  per  cent,  and  that  the  Act  met 
with  the  entire  sympathy  of  the  people 
of  Scotland.  That  ingenious  gentleman, 
Mr.  Eussell,  stated  that  the  arrests  for 
drunkenness  went  down  80  per  cent ; 
but  what  he  (Dr.  O'Leary)  wanted  to 
know  was,  whether  drunkenness  had 
decreased  80  per  cent.  That  gentleman 
said  so,  and  all  he  would  say  in  answer 
was,  that  such  a  statement  was  a  lie. 
["Oh,  oh!"]  Yes,  he  said,  he  could 
say  nothing  else — it  was  a  lie,  a  delibe- 
rate fraudulent  mis-statement.  This  in- 
genious and  honest  Scotchman  had  given 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  understand  that 
that  was  the  case.  But  his  hon.  Friend 
rMr.  Brooks)  extracted  from  the  Chief 
Constable  of  Ayrshire  a  very  different 
statement.  He  told  the  Committee  that 
offences  against  the  person  and  against 
the  guardians  of  the  peace,  as  well  as 
cases  of  drunk  and  incapable,  had  in- 
creased in  a  marked  deeree  during  the 
last  year,  and  nearly  all  those  offences 
were  the  result  of  drunkenness.  But 
the  second  question  put  to  this  ingenious, 
veracious,  and  energetic  Scotchman  was 
more  significant,  and  he  trusted  that 
when  he  gave  it  that  the  fact  would 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  and  the  Government,  as 
well  as  the  House  generally,  in  resisting 
any  more  of  this  twaddle  from  being 
presented.  The  question  was  whether 
the  statement  about  the  80  per  cent  de- 
crease of  drunkenness  in  Scotland  had 
influenced  people  in  signing  the  Peti- 
tion. And  what  was  the  answer  of  this 
simple-minded  and  honest  Scotchman? 
He  said  he  was  not  aware  that  it  did. 
Not  aware  that  it  did?  Why,  how 
could  such  a  statement  as  that  do  other- 
wise than  affect  simple-minded  women, 
who  would  argue  that  if  they  signed  the 
Petition  there  would  be  such  a  great 
decrease  of  drunkenness  in  Ireland  that 
they  would  get  80  per  cent  more  of  the 
money  of  their  husbands  than  they  were 
in  the  habit  of  doing  ?  But  then  this 
honest  and  simple-minded  gentleman  let 
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out  in  a  very  incidental  way  that  the 
statement  was  meant  to  inflaence  tii« 
influx  of  signatures.    Of  oourse  it  wss, 
and  no  doubt  it  did.    When  the  acute 
Scotch  mind  was  brought  to  bear  on  th« 
poor  mind  and  stupid  intellect  of  the 
Irish  peasant  they  cotdd  all  tell  wlut 
would  take  place.    Could  anybody  doubt 
it  ?    Then  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for    Louth    spoke  of   the   joumals  of 
Ireland,  and  said  that  all  the  orgaiu, 
daily  and  weekly,  were  in  favour  of  this 
measure.    Enumerating,  among  others, 
The  Irish  Times^  he  said  it  was  in  fiavoar 
of  Sunday  Closing.     The  Irish  Timss  wsc 
not  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  would  re- 
pudiate any  such  a  notion.      Then  he 
went  on  to  make  the  same  assertion  with 
reference  to  the  weekly  journals,  and 
among  others  he  mentioned  Hu  Nestien, 
of  wmch  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man  (Mr.  Sullivan)  is  proprietor.     It 
was  very  recently  that  The  NaU&n  hid 
gone  in  for  the  policy  of  obfltmction 
that  was  carried  on  in  the  House,  sod 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  talked 
about  his  conscientiousness.     Why  did 
he  not  follow  out  that  recommendstuiD* 
and  join  the  ranks  of  those  who  had 
adopted  that  policy  ?    He  believed  thai 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  sot 
present  at  a  quarter-past  7  that  morning 
when  divisions  were  being  taken.  There- 
fore, the  hon.  and  learned  Member  wsa 
not  following  out  the  opinions  advocated 
in  his  own  journal.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  also    proclaimed  himself  a 
Sabbatarian,  and  he  had  described  to  the 
House  how  he  had  become  so.     He  said 
he  had  drawn  it  in  with  his  mother*s 
milk.     He  (Dr.  O'Leary)  did  not  »ee 
very  well  how  that  could  be ;  but  if  he 
did,  he  must  have  been  a  very  smart 
young  feUow  indeed  when  he  was  in 
long  clothes.   Most  people  did  not  begin 
to  form  their  opinions  at  so  very  evlj 
an  age.    They  were  not  generally  8ah* 
batanans  in  Ireland.    But  what  waaa 
Sabbatarian?     He  was  not  a  lawyer 
himself,  but  he  had  oome  across  a  Teij 
scarce  and  learned  work  which  might 
help   the  House  to    understand  what 
strictly  a  Sabbatarian  was ;  and  PO^P* 
after  he  had  given  the  House  the  den- 
nition  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  pa- 
claimed  that   they  were    Sabbatanani 
might  not  think  they  were  Quite  ri^  in 
the  assertion  they  made.    The  b<x>k  to 
which  he  referred  was  Burt^m^s  Parlie- 
mentary  Diary  of  the  ProeeeHnys  ef  ^ 


MouM/rom  1656  to  1659.  Ck)lonel  Holland 
■aid  in  the  debate  that  was  taking  place 
in  June,  1657,  regarding  penalties  for 
Sabbath-breaking — 

**  We  have  but  too  many  penal  laws,  and 
cnm  hundred  clauses  of  that  kind  may  well 
b«  repealed.  Thc«e  laws  are  always  turned  upon 
the  moat  godly.  This  is  Tcry  sUict  as  to  Uiat 
ot  nnneneaary  walking,  and  coming  into  men's 
h«o«a."— [U.  261.] 
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would  lead  to  a  g^eat  deal  of  drinking 
in  private  houses.,  with  considerable 
harm  to  the  people  themselves,  and  to 
the  destruction  of  family  morality,  and 
lead  to  more  serious  things  still.  It  was 
a  curious  fact  that  in  1657  this  very 
arg^ument  was  used,  for  he  found  that 
Mr.  Vincent  and  Mr.  Chadwick,  two 
Members  of  the  House,  not  being  satis- 
fied with  the  proviso,  Mr.  Godfrey  said — 

'*  Now-a-days  the  greatest  disorders  were  in 
private  houses  hy  sending  thither  for  drink, 
drinking  in  alehouses  being  both  more  penal  and 
suspicious." — fii.  263.] 

However,  there  were  other  provisoes 
in  the  Bill,  the  discussion  of  which  he 
was  referring  to.  He  found  a  Mr.  West 
saying  that  he  hoped  they  would  not 
eive  Hberty  to  people  to  be  as  profane  as 
they  chose  in  their  own  houses.  He 
argpied  against  the  proviso  because  it 
would  not  give  idle  persons  permission 
*'  to  sit  openly  at  g^tes  or  doors,''  and  he 
found  that  they  were  not  even  allowed 
to  ''lean  against  their  own  doorpost." 
A  Major  General  Whalley — not  the  hon. 
G^ntieman  who  now  had  a  seat  in  the 
House,  though  he  was  glad  he  had 
traced  the  ancestry  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man so  far — he  was  very  glad  to  see  had 
put  in  a  seasonable  word  against  the 
passing  of  a  clause  preventing  people 
sitting  at  their  own  doors,  or  even  lean- 
ing against  them,  on  the  ground  that  it 
would 

« deprive  them  of  the  very  livelihood  they 
have  by  the  air ;  as  at  Nottingham  many  people 
that  have  houses  in  the  ruck  and  have  no  air  hve 
most  part  of  their  time  without  doors.** — [iL  264.] 

And  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  backed  this 
up  by  the  remark  that 


He  would  tell  the  House  what  a  strict 

Sabbatarian  was.     In  a  code  of  laws 

made  in  the  dominion  of  Newhaven  in 

1M7  bj  emigrants  from  England,  it  was 

provided  that  "no  one  should  either  run 

OB   the  Sabbath  day  nor  walk  in  his 

g^azden  or  elsewhere,  except  reverently 

to   and  from  meeting."     He  was  very 

much  inclined  to  thiuK  that  some  of  the 

Sabbatarians  would  protest  against  that. 

But  there  was  more  behind.    It  said — 

**  No  one  shall   travel,   cook  victuals, 

make  beds,  sweep  house,  cut  hair,  or 

•have  on  the  Sabbath  day."    But  there 

ia  a  tit-bit  to  come  which  will,  I  hope, 

appeal  to  the  filial  feelings  of  the  hon. 

a&d  learned  Member  for  Loutb.    It  was 

provided  "  That  no  woman  shall  kiss  her 

diild  on  the  Sabbath  or  fasting  day." 

He  quoted  this,  not    to  say  a    word 

against  the  oonscientious  belief  of  any 

man^  but  simply  to  show  to  what  lengths 

men  would  go  who  were  willing  to  sub- 

mei^    themselves  under  a  word  and 

aeoept  all  the  responsibility  which  that 

wora  implied.   Lord  Chief  Justice  Glynn 

moved  against  the  clause  in  the  Bill  for 

entering  into  men's  houses.     He  said — 

"  I  more  against  this  clause.  It  may  bo  a 
nare  to  all  the  nation  ;  and  knaves  in  the  night 
tzmo  may  enter  and  rob  men*s  houses  under  this 
mi/eoce.  When  an  Act  of  Parliament  gives 
bhorty  of  entry,  then  a  man  may  break  open 
doors."— {u.  263.] 

It  seemed,  therefore,  that  drinking  in 
private  houses  was  suspicious ;  but  the 
same  suspicion  was  attached  in  a  much 
more  senous  degree  to  those  held  for 
the  purpose,  for  Mr.  Oodfrey  moved  a 
proTuo  to  limit  the  officers'  entrv  only 
to  tarems,  inns,  ale-houses,  tobacco- 
•hops,  victualling-houses,  or  tippling- 
hooMe.  Thej  included  "tobaooo-uiops," 
and  he  believed  that  these  places  yet 
eansed  a  sood  deal  of  illicit  drinking. 
Tliis  just  wowed  how  far-sighted  people 
were  250  jears  ago.  He  had  discussed 
this  qoettion  with  a  great  many  people 
lately,  and  all  of  them  gave  it  as  their 
opinum  that  if  this  Bill  was  passed  it 


"there  was  nothing  unlawful  or  guilty  in 
sitting  at  doors.  It  must  be  the  same  as 
within  doors.  It  is  but  intended  for  exam- 
ple*s  sake.  May  not  a  godly  man  that  lives  in 
a  rock  yet  be  well  employed?  Yet  you  put  a  nega- 
tive pregnant  upon  a  man  to  say  that  sitting  at 
a  door  is  more  pro&uie  than  standing.** — [iL 
266.] 

Tet  these  were  the.  view  of  strict  Sab- 
batarians. One  other  observation  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 
he  would  refer  to.  He  said  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tralee  (the  O'Donoghue) 
had  put  his  hoof  down  upon  the  grave 
of  the  Archbishop  of  Cashel.  ML  he 
could  say  was  that  he  did  not  believe  the 
hon.  Member  referred  to  was  a  horse, 
and  certainly  he  did  not  think  he  was 
an  ass.  The  non.  and  learned  (Gentleman 
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also  said  there  was  less  drinking  on 
Sunday  than  on  any  other  day.  How 
was  that,  he  wanted  to  know  ?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  said  that  arose  from 
the  fact  that  the  hours  capable  of  being 
applied  to  drinking  were  fewer  on  Sunday 
than  on  any  other  day.  But  was  that 
so  ?  He  believed  the  argument  would 
not  hold  water.  To  whom  did  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  refer  ?  Was  he 
speaking  of  those  gentlemen  who  could 
sit  at  home,  or,  when  taking  a  walk, 
pass  a  public-house,  knowing  they  could 
get  what  refreshment  they  required  at 
home ;  or  was  he  speaking  of  the  arti- 
zans,  for  whom  he  professed  so  much 
love  and  consideration?  Where  were 
the  artizans  on  Sundays  and  on  week 
days?  He  believed  this  was  just 
another  statement  which  showed  how  far 
fanaticism  was  capable  of  carrying  the 
minds  of  the  most  intelligent  men  away. 
The  hours  of  the  working  man  durine 
the  week  prevented  his  leaving  work 
before  6  in  the  evening,  and  he  very 
likely  did  not  reach  home  before  half- 
past  6.  Before  he  got  some  supper  it 
was  after  7,  and  then,  if  he  took  a  walk 
with  his  wife — and  he  hoped  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  did  not  believe  that 
artizans  did  not  love  their  wives  enough 
occasionally  to  take  a  walk  with  them — 
it  would  be  at  least  half-past  7  before 
he  could  get  to  the  public-house.  Well, 
all  that  was  left  for  drinking  was  only 
three  hours  and  a-half — from  7.30  to  11. 
Now,  how  many  hours  had  he  on  Sun- 
day ?  On  Sunday  his  time  was  all  his 
own,  and  he  could  di'ink  from  2  till  9 
— seven  hours.  In  the  face  of  that  fact 
was  it  fair  to  say  that  the  working  men 
drank  less  on  Sunday,  because  the  nours 
were  restricted?  There  was  only  one 
word  more  he  had  to  say.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  remarked,  after  look- 
ing round  these  benches  upon  which  he 
sat,  that  there  was  no  one  who  agitated 
for  this  BiU  who  did  not  agitate  for  the 
opening  of  the  parks  and  museums  to 
the  people  20  years  ago,  and  that  there 
was  no  one  who  opposed  this  measure 
who  laboured  in  that  cause.  In  1855  he 
(Dr.  0*Leary)  was  one  of  the  persons 
who  were  working  with  him.  Another 
thing  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  remember  was  that  at  that  time, 
on  account  of  advocating  national  prin- 
ciples, he  was  not  so  much  in  favour  as 
he  was  now.  One  word  more  he  had  to 
say.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 

Dr.  G^Leary 


said  when  he  (Dr.  O'Leaiy) 
him,  that  if  there  was  such  a  man   b* 
must  have  been  in  bibs  and  tuckery. 
One  did  not  know  the  proper  time  iat 
casting  swaddling  dothes  or  for  putting 
on  bibs  and  tuckers,  or  for  donning  un- 
mentionables.   But  if  he  (Dr.  O'Leary 
did  support  and  work  with  the  boo.  aod 
learned  Gentleman  when  he  was  in  bib« 
and  tuckers,  all  the  more  honour  to  hfm, 
for  in  that  case  he  was  almost  as  smart 
a  fellow  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gea- 
tleman  himself,  when  he  learned  Sab- 
batarianism at  his  mother's  breast.     He 
might  have  been  young,  but  he    was 
earnest  and  ardent.     He  remembered, 
too,  that  at  that  time  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tralee  (the  O'Donoghue)  was  the 
rising  sun  of  Ireland,  and  received  all 
the  honours,    and  that  the   hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Louth 
was  anything  but  a  rising  sun. 

Mr.  B.  WHITWORTH  said,  that  in 
his  town  (Kilkenny),  of  the  3,384  per- 
sons who  signed  Petitions,  1,680  persooi 
were  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  179  were 
opposed  to  it,  and  167  returned  blank 
forms  of  the  questions  put  to  thesn. 
Therefore,  he  found  that  90  out  of  100 
of  the  people  of  Kilkenny  were  in  fxroai 
of  the  passing  of  the  Bill.  When  he 
appeared  there  as  a  candidate  he  had 
the  honour  of  being  opposed  by  the 
licensed  victuallers  of  Dublin,  who  tent 
down  a  gentleman  whom  all  Irish  Mem- 
bers knew  well,  as  he  always  appeared 
in  the  Lobby  when  there  was  a  question 
concerning  the  licensed  victuallers.  H« 
referred  to  Mr.  Dwyer,  the  secretary,  who 
stayed  in  the  town  for  a  week,  and  re- 
presented him  as  the  greatest  enemy  of 
the  licensed  victuallers.  Yet  he  could 
safely  say  that  nine-tenths  of  the  pub- 
licans of  Kilkenny  voted  for  him,  al- 
though they  knew  he  was  in  favour 
of  Sunday-closing.  It^  was  not  fair, 
from  what  he  knew,  to  say  that  thfl 
people  of  Ireland  were  not  in  favour  of 
this  Bill.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  represented  a  very  ancient 
town,  which  he  knew  very  weU,  and  he 
(Mr.  Whitworth)  said  that  on  that 
question  four-fifths  of  the  electon  c^ 
Drogheda  were  in  favour  of  Sundaj 
closing.  He  challenged  him  to  meet 
him  in  Drogheda  to  test  in  public  whe- 
ther or  not  he  fairly  represented  the 
views  of  the  electors.  Another  strong 
opponent  of  the  Bill  was  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dunkalk  (Mr.  CaUan),  who  pr^ 
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miaed  to  meet  him  at  a  public  meeting 
to  diacus8  this  question,  but  showed  the 
vhite  feather,  and  dared  not  meet  him. 

Mb.  CALLAN  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther that  was  an  expression  which  ought 
to  be  applied  to  an  hon.  Member  who  was 
aocidentallj  prevented  from  attending 
the  meeting  r  The  hon.  Member  for 
KOkenny  had  stated  that  he  dared  not 
meet  bim,  he  knowing  full  well  that  the 
oontrarj  was  the  fact. 

Mju  B.  WHITWORTH  said,  these 
Members  knew  perfectly  well  that  they 
xaisrepfreaented    the  public  opinion    of 
Ireland ;  but  they  never  discussed  the 
qaeetion  in  a  public  meeting,  as  they 
were  well  aware  they  wotdd  nnd  them- 
selTee  in  as  great  a  minority  as  they 
were   in  that  House.     Something  had 
been  said  about  the  United  Kingdom 
Alliance,  of  which  he  (Mr.  Whitworth) 
was  Chairman,  having  voted  money  for 
election  purposes.     He  could  say  that 
during  the  10  years  he  had  been  con- 
nected with  that  ffreat  agency  not  1«. 
bad   been  spent  for   such    a  purpose. 
Money  had  been  spent  for  pubhcations, 
but  not  for  elections.    It  could  not  be 
•aid,  as  a  general  rule,  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  were  united,  but  on  this  ques- 
tion they  were  undoubtedly  so.     He  was 
aware,  however,  that  some  Members  of 
that  House  were  instigated  by  the  trade 
organLcation  in  Dublin,  but  they  did  not 
tmly  represent  the  feeling  of  their  con- 
stituents.    A  gentleman  had  been  sent 
down  by  that  body  to  oppose  him  in 
the  election  for  the  borough  he  now  re- 
presented.   He  hoped  the  Oovemment 
would  allow  sufficient  time  for  the  pass- 
ing of  this  measure.    If  they  did  not,  it 
would  be  a  great  reflection  on  the  Par- 
liamentary  government  of  this  country. 
Ma.  KERK  said,  that  the  restrictions 
proposed  by  this  Bill  were  not  at  all  ne- 
ceasaiy.     He  had  lived  for  a  number  of 
years  in  an  agricultural  district  in  the 
county  of  Louth ;  nor  did  he  think  that 
the  statistics  that  had  been  quoted  with 
reference  to  the  shortening  of  hours  on 
Sunday  had  anything  to  do  with  the  fact 
that  there  was  leas  <mnking  on  that  day 
than  on  an^  other.  A  gentleman  who  had 
been  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  said, 
when  this  matter  was  broueht  before  the 
Poor  Law  Board,  that  he  had  found  by 
statirtics  that  there  was  more  drinking 
went  on  in  those  counties  on  Sundays  in 
which  reatriotions  were  placed  upon  the 
boors  during  which  the  public-houses 


were  open  than  there  was  in  those  where 
there  was  no  such  restriction.  Coercive 
measures  would  never,  in  his  opinion,  do 
what  the  promoters  of  this  Bill  desired ; 
and,  in  fact,  it  had  not  been  introduced 
in  order  to  restrict  the  hours  upon  which 
drink  should  be  sold  on  Sunday,  but 
purely  from  Sabbatarian  reasons.  And 
he  saw  in  a  newspaper  some  time  ago 
that  Sabbatarians  wished  to  cram  their 
opinion  down  the  throats  of  those  who 
did  not  agree  with  them.  Scotchmen 
were  rather  given  to  that  kind  of  thin^. 
He  believed  himself  that,  if  they  could, 
they  would  even  go  so  far  as  to  press 
people  to  wear  the  kilt.  As  a  county 
Member  he  protested  against  the  Bill, 
and  regretted  that  its  promoters  had  not 
accepted  the  compromise  which  had  been 
offered  them.  The  people  who  would 
be  affected  by  the  Bill  were  not  the  rich, 
but  the  poor;  and  he  had  ascertained 
^m  many  of  these  in  his  own  country 
what  their  feelings  were  upon  the  matter. 
The  artizans  and  the  labouring  men 
with  whom  he  had  conversed  told 
him  that  they  were  opposed  to  Sunday 
closing.  Beally,  the  drinking  did  not 
go  on  in  the  agrictdtural  districts,  but  in 
towns.  If  the  Bill  were  passed  it  would 
be  regarded  by  the  Iriui  people  as  a 
measure  of  coercion  and  as  a  piece  of 
class  legislation;  and  even  the  most 
ignorant  would  be  thoroughly  dissatis- 
fiod  ^i^th  it 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  that  in 
rising  to  oppose  the  introduction  of  this 
Bill  mto  Oommittee,  he  should  be  care- 
ful not  to  introduce  any  old  facts  in 
doing  so  after  the  lecture  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  city  (Mr.  Murphy)  got 
from  The  Timee  in  an  inspired  article 
which  appeared  on  Thursday  last.  The 
only  remark  he  would  make  on  that 
article  was  that  the  writer  of  it  must  not 
have  been  in  the  House  when  the  hon. 
Member  delivered  his  speech,  as  every 
man  who  heard  it  must  admit  that  it 
was  very  able,  and  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber brought  forward  a  larg^  number  of 
new  facts  in  support  of  his  Amendment. 
He  (Mr.  O'Suluvan)  should  oppose  the 
Bill  from  various  reasons.  First  of  all, 
he  would  oppoM  it  because  it  was  a 
piece  of  class  legislation,  and  class  legis- 
lation of  the  worst  kind,  forced  on  by 
the  rich  minority  to  curtail  the  privileges 
of  the  working  classes.  He  next  opposed 
it  because,  to  a  certain  extent,  it  confis- 
cated the  business  of  thousands  of  small 
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shopkeepers  in  Ireland,  while,  at  the 
same  time,  it  would  not  put  a  stop  to 
drinking,  but  would  merely  transfer 
part  of  the  traffic  in  drink  from  the 
general  body  of  traders  to  the  large 
grocers  on  Saturday  evenings  and  the 
remainder  to  the  shebeen-house  keepers 
on  Sundays,  without  offering  any  com- 
pensation whatever  to  the  sufferers  by 
the  enforcement  of  the  measure.  In  the 
next  place,  he  felt  bound  to  oppose  the 
Bill  because  he  believed  it  would  be 
found  to  increase  both  drunkenness  and 
immorality;  and,  lastly,  he  opposed  it 
because  it  was  contrary  to  the  wishes  of 
a  very  large  majority  of  his  fellow- 
countrymen.  Having  given  his  reasons 
for  opposing  the  measure,  he  should  at 
once  proceed  to  give  the  House  some 
very  strong  evidence  in  support  of  his 
objections.  The  only  way  to  prove  that 
the  Bill  was  a  piece  of  class  legislation 
wflw  by  referring  ^to  the  Petitions  that 
had  been  sent  in  favour  of  it,  and  to  see 
where  they  came  from,  and  how  they 
were  g^t  up,  with  the  class  of  persons 
who  signed  them.  He  wondered  whether 
hon.  Members  ever  examined  the  Peti- 
tions they  presented  to  the  House.  If 
they  did  not  he  did.  On  his  arrival  in 
town  at  the  beginning  of  February,  he 
found  a  Petition  waiting  for  him  ftom  a 
parish  in  his  own  county  in  favour  of 
this  Bill.  Knowing  the  parish  well 
whence  it  was  sent,  he  looked  over  the 
Petition  and  found  it  contained  a  total 
of  23  signatures.  Of  these  23,  he  was 
aware  that  1 6  were  Protestants,  and  out 
of  those  1 6  he  was  well  aware  that  not 
three  of  them  ever  went  inside  a  public- 
house  in  his  life.  He  was  very  sorry  to 
introduce  the  question  of  any  man's 
reUgion  into  a  .debate,  as  reUgious  dif- 
ferences had  always  been  the  cause  of 
the  misfortunes  of  his  country ;  but  he 
had  mentioned  the  fact  in  this  instance 
simply  to  show  who  were  getting  up 
those  Petitions.  Well,  who  signed  them  r 
They  were  signed  by  four  classes — the 
extreme  teetotallers,  to  whom  he  gave 
every  credit  for  their  sincerity — ^the 
Sabbatarians,  who  were  the  backbone 
of  the  movement,  and  who  would  not 
allow  people  to  whistle  on  Sunday  if 
they  could  prevent  it — by  a  number  of 
maiden  ladies  of  the  Moody  and  Sankey 
school — and  school  girls  and  boys  over 
whom  the  parson  ruled  supreme.  He 
might  mention  to  the  House  that  a  Peti- 
tion hom  his  own  parish  of  Kilmallock 
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was  presented  to  that  House   by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londondeny  (Mr.  B. 
Smyth),  signed  by  48  persons,   21   of 
whom  were  Prot^tants,  although  thvy 
formed  only  3  per  cent  of  the  population. 
Of  the  remainder,  five  were  in  the  em- 
ployment of  a  gentleman  who  took  a 
great  interest  in  the  Bill,  two  were  chil- 
dren, who  were  put  down  as  "  students,'* 
and  there  were  only  19  who  could  be 
described  as  "free  and  independent" 
petitioners.    Yet  what  was  tne   £ict? 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  Petition  from, 
the   seune  parish.    That  Petition  was 
signed    by  300  persons,  and  amongst 
the  first  who  signed  it  he  found  uie 
names  of  17  out  of  the  19  "£ree  tad 
independent"  individuals  who  had  signed 
the  other  Petition  to  which  he  haa  r^ 
ferred.    That  was  the  way  in  which  these 
Petitions  were  got  im,  and  if  the  hoa. 
Gentleman  had  any  doubt  on  the  matter 
he  could  examine  the  signatures.    Hav- 
ing disposed  of  the  two  Petitions  from 
his  own  locality,  he  would  ask  the  Hoom 
to  bear  with  him  while  he  examined  the 
general  Petitions  presented  to  this  Honse 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  from  the  Betonu 
of   Public  Petitions  presented  to  this 
House,  and  see  who  presented  them, 
and  where  and  what  sort  of  penoiu 
they  emanated  from,  and  then  say  if 
those  were  the  persons  hon.  Members 
judged  by  when  they  said  this  was  as 
Irish   idea.    The    hon.    Member   then 
called  attention  to  the  Petitions  presented 
in  favour  of  this  Bill  for  the  last  two 
months  from    England,    Scotland,  asd 
different  religious  bodies  in  the  North 
of   Ireland,    composed    of   Methodi«U, 
Quakers,  Wesleyans,  Presbyterians,  and 
other  sects,  and  showed  that  five-sixths 
of  all  the  Petitions  presented  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  were  from  the  Sabbatarian 
class.     He  was  opposed  to  the  Bill,  in 
the  second  place,  because  it  confiscated 
a   large    portion    of  the    property  of 
16,000  or  17,000  respectable  traders  in 
Ireland  without  giving  them  1«.  com- 
pensation for  their  loss.    It  was  a  well- 
known  fact  that  the  Government  could 
take  away  property  if  they  thought  it 
would  benefit  society  to  do  so,  and  they 
gave  that  same  power  very  properij  to 
Eailway  Compames,  which  were  a  bene- 
fit to  society;  but  it  was  a  very  w^ 
understood  maxim  that  the  Oovemment 
never  took  the  property  of  any  person 
without  making  compensation    to  the 
persons  who  suffered ;  but  the  promotes 
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of  this  Bin  had  made  no  provision  wliat- 
erer   for  tho«e  who  snnered  by  their 
BilL     On  this  point  he  would  quote  the 
opinion  of  the  Lord  Ohief  Justice  of  the 
Qaeen'a  Bench  in  Ireland,  who  said  that 
exiatin^  vested  interests  should  not  be 
extinguished,  even  for  a  legitimate  ob- 
iect«     without    lull    compensation.    Al- 
mdinff'  to  the  reduction  of  public-houses 
in  IKmlin,  he  said  not  even  the  Gt)vem- 
xnent  could  close  up  those^ouses  without 
gvria^  compensation  to  their  owners  for 
the    KMs   tnev  would    sustain.    When 
Parliament  aoolished  slavery  in  their 
Coloiiies  they  made  compensation  to  the 
owners  of  those  slaves,  though  it  was  a 
trade  few  men  sympathised  with.     In 
£act,  it  was  a  trade  which  Englishmen  felt 
aahamed  of;  yet,  notwithstanding  this, 
they   gave  compensation  to  those  who 
trafficked  in  human  flesh  simply  because 
they  were  depriving  them  of  part  of  their 
property.    Tnen,  ag^n,  when  they  abo- 
lished purchase  in  the  Army,  they  gave 
oompensation  to  the  officers  who  suffered 
by  the  change.    Notwithstanding   the 
fact  that  purchase  in  the  Army  was  de- 
clared illegal  by  an  Act  of  George  m., 
that  did  not  prevent  this  House  making 
oompensation  to  all  who  suffered  by  the 
change.     In  the  present  case  they  were 
going  to  destroy  a  portion  of  the  pro- 
perty of  a  number  of  reg^arly  licensed 
traders,  and  he  asked  the  House  if  they 
considered  it  just  or  right  to  do  so  with- 
out compensating  those  men  ?    If  they 
did  so,  what  would  the  publicans  and 
their  friends  justly  sav,  but  that  because 
they  had  no  friends  in  the  large  Clubs 
of  London,  or  they  had  no  influence  with 
Hther  of  the  great  Parties  who  managed 
the  business  of  the  State,  they  were  plun- 
dered oQt  of  their  property  without  g^etting 
1«.  compensation.     Would  that  add  to 
the  confidence  or  good  opinion  of  English 
government  in  Ireland?    No,  it  wotdd 
still  more  weaken  that  which  was  feeble 
«mou^h  already.    They  had  been  told 
that  this  Bill  would  put  a  stop  to  the 
drunkard,  and  make  a  sober  man  of  him. 
He  (Mr.  O'SuUivan)  wished  that  it  did, 
ttfr  there  was  not  a  man  in  that  Assembly 
who  would  support  a  measure  having 
that  result  more  warmly  than  he  would  ; 
but  how  had  it  been  shown  by  any  of 
the  eloouent  advocates  of  the  mil  that 
it  would  lessen  intemperance  ?    On  the 
eontraiy,  he  showed  the  House  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  b^  means  of 
a  Retttm  obtamed  through  Lord  Emly, 


that  there  were  more  cases  of  drunken- 
ness in  equal  populations  in  the  part  of 
the  country  that  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent,  where  the  houses  were  dosed 
on  Sundays,  than  there  were  in  the  por- 
tion of  the  same  county  where  the 
houses  were  open  on  that  day.  Before 
sitting  down  he  wished  to  give  the 
House  some  other  reasons  to  prove  how 
very  few  people  in  the  count^  were  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.  At  two  Catholic 
churches  in  the  county  which  he  repre- 
sented Petitions  were  laid  on  the  tables 
at  the  doors  of  each  during  two  Masses, 
and  the  clergyman  called  the  attention 
of  the  people  to  those  Petitions.  At  one 
of  those  churches,  where  there  was  a 
population  of  900,  the  Petition  was 
signed  by  12  persons ;  and  at  the  other, 
where  there  was  a  population  of  over 
1,500,  it  was  signed  by  just  three  per- 
sons. Then,  again,  in  the  principal 
bank  of  the  town  in  which  he  (Mr. 
O'Sullivan)  resided,  the  local  gentleman 
who,  he  had  already  told  the  House, 
was  very  active  in  getting  up  Petitions 
in  favour  of  this  Bill,  lefb  one  of  those 
Petitions  on  the  public  counter  for  the 
purpose  of  having  it  signed.  He  (Mr. 
O'Sullivan)  had  occasion  to  go  to  the 
bank  for  five  consecutive  days,  and 
through  those  five  days  there  was  not  a 
single  name  signed  to  the  Petition, 
though  thousands  of  persons  must  have 
seen  it  in  that  time.  Would  the  House 
require  further  proof  to  show  how 
unpopular  this  Bill  was  amongst  the 
peop^  whom  it  affected  ?  The  Sunday 
closers  depended  more  on  votes  than 
thev  did  on  argpiments  in  carrying  their 
Bill.  If  the  Sunday  closing  genUemen 
laid  out  one-half  the  money  they  were 
spending  in  promoting  the  Bill  on 
tne  improvement  of  labourers'  dwell- 
ings in  Ireland,  they  would  find  they 
would  do  far  more  to  promote  the 
cause  of  temperance  and  morality  than 
they  could  ever  accomplish  by  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House.  But  the  fact 
was,  that  these  people  looked  upon  the 
tradesmen  and  labourers  in  his  country 
as  a  parcel  of  children  who  required  to 
be  watched  in  all  their  movements.  On 
Sunday  drunkenness  was  much  less  in 
proportion  than  on  any  other  day  in  the 
week.  The  arrests  on  Sunday  in  Lei- 
trim,  instead  of  beine  I -7th,  were  only 
1.30th ;  in  Londonderry,  l-d6th ;  in 
Louth  and  Boscommon,  1-1 5th ;  in  Mayo, 
l-13th;  in  the  North  Riding  of  Tip- 
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peraiy,  where  the  pablio-hoosee  were 
open,  1-1 8th;  and  in  the  South  Hiding, 
where  they  were  in  a  great  part  cloeed, 
1-1  dth.  In  fonr  districts  of  Tipperary, 
where  the  population  numbered  23,270, 
and  the  public-houses  were  open,  the  con- 
victions for  drunkenness  on  Sunday  in 
1876  were  649;  while  in  three  districts 
of  the  same  county,  with  a  population  of 
4,352,  where  the  public-houses  were 
closed,  the  convictions  were  894.  Take 
the  Tipperary  petty  sessions  district,  with 
a  population  of  16,953 — a  district  where 
total  Sunday  closing  was  carried  out  at 
the  request  of  the  late  Archbishop — and 
compare  it  with  several  similar  sized  in 
the  neighbouring  counties  where  the 
public-houses  were  open  .on  Sunday. 
The  total  number  of  convictions  for 
drunkenness  in  this  district  for  the  year 
1876  was  771.  The  nearest  town  he 
could  get  in  the  next  county  where 
public-houses  were  open  on  Sundays, 
with  about  an  equal  population,  was 
Fermoy,  oounty  Cork.  With  a  popula- 
tion of  15,179,  or  a  little  leas  than  Tip* 
perary,  the  convictions  for  drunkenness 
m  1876  were  219,  or  very  little  more 
than]  one-fourth  the  drunkenness  which 
took  place  in  the  district  where  Sunday 
closing  was  observed.  The  next  town 
he  could  find  with  a  similar  population 
to  that  of  Tipperary  in  the  next  adjoin- 
ing oounty  was  Newcastle  West,  in  the 
county  Limerick.  With  a  population  of 
16,987,  or  just  34  persons  more  than 
Tipperary,  he  found  the  convictions  for 
drunkenness  in  that  district,  where  the 
public-houses  were  open  on  Sunday, 
during  the  year  1876  was  390,  or  about 
one-half  the  convictions  that  took  place 
in  Tipperary,  with  a  smaller  population, 
and  where  the  public-houses  were  sup- 
posed to  be  all  closed  on  Sundays.  It 
was  true  the  House  referred  this  Bill  to 
a  Select  Committee ;  but  what  confidence 
did  they  think  would  be  placed  in  that 
Committee  by  the' people  of  Uie  South, 
the  West,  and  the  East  of  Ireland,  when 
they  found  that  more  than  one-third  of 
the  Committee  was  composed  of  Bepre- 
sentatives  from  the  Scotch,  Sabbatarian 
North  of  Ireland,  where  nine-tenths  of 
the  agitation  for  this  BiU  was  carried 
on,  and  that  more  than  one*fourth  of 
the  Committee  was  composed  of  extreme 
teetotallers  who  would  look  on  it  as 
almost  a  crime  for  any  man  to  take  a 

Eint  of  beer  or  a  glass  of  whiskey  ?    He 
ad  given  the  House  some  statisties; 
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but  if  he  were  to  go  through  them  all 
he  would  require  two  more  botirB  to 
finish  his  observations. 

It  being  now  ten  minutes  befors 
Seven  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  this  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  sittuig  at 
Seven  of  the  dock. 


The  House  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 

VACCINATION.— EESOLUnON. 
Eabl  PERCY,  in  rising  to  move — 

*^  That  it  ifl  expedient  that  an  inquiry  thoald 
be  infftitnted  into  the  practice  of  racrination, 
for  the  purpoae  of  aaoertaining  whether  it  cbb- 
not  be  condQcted  in  a  more  aatia&ctory  manzwr 
than  it  is  at  present," 

said,  he  did  not  bring  the  question  for- 
ward because  he  was  in  any  aense  op- 
posed to  vaccination.      On  the  contrary, 
he    emphatically   stated  that    no   one 
oould  have  a  higher  estimate  than  he 
had  of  the  value  of  vaccination ;  and  his 
object  on  that  occasion  was,  if  poeaihle, 
to  improve  the  present  mode  of  prac- 
tising it  rather  than  in  any  way  to  di- 
minish the  benefits  accruing  from   it 
There  were  a  class  of  persons  in  this 
oountry  who  called  themaelves  anti-vac- 
cinationists.    They  were  not  very  nume- 
rous, but  their  number  was  increasing, 
and  they  were  extremely  active.    The 
language   which  they    held,   while   in 
many  respects  foolish,  was  to  a  certain 
extent  mischievous,  and  worthy  the  at- 
tention of  those  who  had  the  control  of 
the  manner  in  which  vaccination  was 
carried  out.     He  oonfeesed  he  had  a 
certain  sympathy  with  those  persons; 
but  he  was  not  disposed  in  any  degree 
to  palliate  their  resistance  to  the  law  ex 
their  efforts  to  incite  others  to  resist  it 
Neither  was  he  inclined  to  defend  those 
who,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  in  different 
parts  of  the  country,  occupying  posts 
of  trust  for  enforcing  the  law,  showed 
themselves  very  slack  in  putting  it  into 
operation.    He  was,  however,  anxioos 
that    those    who    opposed    vaccination 
should  be  left  without  a  shadow  of  ex- 
cuse for  their  oonduct.    The  notions  of 
those  persons  were  in  many  ways  very 
erroneous.     Since  he  had  taken  up  thai 
subject  hehadreceived  many  lettersabottt 
it  from  various  sources.    In  one  of  them 
the  absurd  idea  was  expressed  that  the 
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finhtre  of  the  FrenoH  in  the  Franco- 
German  War  was  dne  to  the  fact  that 
aU  French  soldiers  were  subjected  to 
cofnpnisory  vaccination.      The  agitation 
on  that  question  had  almost  assumed  a 
politioal  character,  electors  being  urged 
to  sign  a  pledge  that  they  would  vote  in 
fsTour  of  no  candidate  for  a  seat  in  that 
House  who  did  not  promise  to  oppose 
cnrnpulaorj  raccination.      There  was  no 
greater  pest  than  the  taking  up  of  a 
c&tch-crj  and  making  it  a  test  question 
ftt  elections,  and  vaccination  was  about 
the  last  subject  that  he  wished  to  see 
treated  in  that  way.    An  article  in  one 
of  the  organs  of  the  anti-vaccinationists 
WIS  headed   "The  wickedness  of  en- 
forcing unjust  laws  and  the  duty  of  re- 
ftistiBg  them."      Now,  there  might  be  a 
question  whether  a  particular  Dtw  was 
Kood  or  bad,  but  when  a  law  was  once 
otablished  it  was  incumbent  on  all  good 
citizens  to  reepect  it.     The  spirit  which 
•ctoated  some  of  the  anti-vaccinationists 
prompted  them  to  suggest  that  where 
Ttednation  had  been  oompulsorily  car- 
md  out,  means  should  be  employed  to 
mider  it  a  failure.    He  did  not  know 
whether  any  antidote  to  vaccination  was 
known ;  but  the  spirit  to  which  he  had 
rderred  ought,  if  possible,  to  be  sup- 
pressed. Members  of  the  highest  classes 
•ff  society,  and  even  of  that  House,  had 
iipi  eased  to  him  their  disinclination  to 
albw  their  children  to   be  vaccinated 
from  the  ordinary  lymph,  but  only  £rom 
Imph  which  they  could  trace  from  an 
aadonbted  source.  That  might  or  might 
SAt  be  reasonable ;  but  it  at  any  rate 
•bowed  in  some  minds  certain  doubts  of 
th«  nature  of  the  lymph  that  was  now 
xawraDy  used.    It  was  desirable  that 
W9  should  take  away  any  excuse  for 
Mich  a  feeling,  and  give  them  the  cer- 
tainty that  the  lymph  was  the  purest 
and  the  most  efficacious  which  could  be 
^c«i«d.    The  statistics  upon  the  subject 
v«n  frequently  quoted  to  show  the  most 
n«trary   reeults;     and,    therefore,    he 
should  use  them  only  with  the  greatest 
difidenoe,  leaving  the  House  to  take 
tbem  for  what  they  were  worth.     The 
tiUgations  made  against  the  lymph  now 
ia  iwe  were  twofold — firstly,  that  it  had 
bj  eoQstant  transmission  through  various 
pcnons  lost    its  force ;  and,   secondly, 
'hst  it  was  a  vehicle  for  other  maladies. 
With  rsgazd  to  the  first  of  these  allega- 
t3o«i«  he  thought  it  was  admitted  by  the 
n^  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 


the  Local  Oovemment  Board  that  there 
had  been  very  little  new  lymph  intro- 
duced into  the  public  vaccination  estab- 
lishments for  tne  last  70  years;  and 
hon.  Members  might  judge  for  them- 
selves whether  the  lymph  in  use  was 
not  likely  to  have  deteriorated  in  that 
time.  Before  Jenner  instituted  vacci- 
nation in  1796,  the  deaths  from  small- 
pox were  52,000  annually.  But  from 
that  date  down  to  1825  there  was  no 
epidemic  of  small-pox.  In  1838  there 
was  a  small-pox  epidemic;  another  in 
1840-1;  others  in  1845,  1848,  1851-2, 
1857-9,  1863-5,  1870-2,  and  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  The  deaths  in  the  epidemic 
of  1857-9  were  14,244 ;  those  in  1863-5, 
20,059;  and  those  in  1871-2,  44,840. 
The  increase  of  the  population  between 
the  first  two  of  those  aates  was  7  per  cent, 
and  of  deaths  from  small-pox  nearly  50 
per  cent ;  and  between  the  second  and 
third  periods  the  increase  of  the  popula- 
tion was  10  per  cent,  and  of  the  fatalities 
from  small-pox  120  per  cent.  From 
1854  to  1863  there  were  33,515  deaths, 
and  from  1864  to  1873,  70,458 ;  and  the 
Eegistrar  General,  in  his  Eeport  for  1 872, 
said  that  while  the  annual  mortality  in 
the  20  years  was  at  the  rate  of  2*4,  in 
1871  it  was'  10-24,  and  in  1872  833, 
and  this  with  the  most  laudable  efforts 
to  extend  vaccination  by  legislation.  It 
was  sometimes  said  that  the  number  of 
deaths  were  fewer  in  comparison  with 
the  number  of  cases ;  but  that  would  not 
defeat  the  position  which  he  took  up. 
The  weakness  of  the  lymph  now  in  use 
had  been  long  admitted.  As  to  the 
idea  that  other  diseases  were  transmis- 
sible through  vaccine  lymph,  that  was 
of  course  a  subject  Uiat  required  a  pro- 
fessional mind  to  appreciate  the  facts  of 
the  case.  In  1857  it  was  the  almost 
universal  opinion  of  doctors  that  vacci- 
nation could  not  carry  with  it  any  other 
disease.  Mr.  8imon,  Medical  Officer  to 
the  Privy  Council,  in  his  Eeport,  said 
that  almost  all  the  most  eminent  doctors 
in  all  parts  of  Europe  denied  the  possi- 
bility of  any  other  malady  being  trans- 
mitted by  means  of  vaccination.  But 
the  opinions  of  doctors  on  that  subject 
had  very  materially  changed  within  the 
last  few  years.  M.  Hicord,  Mr.  Simon, 
Dr.  Ballard,  and  Mr.  Hutchinson,  were 
instances  of  those  who  had  at  length 
admitted  that  diseases  might  be,  and, 
indeed,  were  sometimes,  transmitted  by 
vaccine  lymph.     Admitting   that    evil 
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might  occur  from  the  use  of  impure 
lymph,  the  first  doubt  was  as  to  how 
great  that  danger  was.  As  long  as  that 
doubt  remain^  in  people's  minds  they 
naturally  took  considerable  interest  in 
obtaining  lymph  as  pure  as  possible, 
and  in  being  able  to  trace  it  to  its 
source.  He  might  be  asked  what  re- 
medy he  had  to  propose  for  this  state  of 
things.  He  candidly  confessed  that  he 
had  no  remedy  to  propose.  He  did  not 
think  himself  competent,  and  he  rather 
doubted  whether  the  House  itself  was 
competent,  at  once  and  directly  to  pro- 
pose such  a  remedy.  But  if  what  he 
nad  stated  was  true — if  small-pox  was 
on  the  increase,  and  if,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  transmission  of  disease  by 
vaccine  matter  had  been  proved  to  have 
occurred,  he  thought  that  he  was  justi- 
fied in  moving  that  some  further  inquiry 
should  be  made  into  the  subject.  He 
should  be  content  to  leave  the  form  of 
the  inquiry,  whether  it  should  be  by 
Commission  or  Ck)mmittee,  to  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  House.  Perhaps, 
however,  he  might  venture  to  suggest 
that  further  inquiry  should  be  made 
into  the  results  of  the  Belgian  system  of 
vaccination  from  the  calf,  which,  it  was 
asserted,  had  been  most  successfiil.  It 
was  true  that  some  time  ago  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
had,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  ror  Mid  Surrey  (Sir  Trevor 
Lawrence),  stated  that  Dr.  Seaton  had 
reported  unfavourably  of  that  system  as 
being  uncertain  and  violent  in  its  ef- 
fects ;  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
Dr.  Seaton  made  his  investigations  into 
the  Belgian  system  in  1869,  and  that  it 
had  been  greatly  improved  since  then. 
27i0  Lancet,  in  commenting  upon  the 
answer  of  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  declared  that  the 
time  had  come  when  further  investiga- 
tion into  that  system  had  become  impe- 
rative, and  that  the  feeling  of  medical 
men  in  Belgium  was  steadily  growing 
in  favour  of  animal  vaccination.  He 
therefore  suggested  that  the  point  to  be 
investigated  was  whether  the  statements 
publicly  made  in  Belgium  on  this  sub- 
ject were  correct  or  not ;  and  in  the  event 
of  their  being  shown  to  be  incorrect, 
what  means  could  be  adopted  in  this 
country  for  obtaining  purer  lymph  than 
we  now  possessed.  He  knew  four  or 
five  medical  men  in  this  country  who 
had  for    some   time   practised  animal 
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vaccination  with  the  greatest 
and  he  had  also  heard  mat  it  hadprortd 
equally  successful  in  America.  He 
must  remind  the  House  that  our  Yaooi* 
nation  Laws  were  of  an  ezoeptaooal 
character,  and  that,  therefore,  it  wai 
especially  necessary  that  we  thanM 
guard  the  child  whom  we  vaceinatad— 
often  against  the  will  of  its  parent — 
from  even  the  suspicion  of  danger.  H« 
thought  that  no  expense  of  a  moderate 
amount  should  be  spared  to  bring  thii 
question  to  a  successful  iosiie.  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  fbr 
South  Durham  (Mr.  Pease)  was  on« 
from  which,  speaking  for  himself,  he 
should  not  dissent;  but  if  any  hoiL 
Member  could  devise  any  better  means 
than  at  present  existed  by  which  vaod- 
nation  could  be  carried  out,  he  would 
throw  no  objection  in  the  waj.  Ho 
was  strongly  of  opinion  that  there  ahoaid 
be  some  inquiry  mto  the  practioe,  at  to 
whether  an  improvement  should  not  be 
made  in  the  carrying  out  of  vacn'natioB, 
and  therefore  it  was  he  brought  forwaH 
his  Motion^ 

Mb.  GBEENE,  in  seconding  the  Be- 
solution,  expressed  his  regret  mat  th«r» 
was  not  a  fuller  House  to  listen  to  th« 
debate  upon  this  subject ;  but  after  the 
proceedings  of  last  night  the  thinnea 
of  the  House  was  not  a  matter  of  sor^ 
prise.  The  subject  was  one  which  was 
occupying  the  public  mind  in  vanons 
ways.  There  was  no  doubt  that  then 
was  much  misunderstanding  on  the  ques- 
tion. People  were  apt  to  beHeve  that 
every  attempted  operation  of  vaodnatioa 
was  succesuul,  but  such  was  not  the 
case,  and  he  made  this  statement  on  the 
authority  of  several  eminent  medietl 
men.  There  was  no  doubt,  however, 
that  wherever  persons  had  been  pro- 

gerly  vaccinated  the  cases  of  snudl-poz 
ad  been  very  few  indeed,  and  there 
had  been  scarcely  any  deaths ;  and, 
therefore,  he  was  the  more  anxious  to 
remove  all  possible  objections  that  oooU 
be  raised  against  it.  Like  all  other  sci- 
entific questions,  vaccination  required 
occasional  investigation,  as  new  lacH 
were  discovered ;  but  he  thought  there 
could  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  general  pro- 
position that  its  effect  was  beneficial, 
and  the  iacts  which  had  been  quoted  hj 
the  noble  Lord  made  it  equally  detr 
that  vaccination  by  means  of  animtl 
lymph  had  better  effects  than  were 
produced  by  means  of  the  lymph  ordi* 
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^MoStj  naed.  It  was  important  that  at 
the  piMeiit  time  an  inquiry  should  be 
made,  and  he  hoped  that  the  Committee 
uked  for  by  the  noble  Lord  would  be 
gnnted. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"Thit  it  i«  expedient  that  an  inqniiy  ahonld 
\m  iMtitnted  into  the  prmotioe  of  Taccination,  for 
tlM  puipoee  of  aaceiwning  whether  it  cannot 
hs  oondncted  in  a  more  satii&ictory  manner  than 
it  ii  at  preeent."— (£^r/  Ptrey.) 

Mft.  PEASE,  in  rising  to  move,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  add — 

**  And  whether  the  Law  relating  to  the  ac- 
namlation  or  repetition  of  penalties  for  the 
■Be  offenee  doea  not  require  amendment,'* 

•aid,  he  aneed  entirely  with  the  views 
of  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  importance 
of  Tarrination ;  but  he  wished  to  bring 
igain  before  the  House  the  question  of 
mflii^ting    cumulative    penalties    upon 
offenders  against  the  laws  relating  to 
▼aodnation.     He  had  already  brought 
tbft  Question  before  the  House  in  a  ge- 
nenl  form  on  one  or  two  occasions ;  but, 
M  be  saw  no  similar  opportunity  in  the 
coime  of  the  present  Session  of  doing 
•0,  he  had  thought  it  right  to  raise  it  on 
the  matter  of  vaccination,  the  law  oon- 
oeniinff  which,  as  far  as  the  question  of 
wwalties  went,  seemed  to  him  unduly 
ttai^     JxL  judging  of  the  results  of 
Tseonation,  Uiey  ought  to  make  some 
iOowanoe   for   constitutional    derange- 
BMotv  difficulties  in  the  carrying  out  of 
tbe  law,  and  want  of  experience  in  the 
practitioner.  When,  however,  they  came 
to  eoasider  the  subject  of  cumulative 
penalties,  they  ought  to  remember  that, 
MQording    to    the   Betum   before  the 
House,  ^ere  had  been,  from   1870  to 
1874,  5,490  prosecutions,  2,650  convic- 
tioas,  103  double  convictions,  43  persons 
ooavioted    three    times,   20  five  times, 
ftwr  9  times,  four    10    times,  one   12 
times,  two  16,  and  two  19  times,  for  non- 
eonplianoe  with  the  Act.     Such  a  list 
M  that  fcKnned,  in  effect,  a  great  barrier 
in  the  way  of  carryinK  out  a  sanitary 
law.    He  had  received  letters  from  va- 
rious counties,  the  writers  stating  that 
they  had  suffered  many  penalties,  one 
to  ttie  extent  of  £46  ;  anotner,  who  had 
bean  fined  £19  in  two  years,  and  would 
•dhr  more  rather  than  have  their  chil- 
irsa  vaednated.  They  had  also  the  case 
of  a  Board  of  Guardians  marched  off  to 
ToA  Caalla  to  purge  their  oontempt  for 
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disobedience  to  the  law.  He  did  not  deny 
that  compulsion  might  be  necessary; 
but  the  kind  of  compulsion  that  ought 
to  be  resorted  to  was  a  different  matter. 
A  police  officer  could  not  enter  a  cot- 
tage by  force  and  carry  off  a  child  to 
be  vaccinated.  The  child  remained 
unvaccinated,  and  all  the  law  did  was 
to  fine  the  parent.  The  law,  as  it  now 
stood,  was  one  ^aw  for  the  rich  and  an- 
other for  the  poor,  because  the  rich  man 
could  afford  to  pay  the  fine  and  the  poor 
man  could  not.  There  was  a  good  deal 
of  distrust  of  medical  men  amongst  the 
working  classes ;  because  imless  suffi- 
cient care  was  tciken  it  was,  of  course, 
possible  to  inoculate  a  disease  worse 
than  small-pox  itself.  He  had  in  his 
hand  a  letter  fr^m  a  gentleman  who 
stated  that  he  would  rather  pay  any 
amount  of  fines  than  have  his  only  sur- 
viving child  vaccinated.  He  had  lost  his 
other  children  who  had  been  vaccinated, 
but  the  child  in  question  was  a  healthy 
child,  and  he  would  suffer  any  penalty 
rather  than  subir^*^  it  to  the  process. 
There  was  no  logic  in  their  present  pro- 
ceeding ;  for,  as  he  had  said,  the  onild 
was  allowed  to  eo  fr^e  and  remain  un- 
vaccinated, whue  cumulative  penalties 
were  heaped  upon  the  parent.  It  was  a 
question  of  the  degree  of  compulsion 
tnat  ^ould  be  used  to  attain  the  object 
which  they  had  in  view.  As  long  as  the 
present  uncertainty  existed,  it  was  im- 
possible to  go  on  with  the  present  sys- 
tem of  accumulating  fines  upon  the  head 
of  the  same  luckless  individual.  If  there 
were  those  who  did  not  believe  in  the 
theory  of  vaccination,  he  thought  they 
should  be  let  off  upon  as  low  terms  as 
possible,  as  long  as  the  merely  idle  and 
careless  did  not  escape.  His  object  had 
been  to  show  the  great  hardship  of  these 
fines  upon  people  who,  having  seen  the 
effect  of  vaccination  upon  their  own  fa- 
milies, demurred  to  having  their  chil- 
dren poisoned  by  this  process.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  oy  moving  his 
Amendment. 

Mb.  JAMES,  in  seconding  the  Amend- 
ment, said,  that  this  question  had  not 
been  discussed  in  the  present  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  if  the  present  system  was  to  be 
maintained  it  would  be  necessary  to  have 
some  inquiry  into  its  working.  The 
statistics  were  imperfect,  and  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  make  out  how  far  vaccination  had 
been  really  successful.  A  certain  num- 
ber of  people  were  opposed  to  it,  and  it 
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was  only  by  repeated  inquiries  and  dis- 
cussions that  its  great  adrantages  would 
be  generally  recognized,  and  not  by  im- 
posing these  constant  penalties,  which 
amounted  in  some  cases  to  persecution. 
"Would  Members  of  that  House  like  to 
take  their  children  to  be  vaccinated  at 
some  low  vaccination-station  likeBethnal 
Green  or  the  purlieus  of  Westminster, 
where  they  could  make  no  inquiry  as  to 
the  antecedents  of  the  children  from 
whom  the  vaccine  matter  was  taken  ?  It 
was  almost  impossible  to  controvert  the 
result  of  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  of 
1871 — namely,  that  cow-pox  was  a  very 
great  protection  against  small-pox,  and 
&the  operation  were  properly  performed 
injury  to  the  health  would  not  follow. 
Some  poor  children,  and  even  adults, 
had  been  injured  by  vaccination,  and  by 
the  use  of  dirty  instruments.  He  trusted 
that  the  GK>vemment  would  adopt  the 
principle  of  the  Scotch  Act.  Even  with 
all  these  cumulative  penalties  the  State 
might  go  on  fining,  but  did  not  secure 
the  vaccination  of  the  child.  In  the  case 
of  Abel  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  opposite  would  prevent  further  pro- 
secutions against  him.  The  feeling  out- 
of-doors  was  not  so  much  against  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  against  the 
officials  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
who  wished,  apparently,  to  be  autocrats. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  add,  at  the  end  of  the  Question,  the  words 
'*  and  whether  the  Law  relating  to  the  aocnmu- 
lation  or  repetition  of  penalties  for  the  same 
offence  does  not  require  amendment." — {Mr. 
Fea*e,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Sra  TEEVOE  LAWRENCE,  having 
vaccinated  thousands  and  superintended 
the  vaccination  of  tens  of  thousands, 
thought  the  dissatisfaction  which  pre- 
vailed in  the  country  was  somewhat 
exaggerated,  and  that  it  was  largely 
counteracted  by  a  very  strong  feeling 
in  favour  of  vaccination.  He  deprecated 
the  idea  that  the  subject  could  be  treated 
from  the  point  of  view  of  those  who 
thought  they  knew  their  own  constitu- 
tions and  t^ose  of  their  children  —  a 
notion  which,  if  carried  out,  would  lead 
to  such  practice  as  that  of  the  ship  sur- 
geon, who  said  to  his  passenger  patients 
— "You  are  old  enough  to  know  your 
own  constitution ;  there  is  the  medicine 
chest ;  take  what  you  think  will  do  you 
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good."  The  statistics  relatm^  to  At 
attendants  at  the  London  hospitals  wen 
remarkable,  as  showing  an  almost  oob- 
plete  immunity  from  small-poz  oa  tks 
part  of  those  who  had  been  re-vacciDatad; 
but  vaccination  could  not  be  done  care- 
lessly, or  in  a  hurry.  The  operation  in 
itself  was  not  an  uncertain  one^  and  th* 
failures  were  due  to  the  want  of  cart 
and  skill  on  the  part  of  medical  men. 
one  of  whom  surprised  him  the  other 
day,  when  vaccinating  a  child  of  hii 
own,  by  using  ivory  points  instead  of 
fresh  lymph  from  the  arm  or  tobsi. 
He  hoped  the  President  of  the  Loeal 
Oovemment  Board  would  favour  all 
measures  that  could  promote  efficiency; 
and,  in  particular,  that  he  would  do  what 
he  could  to  facilitate  animal  vaccinatioa. 
One  medical  man  in  London  had  kept  op 
a  supply  of  animal  vaccine ;  but  the  ex- 
pense of  maintaining  it  was  so  consider- 
able, and  the  applications  for  it  were  wo 
few,  that  he  was  obliged  to  give  n 
keeping  it.  What  was  really  required 
was  a  sufficient  supply  of  animal  Ijmiib 
for  emergencies  like  tiiat  caused  by  md 
smaU-pox  epidemic  of  the  present  year* 
to  meet  the  prejudices  of  those  who  ob- 
jected to  vaccination  from  arm  to  arm. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  warned  the  Hoose 
against  committing  itself  to  any  dogmatie 
certainty  on  the  subject  of  vaocinatioQ. 
pointing  out  that  the  unanimity  wbifh 
once  prevailed  among  the  Medical  Fh>> 
fession  in  reference  to  the  now  discarded 
and  prohibited  system  of  inocnlatioQ 
ought  to  make  people  cautions  in 
that  respect.  The  question,  he  uiged, 
was  not  altogether  a  medical  one,  but 
ought  to  be  viewed  in  relation  to  tbs 
feelings  of  the  people  who  were  sab^ 
jected  to  the  law.  It  was  proved  hdart 
the  Select  Committee  which  last  in- 
quired into  this  subject  that  vaccinaton 
were  sometimes  careless;  that  discfw 
of  the  most  loathsome  character  wert 
sometimes  introduced  into  the  system  by 
the  process  of  vaccination ;  and  it  shosld 
not  DC  forgotten  that  some  of  the  rte- 
cine  matter  now  used  had  been  pasnof 
from  arm  to  arm  and  from  system  to 
system  for  70  years,  for  nearly  all  th* 
matter  used  was  derived  from  tbat 
which  Jenner  first  obtained  tram  aai- 
mals.  Was  it  surprising,  in  tbeM 
circumstances,  that  some  people  tlumld 
have  a  deep-rooted  and  oonsdeatioBi 
objection  to  the  vaccination  of  tbdr 
children?    For  his  own  part,  he  was  iw< 
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diipoMd  to  ooqumI  people  to  sabmit  pae- 
■ftty  to  Uwfl  wfaicn  in  their  hearts  they 
thoroogliljdiMpproTecl,  eepecially  when 
their  oonMienee  and  their  health  were 
eoneomed.  The  caee  waa  eminently  one 
&r  inquiry.  At  present,  although  the 
Twimnatioa  we  poeeessed  on  the  subject 
VM  Hmited,  magistrates  set  themselves 
to  eofivoe  the  law  in  something  like 
pasMK,  b«ing  apparently  reeolyed  to 
Bake  tiie  unhappy  persons  who  ob- 
leeted  and  were  brought  before  them 
Mad  aabmiflsiy^  to  we  yoke  at  any 
«ost;  and  tiie  oountrr  had  seen  the 
iOagal  spectacle  of  the  Ohairman  of 
a  Board  of  Ouardians  direotine  a  prose- 
cvtion  and  afterwards  himsdf  sitting 
ea  the  bench  of  magistrates  to  try  the 
mm.  In  one  case  which  had  come 
to  his  knowledge  it  was  said  that  a 
nan  had  been  summoned  for  yaccina- 
tUB  offanoee  no  fewer  than  44  times 
ibee  tiie  year  1870,  and  another  had 
btea  proeeented  16  times.  He  regretted 
that  the  Begistrar  (General  had  taken 
«p  so  pronounced  a  position  on  the  ques- 
tioa,  Mcauae  his  doing  so  was  calculated 
to  throw  doubt  on  his  impartiality.  He 
ooetended  that  the  Amendment  of  the 
boa.  Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr. 
PMss)  should  stand  as  part  of  the 
cffiaiaal  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
ke  hoped  that  it  would  be  carried. 

Mb.  SCLATEB-BOOTHobseryedthat 
lbs  debate  had  trayelled  oyer  a  wide 
isU,  aad  he  fek  himself  placed  in 
A  postion  of  some  embarrasranent,  inas- 
waA  as  hie  noble  Friend  who  brought 
fefward  the  Motion  had  stated  at  the 
oQtwt  Iktt  he  was  in  fiatyour  of  compul- 
•ory  yaodnation ;  but  ^e  Meyer  of  the 
Afluodaieiit  had  laid  down  propositions 
sad  doctrines  entir^  antagonistic  to 
fhoee  wbieb  his  noUe  Friend  had  ad* 
Ttaead.  I>eaHng:fint  with  the  Motion, 
kt  mast,  howeyer,  say  that  his  noble 
Frisnd  had  produced  no  eyidence  what- 
•ysr  to  suMtantiate  the  accusations 
wUeh  he  had  preferred  a^;ain8t  the  prac- 
tioe  of  ooaspulsory  yaccmation  in  this 
flSttBivy.  He  had  adduced  no  names  of 
phyaoaas,  no  authority  whateyer  for  his 
ttpueadoee  against  that  practice.  His 
nohle  Friend  stated  that  yacdnation 
VM  unpopular  amour  large  dassee  of 
the  people.  No  doubt  compulsovy  in- 
Mbteaee  between  parent  and  diild 
■Ml  beuapopular,  but  Parliament  had 
Mded  that  such  tnterCsrence  waa  re- 
^vrsd  in  the  public  intereat;  and  the 


medical  testimony  on  which  the  Act  was 
based  was  accepted  by  the  great  mass  of 
medical  men,  not  only  in  this  Kingdom, 
but  in  Christendom.  His  noble  Friend 
assumed  that  the  lymph  now  in  use 
among  the  doctors  of  this  country  had 
lost  its  efficacy ;  but  he  did  not  say  on 
what  foundation  that  assumption  rested. 
[Earl  Phmjt  :  On  statistics.  J  His  noble 
Friend  had  adduced  statistics  with  the 
yiew  of  showing  that  small-pox  was 
now  more  preyalent  and  more  fatal  than 
in  times  past,  and  he  could  not  now 
undertake  to  follow  him  with  statistics 
which  might  be  brought  forward  in 
opposition  to  that  allegation.  He  knew, 
howeyer,  that  in  the  last  century  1-1 4th 
of  the  whole  deaths  in  the  Kingdom 
arose  from  small-pox ;  that  asylums 
were  filled  with  persons  who  had  been 
blinded  or  crippled  by  the  disease ;  and 
that  one-fifth  of  our  soldiers  and  Militia 
then  suffered  more  or  less  from  the 
results  of  its  rayages.  He  thought  he 
need  not  undertake  at  this  time  of  day 
to  proye  what  he  belieyed  was  an  ad- 
mitted proposition — not  only  in  the 
House  but  in  the  country — that  small- 
pox was  held  in  check  by  the  system  of 
yacdnation.  The  noble  Lord  had  not 
conyinced  him  that  he  had  any  autho- 
rity  for  making  his  statements  to  the 
contrary.  The  noble  Lord  assumed 
that  yacdnation  from  the  cow  would 
produce  more  satisfactory  results,  and 
would,  in  fact,  enable  us  to  enforce 
yacdnation  in  a  way  that  he  thought 
would  be  justifiable.  Well  he  (Mr. 
Sdater-Booth)  could  only  say  in  reply 
to  that  statement  that  although  the 
greater  part  of  the  lymph  now  in  use 
in  this  country  had  been  deriyed  from 
the  Jennerian  stock  the  Vaccination  Es- 
tablishments neyer  neglected  an  oppor- 
tunity when  it  presented  itself  of  intro- 
ducing new  stocks  of  lymph,  and  one  of  the 
estabhshments  in  London  was  supplied 
almost  entirely  from  new  stocks  deriyed 
direct  from  the  animal  a  few  years  ago. 
The  noble  Lord  was,  therefore,  quite  in 
error  in  assuming  that  the  whole  of  the 
yaocine  matter  in  use  in  this  country  was 
worn  out  by  reason  of  lapse  of  time. 
Then  they  had  had  some  experience  of 
the  yalidity  and  satisfactory  character  of 
the  new  stocks  of  lymph.  The  results 
were  extremely  satisfactory,  but  not 
more  satisfactory  than  those  obtained 
at  any  of  the  other  yacdne  stations 
where  the  old  stocks  were  used.    Again, 
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he  must  say  when  his  noble  Friend  had 
asked  for  inquiry,  that  it  was  only  in 
1869  that  Dr.  Seaton,  on  behalf  of  the 
Gbvemment,  made  a  personal  investiga- 
tion into  the  condition  of  animal  lymph 
in  Belgium,  France,  and  Holland,  and 
the  result  of  his  investigation  was  to  be 
found  in  a  most  elaborate  report,  which 
he  (Mr.  Sdater-Booth)  then  held  in  his 
hand,  and  which  he  recommended  to  the 
study  of  hon.  Members  who  took  an 
interest  in  the  subject.  Yery  interest- 
ing experiments  had  been  made  with 
regard  to  lymph,  and  he  did  not  at  all 
wish  to  deprecate  the  continuance  of  ex- 
periments. On  the  contrary,  he  had  had 
many  communications  with  the  medical 
officer  on  the  subject,  and  that  gentle- 
man had  assured  him  that  he  was  willing 
and  ready  at  all  times  to  make  experi- 
ments and  follow  the  lights  which  mo- 
dem science  might  throw  upon  the  sub- 
ject. So  late  as  1875  the  French  phy- 
sicians discontinued  the  use  of  vaccine 
matter  direct  from  the  animal,  having 
found  that  it  produced  no  better  results 
than  those  produced  by  the  ordinary 
lymph,  while  the  effects  appeared  to  be 
mucn  more  uncertain.  With  regard  to 
the  wide- spread  feeling  that  was  said  to 
exist  among  the  public  in  reference  to 
the  operation  of  the  present  system,  he 
was  not  aware  that  there  was  evidence  to 
show  that  such  a  widespread  feeling  did 
exist,  although  no  douDt  additioncd  in- 
terest had  been  awakened  by  the  recent 
outbreak  of  small-pox ;  and  he  had  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  there  was  any 
foundation  for  it  in  the  minds  of  medical 
men  of  authority.  He  was  quite  will- 
ing, however,  to  assure  his  noble  Friend 
that  the  attention  of  the  medical  officers 
of  his  Department  would  be  continually 
directed  to  this  subject,  and  that  the 
Government  would  spare  no  expense 
either  to  continue  experiments,  or  to 
make  fresh  ones,  or  to  send  out  gen- 
tlemen to  make  inquiries  such  as  were 
made  a  few  years  ago  with  the  view 
of  ascertaining  the  most  recent  prac- 
tice and  experience  on  the  subject. 
Meanwhile,  the  information  before  him 
did  not  lead  him  to  suppose  that  the 
mischief  which  was  supposed  to  arise 
from  the  practice  of  vaccination  as  at 
present  pursued  would  be  at  all  cured 
by  the  new  species  of  vaccine  recom- 
mended. The  hon.  Member  who  seconded 
the  Motion  (Mr.  Greene)  had  used  argu- 
ments whidi   he    (Mr.   Sdater-Booth) 

Mr.  SdaUr-Booih 


thought  were  oontradiotory  of  each  oth«r. 
He  repeated  the  complaint  that  in  t)ie 
course  of  years  the  vaccine  matter  kid 
become  effete ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
he  stated  in  the  most  unqualified  tenns 
that  the  nurses  in  the  London  Hoepital. 
who  had  been  subjected  to  the  oumK 
friehtful  chances  of  catching  the  disetM, 
had  been  secured  against  it  by  the  pro- 
cess of  re- vaccination.     If  the  vaocnis 
matter  employed  in  those  bo8|ntala  had 
been  effete,  as  described,  how  was  it 
possible  that  those  extraordinary  resohi 
could  have  followed?    But  he  did  not 
understand  that  the  efficacy  of  vaodna- 
tion  was  the    point    now  in  questiaQ. 
Upon  that  all  seemed  to  be  agreed.    He 
was  in   constant    communication   with 
the    chairmen    and    managers   of  the 
metropolitan  district  hospitals,  and  he 
had  been   informed   by  sldlful  medical 
men  that  there  was   no  reason  what- 
ever to  believe  that  smaU-pox  had  ket 
either    its    virulency   or    its    epidemic 
effect,  or  that  it  was  less  kept  in  check 
than  heretofore  by  the  practice  of  vaoci- 
nation.    Certain  it  was  that  thon^  tiw 
number  of  deaths  arising  from  smaU- 
pox  during  the  past  Autumn  and  Spring 
had    not    been    great   compared   with 
deaths  from  the  same  cause  in  previoci 
epidemics,  the  character  of  Uie  disease 
was  as  loathsome  aa  could  possibly  he 
conceived.    Although    the    practice  of 
vaccination  might  be  open  to  some  ob- 
servation, it  was  a  provision  with  regard 
to  the  health  of  the  community  wh^  it 
would  be  criminal  on  the  part  of  tikose 
in  authority  to  ignore.    The  noble  Lord 
being  desirous  not  of  upsetdng  the  vac- 
cination laws,  but,  on  the  contrary,  of 
enforcing  them  with  a  stringency  whi^ 
he  himself  should  scarcely  be  inclined  to 
advocate,  had    suggested    that  animal 
lymph  should  be  used  in  vaccinatioiu 
The  hon.   Member  for  South  Durham 
(Mr.  Pease)  having  failed  in  obtainiora 
second  reading  for  his  Bill,  which  he 
regretted,  had  now  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect  that  the  inquiry  pro- 
posed   by  the  noble    Lord   shoold  be 
extended  to  the  subject  of  the  expedieocy 
of  continuing  the  accumulative  penaltiei 
against  those  who  were  guilty  of  a  breadi 
of  the  law^  on  this  subject.     It  was  quite 
true,  as  the  hon.  Member  stated,  that  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons which  sat  in  1 87 1  had  recommended 
among  other  things  that  no  penalty  be- 
yond the  second    should  be   entooed 
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•gminst  those  who  peniated  in  breaking 
the  law.    Yarioos  other  sugg^estions  had 
been  made,  some  of  which  were  plan- 
nble,  and  others  of  which  were  reason- 
able, bj  which  the  difficulty  with  regard 
to  these  accamulative  penalties  for  the 
same  offence,  which  he  admitted  were 
witboat  parallel  in  our  law,  might  be 
SToided.   These  suggestions  were  doubt- 
less worthy  of  consideration;    but  the 
main  difficulty  was  that  those  who  ob- 
jected to  vaccination  denounced  them  all, 
and  they  would  even  eschew  the  propo- 
Btion  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pease). 
The  fact  was  that  the  feeling  of  some  of 
th«  persons  who  were  opposed  to  vacci- 
nation  approached  that  of  religious  con- 
viction, and  such  persons  would  repudiate 
all  the  suggestions  which  had  been  made 
as  nnworthy  of  consideration  by  anti- 
vaocinationists.     But,  he  must  ask,  was 
Piuliament  prepared  to  go  the  length  of 
abrogating  all  the  laws  upon  this  sub- 
ject ?    That  was  the  difficulty  in  which 
he  found  himself  placed.    When  first  he 
aceeded  to  the  office  he  now  held  he 
ibasd  existing  among  certain  classes  a 
feeling  on  the  subject  which  commended 
itself  to  his  sjrmpathies  as  pointing  to  an 
anomaly  in  the  existing  law  ;  and  it  was 
in  the  hope  of  mitigating  the  hardships 
of  that  law  that  a  measure  was  passed 
through  Parliament  in  1874  with   the 
▼iew  of  enabling  the  Local  (Government 
Board  to  make  rules  and  reg^ations  as 
to  the  way  in  which  the  law  should  be 
enforced.     It  had  been  suggested  that 
lomething  further  ought  to  be  done  to- 
wards putting  a  stop  to  the  infliction  of 
repeated  penalties  for  the  same  offence ; 
but  it  was  difficult  to  know  where  to  be 
peremptory  and  where  to  leave  a  discre- 
tion to  the  local  authorities.    As  long 
ss  these  laws  remained  in  force  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  absolutely  necessary 
to  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the  prose- 
eating  authority  to  say  whether  it  was 
for  the  advantage  of  the  community  that 
these  penalties  should  be  enforced   or 
not.  Efe  thought  that  he  had  sufficiently 
indicated  the  feeling  of  the  Government 
that  these  repeated  prosecutions  should 
not  be  lightly  undertaken.  He,  however, 
was  not  prepared  to  say  that  in  districts 
vhere  the  An ti- Vaccination  Society  had 
interfered  unduly  to  prevent  the  whole- 
•ome  operation    of   the    law  that  the 
Qaardians  were  not  justified  in  insti- 
tvtiog  these  prosecutions  and  the  ma^s- 
tates  were  not  justified  in  convicting 


and  enforcing  the  penalties.    He  had 
repeatedly  had  his  attention  called  to  the 
subject,  and  he  should  have  been  glad  to 
ask  Parliament  again,  if  he  saw  his  way, 
to  consider  it;  but,   as  he  had  stated 
before  in  answer  to  Questions,  he  doubted 
whether  the  Government   could   carry 
through  Parliament  a  Bill  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  cutting  down  those 
penalties  and  breaking  down  the  strin- 
gency of  the  existing  law.     At  this  stage 
of  the  Session  it  was  not  possible  for  the 
Government  to  propose  any  alteration  in 
the  law  during  the  present  year;  but 
whether  it  might  be  possible  in  future 
years  to  propose  legislation  to  meet  the 
views  of  hon.  Members    opposite,   he 
could  not  say.     It  was  perfectly  true 
that  Mr.  Simon  was  never  in  favour  of 
the  cumulative  penalties.    The  difficulty 
Was  to  avoid,  in  any  change  of  the  law, 
breaking  down  the  securities  which  the 
law  now  gave.  They  did  not  know  what 
an  outburst  of  feeling  of  dissatisfaction 
would  be  encountered  if  any  Govern- 
ment attempted  to  comply  with  the  re- 
quirements   of    the     Anti-Yaccination 
Society.    At  the  same  time  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  undervalue  the  objections  of 
ignorant  people,  who  naturally  disliked 
interference    between    themselves    and 
their  children  for  an  object  which  they 
did  not  appreciate,  and  which,  never- 
theless, they  owed  to  the  whole  commu- 
nity to  permit  to  be  performed.     Then 
it  was  stated  that  other  diseases  were 
propagated  by  the  system ;  but  he  would 
say  that  out  of  the  many  millions  of  ope- 
rations which  had  been  performed  since 
the  inquiry  of  1871  they  had  not  found 
a  single  allegation  of  this  kind  which 
did  not  break  down  upon  inquiry.     He 
would  not  say  that  there  were  not  cases 
in  which  the  operation  was  performed  at 
improper  times,  and  that  erysipelas  was 
not  occasionally  induced  by  vaccination, 
as  it  was  by  any  other  wound ;  but  the 
greatest  pains  were    always  taken   to 
investigate    these    cases,   and    he  had 
never  hesitated  to  follow  them  up  and 
to  remove  vaccination  officers  who  were 
proved  to  have  improperly  performed 
their  duties.     Still,   he   coula  not  say 
that  these    complaints  were    frequent, 
or  that  when  investigated    they  were 
often  found  to  be  otherwise  than  ground- 
less.    Something  had  been  said  as  to 
the  fact  that  the  Goveriment  Depart- 
ment did  not  supply  pure  lymph  to  every 
practitioner    and   for  all  vaccinations. 
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answer  to  tMs  waa  simply  that  the 
artment  were  only  bound  to  supply 
ih  to  public  Taccinators  and  for 
lary  vaccinations,  for  which  opera- 
i  they  were  alone  responBible.  The 
ber  of  deaths  from  small-pox  in  the 
ent  epidemic  had  been  very  greatly 
ced.  He  thought  it  could  not  be 
nuch  deprecated  that  the  House  of 
mona,  at  a  time  like  the  present, 
lid  come  to  any  Besolutions  which 
id  imply  that  they  had  any  doubt  as 
le  need  of  a  universal  syBtem  of  vac- 

K.  W.  E.  F0E8TER  said,  he  had 
d  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
tleman  with  g^reat  pleasure.  He 
quite  aware  of  the  difficult  position 
hich  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
ed,  having  to  administer  a  very 
gent  compulsory  Act  which  affronted 
feelings  of  many  parents,  while  at 
same  time  he  was  obliged  to  ad- 
stor  it  in  order  to  gpiard  against  one 
;he  most  terrible  disorders.  He 
:ed  the  noble  Lord  would  be  content 

the  manner  in  which  the  Motion 
been  met  by  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
,  and  that  he  would  not  press  it  to  a 
lion.  It  was  asked  that  inquiry 
.Id  be  made  into  the  working  of  the 
nnation  Acts;  but  the  inquiry  was 
g  constantly  made,  as  he  knew  by 
irience,  by  the  able  men  who  were 
fie  head  of  the  Veterinary  Depart- 
t.  For  the  House  to  decide  that 
9  should  be  further  inquiry  would 

be  to  tell  the  country  that  the  House 
lommons  had  great  doubt  whether 
ination  was  satisfactorily  conducted. 
i  would  be  a  most  dangerous  step  to 
He  had  also  heard  the  right  hon. 
tleman'a  remarks  in  reference  to  the 
indment  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Ur. 
le)  with  great  pleasure)  for  the  prin- 
I  of  that  Amendment  he  did  not  op- 
,  For  his  part,  he  heartily  supported 
Amendment.  It  had  been  his  duty  to 
ide  over  a  Committee  which  inquired 

the  entire  subject  and  to  draw  up 
r  Beport,  and  afterwards  to  intro- 
I  a  Bill  to  give  effect  to  that  Beport ; 
he  could  not  but  remember  that  a 
ieion  of  that  Bill  similar  to  the 
indment  waa  struck  out  l^  a  small 
]rity  in"  anotherplace."  He  should 
lorry  to  say  a  word  against  the  prin- 
)  of  compulsory  vaccination.  His 
on  for  supporting  the  Amendment 

that  he  believed  it  would  enable 
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oedonts  in  his  favour.  No  one  knew 
more  about  the  subject  than  Mr.  Simon, 
and  the  Select  Committee,  which  was  at 
first  prejudiced,  after  a  careful  inquiry 
of  sereral  weeks  unanimously  determined 
to  reoommend  the  amendment  to  which 
he  alluded.  This  deqision  was  fully 
confirmed  by  this  House. 

Me.  WALTER  said,  he  had  the  mis- 
fortune to  have  one  or  two  constituents 
who  thought  they  had  been  persecuted 
in  regard  to  the  yaecination  of  their 
childreai,  and  it  had  been  his  duty  to 
r»plj  to  the  communications  they  had 
addressed  to  him.  He  rather  regretted 
thai  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Fortter)  had  not  entered  into  greater 
delail  so  as  to  explain  more  precisely  in 
what  way  he  would  meet  these  cases, 
bseauss  his  remarks  did  not  supply  him 
with  a  satisfactory  answer  to  these  oon- 
■titoeiits.  He  should  Hke  to  know  to 
what  extant  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
go  in  earrying  out  what  appeared  to  be 
a  dispensation  against  obeying  the  law. 
This  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  very 
dangerous  principle  to  admit — that  a 
peonniary  penalty  should  relieve  a  per- 
Mm  from  the  obligation  of  obeying  a  law 
passed  for  the  b^efit  of  the  community. 
A  good  deal  might,  no  doubt,  be  said  in 
favour  of  the  doctrine  that  there  should 
be  in  certain  cases  a  maximum  beyond 
which  penalties  should  not  be  inflicted  ; 
bat  would  his  right  hon.  Friend  apply 
the  same  doctrine  in  other  cases — to 
education,  for  instance  ?  There  was,  he 
bslieved,  no  limit  to  the  pecuniary  penal- 
ties to  which  a  parent  was  now  liable 
who  neglected  to  send  his  child  to  school, 
snd  would  his  right  hon.  Friend  apply 
any  Hmit  to  the  penalties  that  might  be 
imposed  on  these  parents? 

Ma.  W.  K  F0B8TEB  said,  that  there 
was  a  liability  to  imprisonment  in  the 
one  case  and  not  in  the  other. 

Ma.  WALTER  could  not  see  that  this 
vas  a  defensible  distinction.  There  were 
igsia  peaalties  under  the  Cattle  Plague 
Act  imposed  upon  those  who  removed 
thstr  osttls  against  the  law,  and  he  pre- 
ntaed  that  those  penaltiM,  however 
•evsre  they  might  be,  were  also  cumu- 
lative. There  ought  to  be  some  general 
mis.  He  wished  to  mention  the  way  in 
which  this  difficult  case — for  it  was  a 
▼wy  diAoult  ease— was  met  in  another 
oosatry,  the  most  allied  to  our  own  in  its 
xaMiMioiia— be  meant  the  United  States. 
ImI  jmr,  when  he  was  in  America,  he 


took  particular  pains  to  find  out  what 
the  laws  were  with  regard  to  vaccination, 
and  he  found  there  was  no  compulsory 
vaccination  whatever — that  was  to  say, 
no  direct  compulsion.  The  consequence 
was  that  in  some  places,  like  Cincinnati, 
where  there  was  a  large  German  com- 
munity who  had  strong  objections  to  vac- 
cination, the  smaU-pox,  when  it  came, 
made  frightful  ravages.  The  way  in 
which  the  matter  was  dealt  with  there 
was  this — they  did  not  by  law  compel 
people  to  be  vaccinated,  but  they  did 
not  admit  to  school  any  child  who  had 
not  been  vaccinated.  Now  that  we  had 
national  education,  conducted  under  a 
more  or  less  compulsory  system,  he 
would  ask  whether  there  might  not  be 
a  rule  laid  down  that  no  child  should  be 
admitted  to  an  elementary  school  who 
had  not  been  vaccinated  ?  He  had  been 
informed  by  an  authority  which  he  had 
no  reason  to  doubt  that  that  was  the 
general,  if  not  the  universal,  rule  in  the 
United  States.  If  a  similar  rule  were 
adopted  in  this  country  it  might  have  the 
effect  of  an  indirect  compulsion,  without 
the  more  stringent  and  disagreeable 
penalties  by  which  alone  compulsory 
vaccination  could  be  enforced. 

Earl  PERCY  said,  that  he  had  been 
urged  not  to  divide  the  House ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  said  that  he  had 
established  no  case,  and  if  he  did  not 
divide  it  would  be  admitting  the  charge. 
Either  the  lymph  was  in  a  useless  con- 
dition or  vaccination  was  not  a  sufficient 
remedy.  Cow-pox  was  not  an  uncom- 
mon disease  in  cows.  He  would  take  a 
division  on  his  own  Motion,  assenting  to 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Pease). 

Question  put,  and  o^m^  io» 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  56;  Noes 
106  :  Majority  50.  —  (Division  List, 
No.  216.) 


THE  CONFESSIONAL.— BESOLUTION. 

Me.  WHALLEY  moved— 

"  That,  bftTiog  regard  to  the  atate  of  the  Law 
which  renden  Uie  publication  of  an  obscene 
book  an  offenoe,  although  the  penon  publishing 
it  bo  not  actuated  by  any  desire  to  demve,  and 
to  the  absence  of  any  power  in  the  Education 
Department  to  interfere  with  the  religiouB 
teaching  in   public   elementary  schools  or  to 
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make  any  inquiry  thereon,  this  House  is  of 
opinion  that  the  doctrines  and  practices  set  forth 
in  a  book  entitled  *  The  Priest  in  Absolution,' 
and  carried  out  under  the  name  of  the  Confes- 
sional by  certain  clerg3rmen  of  the  Church  of 
Enfirland,  do  tend  to  deprave  and  are  dangerous 
to  the  b^  interests  of  society  and  of  religion/' 

Mb.  monk  seconded  the  Motion. 

Mk.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  had  only 
remarked  that  he  had  not  seen  the  book 
and  had  not  been  able  to  procure  a  oopj, 
when 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
TwelTe  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 


Wednesday,  4th  July,  1877. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  CoMMrpTEB  —  Army 
(Royal  Artillery  and  Engineer  Officers,  Ar- 
rears of  Pay),  nominated, 

PcBi.TC  Bills — Resolution  [June  29]  reported — 
Ordered — Fir»t  Reading — Puhlic  Loans  Re- 
mission* [226] ;  Telegraphs  (Money)  •  [227]. 

Ordered  —  Firet  Reading  —  Imprisonment  for 
Deht  ♦  [230] ;  Church  Patronajfe  (Scotknd) 
Law  Amendment  *  [231] ;  Board  of  Education 
(Scotland)  Continuance*  [229];  Colonial  Stock 
Transfer  (Stamp  Duty)  •  [228]. 

Second  Reading — Union  Justices  (Ireland)  [28], 
put  off;  Divine  Worship  Fadlitiee  [47] ; 
Agricultural  Tenements  Security  for  Im- 
provements [86],  debate  aefjoumed ;  Turnpike 
Acts  Continuance  •  [204]. 

Committee  —  Prisons  (S(X>tland)  {re-eomm,)  ♦ 
[124]  — R.p;  Reg^istered  Writs  Execution 
(Scotland)  ♦  [133J--R.P. 

Considered  as  amended — Qeneral  Police  and  Im- 
provement (Scotland)  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (Leith)  ♦  [211]. 

Third  Reading  —  General  Police  and  Im- 
provement (Scotland)  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (Dumharton)*  [208]  — (Glas- 
gow) ♦  [210J ;  City  of  London  Improve- 
ment Provisional  Oraer  Confirmation  (Golden 
Lane,  &c.)  *  [205] ;  Metropolis  Improvement 
Provisional  Orders  Confirmation*  [206]  ; 
Greenock  Improvement  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  *  [207] ;  Local  Government  Pro- 
visional Order  (Sewage)  ♦  [176]  ;  Colonial 
Fortifications*  [174J  ;  Provisional  Orders 
(Ireland)  Confinnation  (Artizans  and  La- 
hourers  Dwellings)  •  [20 1 J  ;  Provisional  Or- 
ders (Ireland)  Confinnation  (Ennis,  Sec.)  * 
2021;  Saint  Stephen's  Green  (Duhlin)  ♦ 
216],  BJid  passed. 
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UNION  JUSTICES  (IRELAND)  BILL 

(Jfr.  0*8uUivaH,  Captain  NoUm,   Mr.  Midmi 

Bower f  Mr,  (f  Byrne,) 

[bill   28.]     SBCOND   REAonro. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  O'SULLIYAN,  in  moying  Aat 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  nid, 
he  did  so  simply  for  the  reasons  denoted 
by  the  title  of  the  Bill,  for  the  better 
administration  of  justice  at  Petty  Ses- 
sions Oourto  in  Ireland.    He  aasorsd 
the  House  that  never  was  there  a  Bill 
brought  before  it  which  would  do  more 
to  give  the  working  classes  in  Iretead 
confidence  in  the  administration  of  ^ 
law  in  Pettr  Sessions  Courto  than  the 
Bill  which  he  was  moTing  for  seooed 
reading,  and  he  could  also  assure  ibe 
GK>Temment  that  the  people  had  act 
confidence  in  those  Courte  as  at  prsssnt 
constituted,    for    yery    good    ressoni 
There  were,  no  doubt,  many  good  tad 
faithful  magistrates  in  Ireland ;  buti  tt 
the  same  time,  there  were  still  a  Itfge 
number  who  did  not  bring  credit  to  th« 
Bench.    The   local  magistrates  repre- 
sented   the    landlords   throughout  the 
country,  with  very  few  exceptions;  tiM 
stipendiary  magistrates  represented  th« 
Government,  and  there  was  no  one  to 
represent  the  ratepayers  and  the  peof^. 
Hon.  Members,  he  was  satisfied,  wcrald 
see  that  that  was  a  steto  of  things  which 
required  someimproyement,  pai^^cularij 
in  a  country  like  Ireland,   where  the 
majority  of  the  landlords  differed  from 
the  great  mass  of  the  people  in  dasB,  in 
religion,  and  in  politics ;  but  that  woiild 
be  passed  oyer,  if  the  laws  were  admi- 
nistered on  equal  terms  to  all.  Hemsin- 
tained,  without  fear   of   contradiction, 
that  in  one-half  the  Petty  Session  osses 
in  Ireland  the  law  was  not  administend 
as  it  should  be.    And  the  oonsequeaM 
was,  there  was  more  disaffection  crested 
in  Petfr  Sessions  Oourte  in  Ireland  tins 
in  all  tne  other  Oourto  in  the  countij. 
He  proposed  to  giye  the  power  to  th« 
ratepayers  of  electing  one  magistrate 
for    eadi  Union    in   Ireland.    Aooog 
those  ratepayers  he  had  inchided  ervy 
landlord  who  would  register  his  diim 
toyoto,  as  at  present,  in  the  eledioaof 
Poor  Law  Guardians,  but  for 
only.    He  was  not  going  to  u 
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with,  or  depriTO  the  Lord  Chancellor  of, 
the  power  he  at  present  enjoyed  in  the 
eaae  of  the  other  magistrates,  that  of 
refiuing  to  sanction  any  magistrate  who, 
bethought,  was  an6t  for  the  position, 
or  to  remove  any  magistrate  whose  acts 
were  such  as  to  unfit  him  far  so  respon- 
nUe  a  position.  He  proposed  that  the 
person  elected  should  retain  office  for  five 
years,  and  he  eligible  for  re-election,  and 
that  the  Chairman  of  each  Union  should 
act  as  returning  officer,  to  saye  expense ; 
and  that  the  Yotes  should  be  taken  by 
Ballot,  the  same  as  at  Parliamentary 
and  municipal  elections.  Those  were 
the  different  dauses  of  the  Bill,  and 
hon.  ICembers  would  see  it  was  veiT 
ihort,  and  he  hoped  satisfactory.  It 
might  be  said  he  was  introducing  a  new 
law  into  the  country  in  giving  the  nomi- 
Batkm  of  magistrates  into  me  hands  of 
the  people.  He  was  not  introducing  a 
new  law  in  the  Bill ;  but  he  was  askmg 
the  Heuse  to  extend  a  privilege  to  the 
eoonty  ratepayers  which  was  at  present 
siyoyed  by  many  towns  and  bv  all  the 
cities  and  boroughs  in  Ireland.  The 
mavors  of  all  the  cities  and  towns  in 
Ireland  were  invested  with  the  oommis- 
noQ  of  the  peace.  The  commission  of 
the  peace  was  also  given  to  the  Chairman 
ol  toe  Commissioners  of  22  or  24  towns 
in  Irdand,  and  all  he  asked  was  to  ex- 
tend that  privilege  to  the  ratepayers  of 
each  Union.  Some  hon.  Members  might 

rise  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that 
ed  magistrates  in  America  were  not 
ill  that  magistrates  should  be;  but  it 
might  as  wefi  be  argued  that  the  ^stem 
by  which  the  MenHimv  of  that  House 
vere  elected  should  be  abolished,  be- 
etuse  some  of  the  Senators  in  America 
were  supposed  to  have  acted  corruptly. 
Ee  appealed  to  the  House,  in  the  mte- 
rests  of  justice,  to  pass  the  Bill,  and  he 
pcomiied  them  that  the  working  of 
tt  would  be  so  satisfactory  that  the 
HoQie  would  feel  pleased  that  they  save 
this  liberty  to  th  i  people.  The  Bifl,  as 
he  had  eaid,  was  simply  to  transfer  the 
Bomination  of  one  magistrate  in  each 
Union  in  Ireland  from  the  Lieutenant  of 
the  eoonty  to  the  ratepayers  of  the  Union. 
It  did  not  interfere  with  the  present 
power  of  any  person.  It  left  the  Lord 
ChanosUor  the  power  of  rejecting  the 
ondidite  elected  by  the  people,  if  he 
wweMered  him  unsuitable,  if  it  was 
opposed  on  the  broad  ground  of  election 
kf  the  peopfaii  then  he  should  regret  the 


constitution  of  that  House,  which  was 
composed  of  those  sent  by  the  people. 
Then,  again,  they  had  the  coroners,  a 
body  who  held  a  very  responsible  posi- 
tion, elected  by  the  people,  and  many 
Boards  in  Ireland  were  also  elected  in 
the  same  way.  The  Irish  were  a  justice- 
loving  people,  and  the  House  might  be 
confident  they  would  elect  none  but  men 
who  would  discharge  their  duty  above 
board,  and  without  fear,  favour,  or  affec- 
tion. The  hon.  Oentleman  concluded 
by  moving  the  second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  ff  Sullivan.) 

Mb.  DE  la  POER  BEEESFORD, 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  three  months,  said,  he  did 
so,  believing  that  it  was  quite  imneces- 
sarv  for  the  administration  of  justice  in 
Ireland.  In  Armagh,  there  were  al- 
ready 85  magistrates  to  a  population  of 
180,000.  In  Cavan,  which  he  knew, 
perhaps,  better  than  any  other  Member 
of  that  House,  there  were  85  persons  in 
the  commission  of  the  peace  to  a  popu- 
lation of  140,000.  In  Fermanagh,  there 
were  71  magistrates  to  a  popuhition  of 
92,000;  and  in  Monaghan  there  were 
61  to  a  population  of  114,000,  and  he' 
could  not  see  how  it  would  promote  the 
administration  of  justice  to  admit  two  or 
three  persons  chosen  from  amongst  the 
Poor  Law  Ghiardians  of  each  county.  In 
Cavan  there  were  certainly  four  Unions, 
and  in  Fermanagh  and  Leitrim  there 
were  three ;  but  in  most  of  the  counties, 
there  were  only  two.  Already  the  num- 
ber of  magistrates  was  quite  sufficient 
for  the  due  administration  of  justice, 
and  he  had  never  heard  any  complaint 
as  to  their  decisions,  though  he  was 
certain,  from  his  Imowledge  of  the 
eople,  and  moving  among  uiem  as  he 
id,  to  hear  of  any  legal  decision  which 
was  considered  faulty.  In  fact,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  people  were  entirely 
satisfied  with  the  conmiission  of  the 
peace  as  it  was  at  present  constituted. 
In  addition  to  the  local  magistrates  there 
were  a  number  of  stipendiary  magistrates 
appointed  by  and  responsible  to  a  great 
extent  to  the  Government,  and  they  at- 
tended the  Petty  Sessions  regularly,  and 
were  gentlemen  of  all  shades  of  opinion. 
In  some  parts  of  the  country  they  be- 
longed to  one  political  side,  and  in  an- 
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other  to  another;  and  such  being  the 
case  the  people  had  as  much  oonfidence 
in  them  as  they  had.  in  the  local  magis- 
trates. There  was  certainly  a  recent 
▼ery  remarkable  case,  in  which  the  pro- 
ceedings of  a  magistrate  in  Ireland  were 
questioned ;  but  it  was  the  only  case  of 
the  kind  that  he  knew  of,  and  if  the 
decisions  of  the  local  magistrates  in 
Sessions  Courts  did  not  meet  with  the 
approval  of  the  people,  it  would  soon  be 
brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the  House. 
The  Bill  would  change  me  whole  system 
of  the  appointment  of  magistrates  in 
Ireland,  and  if  it  were  to  become  law, 
as  he  was  perfectly  certain  it  would  not, 
a  demand  would  be  made  that  the  whole 
of  the  magistrates  should  be  appointed 
by  the  people.  The  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians of  Ireland  were  entitled  to  the 
greatest  respect;  but  they  were  not 
qualified  for  the  magisterial  bench,  and 
he  opposed  the  Bill,  being  of  opinion 
that  it  would  not  confer  the  slightest 
benefit  upon  any  portion  of  the  com- 
munity. The  Lish  magistracy  would 
compare  favourably  with  the  magistracy 
of  Scotland,  or  of  England ;  but  if  the 
Bill  were  to  pass  there  would  be  a  num- 
ber of  men  appointed  from  the  Poor 
Law  Guardians  who  would  be  supposed 
to  teach  law  to  those  already  in  the  com- 
mission of  the  peace.  It  would  be  cast- 
ing a  slur  upon  the  whole  bench  of 
magistrates,  both  loccd  and  resident, 
and,  therefore,  upon  the  grounds  he  had. 
stated,  he  would  move  its  rejection. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  '*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr.  D0  La  Poer 
£eresford,) 

Captain  NOLAN,  in  supporting  the 
Bill,  could  only  say  that  the  counties  to 
which  the  previous  speaker  (Mr.  De  la 
Poer  Beresford)  had  referred  were  very 
fortunate,  if  the  decision  of  their  ma^s- 
trates  had  been  free  from  complaint. 
He  did  not  wish  to  make  out  that  the 
magistrates  of  Ireland  were  very  bad,  or 
worse  than  English  magistrates ;  but  the 
whole  circumstances  of  the  case  in  Ire- 
land were  different  from  that  of  Eng- 
land, and  he  only  abstained  from  giving 
instances  of  complaints  because  it  would 
be  getting  into  troubled  waters,  and 
departing  from  the  line  of  argument 
adopted  oy  the  hon.  Member  for  Lime- 

M:  De  La  Poer  Bereeford 


rick  (Mr.  O'Sullivan).    In  former  ti8k«t 
a  number  of  the  judicial    officers  xm 
Greece  and  Bome  were  ehosen  by  ili« 
people ;  and,  in  the  present  day,  in  some 
parts  of  the  United  States,  in  paxis  of 
Canada,  he  believed,  and  in  Boaota  Hw 
magistrates   were    elected.     The  Bam* 
principle  was  also  adopted  in  France  up 
to  the  date  of  the  Bestoration,  00  that 
England  was  an  exception  to  the  geoenl 
rule,  which  gave  a  certain  amount  of 
local  power  to  the  people  in  the  appoist- 
ment  of  judicial  omoers.    As  a  geneni 
rule  the  property  of  Ireland  was  hsid 
by  Protestants,  while  the  great  mass  of 
the  people  were  Catholics,  and  it  was  a 
source  of  dissatisfaction  that  the  reenlt 
of  this  state  of  things  was  to  give  a 
large  numerical  preponderance  in  Hm 
magistracy  to  Protestants.    The  present 
system  gave  a  good  deal  of  politieal  in- 
fluence to  Lords  Lieutenant,  upon  whon 
the  Bill  would  act  as  a  wholesome  cheek. 
The  power  of  reversing  appointments  Is 
the  commission  of  the  peace  was,  no 
doubt,  vested  in  the  Lord  Ohaneeilor; 
but  that  power  was  very  little  exercised, 
and  when  the  Lord  Chancellor  happefisd 
to  be  a  Conservative,  people  mete  slov 
to  ask  him  to  interfere  with  appoial- 
ments  made   by  a  Conservative   Lotd 
Lieutenant.      The    Bill  would  not  ^ 
everything;  but  it   would  do  a  gr^ 
deal  of  good.     It  was  a  very  mode«t 
attempt  to  remedy  existing  evQs ;  and, 
perhaps,  when  it  got  into  Oommittee,  he 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  propose  that 
the  appointments  should  be  raUier  mors 
in  number  than  the  Bill  provided  for, 
and  that  they  should  be  for  a  longer 
term  than  five  years.     The  Poor  Lav 
Guardians  were  perhaps  not  all  fit  to  be 
magistrates;  but  it  was  not  asked  to 
me£e  them  all  magistrates ;  and  in  everr 
Poor  Law  Union  tnere  would,  no  donbt, 
be  found  a  man  who  from  his  edncatioB 
and  practical  knowledge  of  the  state  «f 
the  country,  would  be  quite  as  fit  to  sit 
upon  the  Bench  as  some  of  those  to 
whom  the  administration  of  justice  was 
at  present  entrusted.    The  present  sy*- 
tem  acted  unfairly  to  the  commeroal 
classes  by  shutting  out  the  enternriiiDg 
man,  who  had  made  a  fortune  by  hb 
industry  and  energy,  from  a  position  to 
which  his  son,  though  perhaps  of  vevy 
inferior  ability  and  energy,  woold  be 
eligible  by  inheriting  the  land  purchased 
witn  his  father's  wealth.    In  some  osms 
the  popular  nomination  might  fall  opoa 
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of  the  oommeroial  daae,  and  much 
•^▼aatege  would  reeult  from  such  an 
appomtme&t ;  and  at  other  times  a  landed 
proprietor  might  be  elected  whose  quali- 
Qcatioika  were  tiow  overlooked  by  the 
Loid  lieutenant.    There  was  ample  qon- 
trol  orer  the  abate  of  the  power  of  elec- 
tMA;   for  the  Lord  Chancellor,  under 
the  Bill,  would  have  a  right  to  refuse 
tha  appointment  of  any  man  without 
being  required  to  assign    any  reason 
whatever.    It  had  been  uiged  as  a  re- 
pnai^  to  the  people  of  Ireland  that 
they  had  no  respect  for  the  law ;  but  if 
this  were  true,  there  was  every  reason 
for  it.     Until  80  or  90  years  affo  the 
peopU   enjoyed   no  power  of   election 
^latever.     It  was  the  policy  at  one 
time  for  the  English  Oovemment  to  at- 
tempt to  crash  out  all  popular  organixa- 
tMHiSf  and  in  the  smaller  towns  people 
did  not  elect  their  town  councils  and 
oofporations.    Only  within  the  last  10 
or  12  years  had  these  elections  in  the 
saaU  towns  been  revived,  and  very  good 
eflects    had    followed    the    election    of 
Town  Gommissioners.    Local  questions 
now  discussed  in  a  reasonable  man- 
Bo  also  this  Bill  was  a  step  towards 
briaginff  the  people  into  association  with 
law,  and  by  that  means  there  would  be 
a  padual  respect  for  the  magistracy  as 
a  body  not  altogether  selected  fiK)m  the 
sristocratic  class.    That  the  people,  he 
v^ed,  should  have  no  power  to  have  a 
TQioe  in  selecting  those  bv  whom  the 
lav  was  adminiii(Bred  involved  not  only 
s  Kardihip,  but  a  great  anomaly,  seeing 
tiiat  they  were  entrusted  with  tiie  elec- 
tion of  Members  of  Parliament  by  whom 
ths  law  were  made. 

Mm.  YEBNEB  said,  he  would  not 
ttteapt  to  follow  the  hon.  and  sallant 
Member  for  Gblway  (Captain  Nolan) 
thtoogfaont  his  elaborate  speech.  Before 
hs  oame  down  to  the  House,  he  felt 
carkras  to  know  what  arguments  would 
bt  brought  forward  to  support  the  Bill ; 
far  oo  looking  through  it,  it  seemed  to 
him  to  consist  of  two  or  three  proposi- 
twBs  which  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  did  not  at  all  warrant.  Allusion 
had  been  made  to  the  office  of  mayor 
m  a  precedent  fbr  the  election  of  magis- 
trstes.  It  might  be  taken  for  granted, 
e«tainiy,  that  the  Lord  Mayor  acted  as 
a  iaagisd«te  while  he  held  office ;  but 
vksn  the  ease  of  Town  GommissionerB 
vsft  cited,  be  (Mr.  Yemer)  wished  to 
point  out  that  a  Commissioner  was  not 


necessarily,  by  virtue  of  his  position,  a 
magistrate;  and,  in  fact,  it  often  hap- 
pened that  the  Chairman  of  the  Commis- 
sioners was  not  a  magistrate,  although 
in  many  cases  the  Lord  Chancellor  was 
recommended  to,  and  did,  make  such 
appointments.  He  found  very  good  rea- 
sons for  not  liking  the  Bill.  They  had  had 
opportunities  of  seeing  the  effect  of  elect- 
ing Judges  and  magistrates,  and  when 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman  enlarged 
upon  the  specialprecedentsof  America  and 
of  Bussia,  he  could  not  point  to  any  bene- 
ficial results,  and  made  out  but  a  weak 
case.  They  did  not  in  this  country  want 
that '  *  thorough  democracy' '  which  existed 
in  America,  and  just  as  little  did  they 
want  the  order  of  things  found  in  Bussia. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
O'Sidlivan),  in  supporting  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  urged  that  if  it  was  objected 
to,  they  might  as  well  object  to  popular 
election  of  Members  of  Parliament.  He 
said  the  House  might  as  well  be  abo- 
lished, because  it  was  popularly  elected. 
WeU,  hon.  Members  nad  had  an  in- 
stance lately  of  the  effiects  of  extreme 
popular  election  as  regarded  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  he  believed  they  were 
not  much  enamoured  of  it.  One  argu- 
ment brouffht  forward  by  the  promoters 
of  the  BiU  was  that  tiiere  were  not 
enough  Boman  Catholics  in  the  magis- 
tracy. If  that  principle  went  for  any- 
thing, it  meant  mat  the  lower  orders  of 
the  people  had  an  idea  that  if  a  Boman 
Catholic  magistrate  were  elected,  he 
would  have  a  bias  towards  them.  He  (Mr. 
Yemer)  could  not  see  that  that  would 
conduce  towards  upholding  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  Ireland,  that  people 
should  think  that  any  magistrate  on  the 
bench  should  have  an  inclination  towards 
any  particular  religion.  Such  an  idea 
must  tend  to  denade  justice  in  the  eyes 
of  the  people.  Other  features  of  the  Bill 
also  woida  altogether  disorganise  the 
proper  state  of  uiings  in  Iremnd.  The 
Lord  Chanoellor  would  no  doubt  have 
absolute  power  to  put  any  election  aside ; 
but  he  would  ask  the  House  to  imagine 
what  a  turmoil  and  discontent  there 
would  be  if  the  Lord  Chanoellor  exer- 
cised his  authority,  and  disregarded  the 
elected  of  the  peoide.  The  appointment 
was  to  last  for  five  years  only,  and  any- 
one ordinarily  oognisant  with  human 
nature  would  know  that  a  man  once 
elected  to  the  Bench  would  like  to  oon- 
tinue  there,  so  that  during  those  five 


759 


Union  Ju%t%ce» 


(COMMONS] 


{Ir$Umi)  B%U. 


7Kf 


years  he  would  court  the  favourable 
opinion  of  those  who  elected  him;  and, 
certainly,  the  canvassing  in  the  Unions 
would  be  attended  with  every  possible 
evil  effect.  Another  proposition  was, 
that  the  expenses  of  the  elections  should 
be  paid  out  of  the  rates,  and  that  the 
officials  of  the  Poor  Law  Union  should 
be  employed  in  conducting  elections. 
To  that  he  objected,  that  there  was  a 
general  outcry  against  the  burdens 
thrown  upon  the  rates  in  Ireland,  and 
when  occasion  offered,  no  Oentlemen 
were  more  ready  to  join  in  that  cry 
than  the  hon.  Members  supporting  the 
Bill.  It  was  a  very  just  complaint  also, 
that  multifarious  duties  were  thrust 
upon  the  Poor  Law  officials  which  it  was 
never  intended  their  shoulders  should 
bear.  Such  a  Bill  as  this  would  still 
further  divert  the  attention  of  the  offi- 
cials from  their  proper  duties,  and  divert 
the  rates  from  the  objects  for  which  they 
were  raised.  He  joined  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  De  la  Poer  Beresford)  in  his  oppo- 
sition, and  he  hoped  the  Bill  would  be 
scouted  out  of  the  House. 

Mb.  M'CARTHYDOWNING  thought 
the  Bill  an  unpretending  one.  It  would 
only  have  the  effect  of  making  a  very 
small  addition  to  the  existing  number  of 
magistrates,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Armagh  (Mr.  Yemer)  had  grounded  his 
objection  on  false  premises,  for  his  (Mr. 
Downing's)  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  O'Sulli- 
van)  had  founded  the  merits  of  the  Bill, 
not  on  any  desire  to  cast  reflection  on 
the  magistrates  of  Ireland,  or  even  on 
the  necessity  of  adding  to  the  number 
of  justices,  though  he  might  fairly  have 
done  80,  but  he  said — '*  We  wish  by 
this  proposal  to  give  the  people  a  share, 
through  their  representatives,  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice."  There  were 
precedents  in  favour  of  such  a  course. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Armagh  was  in 
error  in  supposing  that  the  power  of 
appointing  Town  Uommissioners  as  ma- 
gistrates was  vested  in  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant. The  power  of  selection  was  in 
the  Commissioners  as  a  body,  and  the 
name  being  transmitted  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  he  was  then  appointed  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  warrant.  Those 
appointed  to  the  town  councils  were 
exactly  the  same  class  as  were  appointed 
to  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  and,  in  fact, 
were  sometimes  members  of  both  bodies. 
When  the  disturbing  element  of  election 
was  referred  to,  it  should  be  remem- 
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bered  that  it  occurred  now  every  25di  of 
March,  when  the  chairman,  vice  duir 
man,  and  deputy  chairman  were  elected 
These  were  often  elected  from  the  eheUi 
Board  of  Ghiardians,  and  if  fit  to  pr»> 
side  over  20  or  30  ex  officio  educated 
gentlemen,  intelligenVfarmers,  and  Aap^ 
keepers,  surely  they  were  quite  fit  to  mi 
upon  the  Bench.     No  objection  could  bt 
taken  to  the  number  of  the  magistncv, 
for,  at  present,  they  were  in  the  propor- 
tion of  one  to  every  20,000  of  the  popa- 
lation  in  some  districts,  and  the  <"i4fh^w 
of  four  to  the  85  in  Cavan  would  be  bot 
small.    In  the  progress  of  election,  how- 
ever, the  Bill  might  be  amended.    For 
his  own  part,  he  should  prefer  that  th« 
magistrate    should  be  elected  by  tlif 
Board  of  Ghiardians.     The  ratepayo* 
having,  in  that  Board,  elected  their  best 
men,  they  again  would  elect  the  be« 
man  among  tiiemselves.    As  to  the  in- 
troduction of  reli^oua  bias,  he  tbought 
that  an  hon.  Member  from  the  North  of 
Ireland  should  be  the  last  to  say  aoj- 
thing  about  that. 

Mr.  BEUEN  said,  that  if  the  preec^ 
dent  just  cited  were  followed,  the  BOl 
now  under  consideration  could  not  poM. 
because  it  provided  for  the  election  of 
magistrates  by  the  popular  vote  of  tL^ 
ratepayers.  He  wished  to  show  whit 
would  be  the  effect  of  the  BilL  We  hid 
had  some  remarkable  examples  in  popa- 
lar  elections  within  the  last  few  yean. 
Take,  for  example,  the  county  of  Tippe- 
rary.  The  qualifications  for  the  election 
of  Members  of  Parliament  were  not  nor 
so  low  as  this  Bill  proposed  to  give ;  but 
some  years  ago,  the  constituency  retnnud 
as  their  Member  O'Donovan  Bossa.  He 
was  elected  by  a  large  majority.  1/ 
this  Bill  had  then  been  law,  and  teeing 
that  the  franchise  for  elections  to  Boards 
of  Ghiardians  was  lower  than  that  for 
Parliamentary  Elections,  the  result  of  tn 
election  in  that  county,  with  the  thsn 
existing  popular  feelmg,  would  hst« 
been  that  men  defying  the  law  would 
have  been  elected  to  sit  on  the  Bench  to 
carry  out  the  law.  To  such  a  preposte- 
rous result  would  this  Bill  lead.  Ltttr 
very  much  the  same  thing  took  place  in 
the  election  of  John  Mitchel.  Hebeliertd 
the  existing  system  was  one  of  moden- 
tion  between  two  extremes,  and  ahhovgh 
the  election  of  magistrates  by  popoUr 
vote  was  not  part  of  our  Oonstitotioo, 
yet  the  system  by  which  they  w«r« 
appointed  did  not  keep  out  of  vifv 
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interests  and  popular  wishes^ 
[•  did  not  think  we  ought  to  go  to' 
JLmerioa  for  an  example,  or  import  into 
Xrdand  the  deepotio  system  of  Bussia. 
Ln  the  latter  country,  it  should  he  re- 
numbered, popular  elections  were  very 
diffsrent  things  from  what  they  were 
]k«re.    It  was  new  to  him  that  the  ad- 
Tuintstration  of  justice  in  Ireland  gene- 
rally did  not  carry  with  it  popular  con- 
fidence, and  that  the  number  of  magis- 
trates appointed  in  Ireland  did  not  bear 
a  munefTioal  proportion  of  Protestants  to 
Soman  Catholics.    It  was  to  him  a  most 
iwiaful  thing  that  the  religious  argu- 
ment should  have  been  imported  into 
the  question,  for  there  was  a  general  de- 
aire  throughout  the   country  that  the 
diffisrence   of  reli^on  should  be   kept 
within  as  narrow  limits  as  possible,  and 
it  was  unfortunate    that  it   had  been 
brought  forward.      They   should   give 
credit  to  all  for  purity  of  [mrpose  when 
acting  on  the  bench  of  justice.    Too 
oAan  these  differences  had  been  used  for 
a^tation,  although  he  did  not  for  a  mo- 
Bftent  aoouse  the  non.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber lor  Oalway  of  so  using  the  argu- 
ment.   He  (Mr.  Bruen)  deprecated  the 
intvodoction  of  canvassing  for  a  seat  on 
the  Bench,  and  for  a  candidate  to  have 
to  pledge  himself  to  foUow  a  particular 
line  of  conduct.     He  opposea  the  Bill, 
and  trusted  the  House  would,  by  its  de- 
euion,  declare,  first,  that  the  accusation 
brought  by  it  against  the  administration 
of  justice  in   !&eland  was  unfounded; 
inext,  that  the  present  mode  of  appoint- 
ing magistrates  was  a  fair  one,  and  that 
the  interests  of  all  classes  were  suffi- 
ciently attended  to,  and  that  the  change 
pfopoeed  would  be  a  most  dangerous 


fin  OOLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said, 
that  he  intended  to  support  the  second 
reading,  and  he  did  not  wish  to  give  a 
nlent  rote.  He  submitted  that  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  did  not  feel  the  same 
ooofidenoe  of  justice  in  Petty  Sessions 
as  there  was  in  County  Courts  and  Su- 
preme Courts.  He  did  not  mean  to  state 
that  there  were  not  some  most  excellent 
magistrates  in  that  country,  but  what 
he  deaared  was  to  see  more  confidence  in 
thoee  Courts.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
was  not  without  precedents.  Such  a 
jodieial  oflioe  as  that  of  coroner  was 
filled  by  popular  election,  and  the  alder- 
men of  the  City  of  London  were  elected ; 
m»  also,  in  Scotland,  he  beliered  that 


many  seats  among  the  magistracy  were 
filled  by  election.  The  Bifi  was  a  small 
one,  and  did  not  propose  to  do  more  than 
add  one  magistrate  to  each  Union.  The 
mode  of  election,  he  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Downing), 
should  be  through  the  Board  of  Ghiar- 
dians,  and  not  direct  from  the  ratepayers ; 
but  that  was  a  detail,  and  it  was  only 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  they  now  had 
to  deal  with.  With  regard  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  last  speaker  (Mr.  Bruen) 
it  would  be  impossible  that,  had  the 
Bill  been  law,  either  G'Donovan  Eossa 
or  Mr.  John  Mitchel  could  have  been 
elected,  for  neither  were  qualified.  Be- 
sides, the  Lord  Chancellor  would  have 
full  power  under  the  Bill  to  prevent  any 
improper  appointment. 

Mr.  COGAN  said,  that  although  he 
was  of  opinion  that  there  might  be  some 
improvement  made  in  reference  to  the 
appointment  of  magistrates  in  Ireland, 
yet  he  could  not  give  his  concurrence  to 
this  Bill.  He  believed  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  adopt  a  more  vicious  principle 
than  that  of  making  popular  &vour  or 
disfavour  a  reason  for  the  election  or 
non-election  of  a  magistrate.  He  should 
be  sorry  to  see  the  magistrates  and 
Judges  in  his  country  elected  under  the 
influences  resorted  to  in  the  United 
States.  In  that  respect,  he  should  be 
very  sorry  to  assist  in  Americanizing  our 
institutions,  as  it  would  be  a  change  for 
the  worse.  It  was  admittted  by  all,  even 
by  those  most  favourable  to  the  Bepub- 
lican  system  in  the  United  States,  that 
the  popular  election  of  those  discharging 
judicial  duties,  was  the  great  blot  on  the 
system,  and  would  prove  fatal  to  the 
best  interests  of  the  country,  if  allowed 
to  continue.  The  Bill  contained  another 
objectionable  principle  in  regard  to  the 
term  of  office— five  years  ana  no  longer 
— unless  re-elected.  This  was  more 
vicious  even  than  the  original  popular 
vote  for  selection  in  the  first  instance ;  it 
would  be  a  fatal  revolution,  destroying 
the  great  principle  that  those  discharging 
judicial  duties — which  must  in  Uieir 
nature  be  often  unpopular — should  hold 
office  during  good  behaviour,  and  not  be 
liable  to  removal  either  bv  public  ca- 
price or  the  displeasure  either  of  the 
Oovemment  or  the  Crown .  Such  a  system 
would  be  a  scandal  to  the  seat  of  justice. 
He  should  vote  against  the  second  read- 
ing, because  the  Bill,  if  carried,  would 
materially  lower  the  character  and  im* 
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peril  the  independenee  of  the  magistrates 
of  Ireland. 

SmMICQAEL  HIOKS-BEAOH  said, 
be  could  not,  on  behalf  of  the  Gt>Tem- 
ment.r  assent  to  the  seoond  reading  of 
the  Bill,  which  was  one  proposinp^  an  en- 
tirely new  system  of  appointing  justices. 
What  was  ike  evil  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Sullivan)  pro- 
posed to  remedy  by  the  Bill?  He 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  under 
some  mistake  as  to  the  practice  under 
which  borough  magistrates  were  now 
appointed,  because  there  was  no  analogy 
between  diat  practice  and  the  method 
proposed  under  this  Bill.  Borough  jus- 
tices were  appointed  in  England,  as  in 
Ireland,  with  the  exception  of  the  unre- 
formed  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Lon- 
don, solely  by  the  Crown.  Mayors  under 
statute  exercised  the  functions  of  justices; 
but  that  was  a  very  different  thing  indeed 
from  the  election  of  a  person  for  magis- 
terial duties  only  by  the  ratepayers.  The 
appointment  of  justices  in  towns  under 
the  i  7th  &  18th  Viet.,  called  the  Towns 
Improvement  Act,  had  been  referred  to, 
but  that  again  was  not  analogous  to 
anything  proposed  in  the  Bill.  Under 
that  Act  a  ust  of  the  Commissioners 
elected  was  submitted  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland  for  the  time  being, 
stating  the  ages,  professions,  &c.,  of  the 
persons  elected,  and  it  was  lawful  for 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  if  he 
saw  fit,  to  select  from  that  list  persons 
as  justices  for  towns.  The  persons  so 
selected  were  only  appointed  magistrates 
durinff  their  term  of  office,  and  only  had 
jurisdiction  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
towns  for  which  they  were  elected  Town 
Commissioners,  and  then  only  so  long 
as  the  Lord  Chancellor  thought  fit.  He 
wished  to  point  out  that  that  gave  entire 
discretion  as  to  the  appointment  of  per- 
sons to  be  justices  to  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor of  Ireland.  But  what  was  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  now  before  the  House  ? 
The  principle  was  that  justices  should 
be  e^cted  by  the  ratepayers  of  the 
Unions.  The  ratepayers  of  the  Union 
were  to  elect  the  persons  as  justices,  not 
for  their  Union  atone,  but  for  the  whole 
county.  The  persons  so  elected  were  to 
hold  their  office  for  five  years;  there 
again  differing  from  any  magistrates 
now  existing.  This  Bill  had  been  recom- 
mended by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
a [r.  Downing)  and  the  hon.  and  eallant 
ember  for  Galway  (Captain  Ncwui)  as 

Mr,  Cogan 


a  ample  and  modest  attempt  to 
the  law.    He  was  bound  to  say  tfcat  to 
his  mind  it  was  a  proposal  to  iaituto 
a  most  important  change— jperiupay  ods 
of  the  most  important  chaB|^    that 
could  be  conceived — ^in  the  judzcsft 
stitution  of  the   country.      The 
and  gallant  (Gentleman   had  gone,   as 
he  haid  done  on  former  ooeanoiia,  to 
foreign  countries  for  examples,  aad  liad 
drawn  his  arguments  in  support  of  the 
Bill  from  the  system  adopted  midsr  a 
pure  democracy  in  America  and  under  a 
complete  despotism  in  Russia.  He  did  net 
wish  to  dilate  upon  the  merits  or  finlti 
of  the  form  of  Government  in  either  of 
these  countries ;  but  he  ventured  to  si^ 
that  there  was  nothing  in  the  judicial 
administration  of  the  law  there  whiok 
would  justify  us  for  a  moment  in  ff«ing 
to  either  of  them  for  an  example.    Th«j 
heard  sometimes  a  ereat  deal  said  aboot 
the  unfair  action  <n  the  GKnnemBieBt  ii 
the  appointment  of  justioes;   but  tttai 
opinion,  at  any  rate,  did  not  appear  to 
be  shared  by  the  promoters  of  the  W3L, 
because  under  the  present  measure  thsy 
left  to  the  Lord  Chucellor  of  Irelcad 
the  same  veto  which  he  now  had  over 
the  recommendations  of  Lords  lieute- 
nant of  counties.    The  magistrates  to  be 
appointed  were  to  be  reeommended  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  by  the  ratepayort; 
they  were  now  recommended  to  toe  Lord 
Chancellor  by  the   Lords  Lieateaaai 
He  might  say,  in  passing,  that  he  thoudit 
there  was  some  ground  for  deubtug 
how  far  this  measure  had  been  thovoogUy 
considered  by  ito  promoters,  when  thij 
found   such  important  differences  be- 
tween those  who  supported  it  as,  on  tbs 
one  hand,  the  strong  opinion  in  finfoor 
of  election  by  the  ratepayers,  and,  <m 
the  other  hand,  the  prefsrenoe  uApiesssd 
for  election  by  the  Guardians  themselvM. 
These  were  two  very  different  maitots, 
and  upon  that  he  might  say  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Limendc   (Mr. 
O'SuUivan)  had  intended  to  fc^knr  saj 
system  now  existing,  he  certainly  ntrar 
had  any  right  to  ineorporato  the  elae- 
tion  by  the  ratepayers  in  the  BilL    Om 
defect  in  the   BiU  was,    that  it  con- 
tained no  Proviso  defining  any  qualiiet- 
tion  for  parsons  to  be  appointed.    la  ili 
present  form  a  person  might  be  readsst 
m  America,  but,  notwithstonding  tiitt, 
he  might  be  efooted  a  jostiee  ay  tbt 
ratepayers  of  Limerick  or  Tippeswr; 
therefi>re  O'Donovan  Boesa  and  hm 
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ICldMl  would  haTe  been  eligible  if  this 
BBeMnre  b^  been  the  law  of  the  land. 
8o  fitr  aa  he  ooold  understand,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  measure  was  an  attack 
Qpon  the  Lieutenants  of  oounties,  and 
ia  eraneotion  with  the  point  he  had 
listened  with  great  pleasure  to  the  dis- 
daimeir  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
fioff  Oarlow  (Mr.  Bruen)  of  any  wish  to 
treat  this  subject  from  a  religious  point 
ckf  Tiew.    He  believed  that  the  lieute- 
nants of  counties  in  Ireland,  yarying 
AS  thsj  did  in  their  religious  and  poli- 
tieal  opinions,  exercised  their  privuege 
in  the  appointment  of  magistrates  with 
fkimees  and  discretion.    But  the  magis- 
trates must  and  ought  to  be  selected 
from  persons  of  education  and  leisure, 
irrwpectivrfy  of  their  connection  with 
any  particular  religious  Body.    If  they 
simply  took  account  of  the  persons  in 
the  eommunity  who  were  possessed  of 
those  qualifications,  the  necessary  result 
would  be,  under  present  circumstances,  a 
large  preponderanceof  Protestant  magis- 
trates.   ["  No,  no !  "]    He  scarcely  un- 
detstood,  indeed,  how  this  Bill  could  be 
siKpported  on  religious   erounds.     He 
beOMTed  that  under  such  a  system  it 
womld  too   often  be  proved  to  be  im- 
posnble  for  a  Catholic  to  be   elected 
as  magistrate  in  a  county  where  there 
was  a  large  majority  of  Protestants,  or 
a  Protostttnt  elected  in  a  county  where 
there  was  a  Catholic  majority.    [''No, 
Bo!**l    Well,  they  had  an  opportunity 
of  seong  to  what  extent  Party  and  reli- 
gioos  ladings  could  influence  persons  in 
such  matters,  in  the  mode  in  which  ap- 
pointments by  corporations  and  other 
pablie  bodies  were  too  often  filled  up ;  he 
uai«d  thatin  every  case  in  those  purts  of 
Ireland,  if  thore  was  any  truth  in  the 
argonents  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
where  the  majority  required  protection, 
it  would  be  just  in  those  very  places  that 
the  magistrate  representing  the  opinions 
of  the  minority  would  have  no  chance 
whatever  of  election.    He  ventured  to 
say  that  the  present  system,  whatever 
its  fsultB,  was,  at  any  rate,  better  than 
the  miem  proposed  to  be  substituted  for 
it.    Oompl^t  had  been  made  that  the 
appointments  of  magistrates  were  too 
maeh    confined    to    landowners.      He 
thought   that   it  was    quite  right  and 
proper  for  the  Lieutenants  of  counties 
to  select  men  who  had  made  their  for- 
tuaas  in  eommeraal  pursuits.    But  when 
he  rsmembered  questions  which  had  been 


asked  of  him  during  the  past  Session, 
wi^  regard  to  the  bankruptcy  of  a  cer- 
tain magistrate,  he  felt  that  although 
the  Lieutenants  of  counties  might  have 
to  the  best  of  their  judgment  recom- 
mended such  persons  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland,  it  was  by  no  means 
unlikely  that  circumstances  might  sub- 
sequenuy  arise,  which  would  cause  the 
Lieutenant  to  be  much  blamed  for  his 
recommendation.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Oalway  had  appeared  to 
think  that  the  removal  of  Boman  Ca- 
tholic disabilities,  which  had  been  long 
ago  effected,  was  an  argument  for  this 
change.  With  that  view  he  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  could  not  coincide;  and 
he  trusted  the  House  would  by  their  vote 
that  day  repudiate  any  desire  to  accept 
or  make  any  such  change  as  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill ;  and  Uiat  if  any  fault 
was  found  in  any  particular  instance  in 
the  appointment  of  magistrates  in  Ire- 
land, it  would  be  brought  before  the 
House,  when  it  would  be  his  duty  to 
make  such  a  reply  as  might  be  required 
by  the  circumstances  of  that  particular 
case. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  rather 
surprised  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  give  as 
his  experience,  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  a  Protestant  to  be  elected  in  a 
Catholic  district,  and  vice  vend.  Did  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  know  that  in  the  Ca- 
tholic city  of  Dublin,  save  under  very 
exceptional  circumstances,  a  Protestant 
was  elected  Lord  Mayor  in  regular  rota- 
tion to  a  Catholic;  and  that  whilst  in 
Cork,  Limerick,  and  Waterford,  Pro- 
testants were  selected  in  due  rotation,  in 
the  vaunted,  enlightened  town  of  Belfast 
a  Catholic  had  never  been  been  elected 
mayor  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Carlow 
(Mr.  Bruen)  had  stated  that  the  charge 
that  the  local  administration  of  justice 
did  not  command  the  confidence  of  the 
people  was  quite  new  to  him,  and  had 
felt  pained  that  sach  an  element  as  the 
religious  one  should  have  been  imported 
into  the  case  —  not  for  the  purpose  of 
justice,  but»  as  he  charged,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  agitation.  Well,  he  (Mr. 
Callan)  would  not  rest  on  his  own  pri- 
vate opinion  against  that  of  the  hon. 
Member,  but  would  refer  the  House  to 
a  letter  of  one  who,  though  a  Catholic, 
would  not  be  accused  of  any  partiality 
towards  the  Catholics  of  Ir^imd.  He 
referred  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
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Olianoenor  under  the  late  Ooyernment 
(the  Lord  O'Hagan),  who,  under  date  of 
January,  1872,  wrote  as  follows : — 

'*  TJnfortimaiely  there  are  other  places,  espe- 
cially in  the  North  of  Ireland,  in  which  there 
is  no  representation,  or  a  very  inadequate  repre- 
sentation, of  Catholics,  and  in  some  cases  of 
Presbyterians,  amongst  the  local  magistracy, 
and  the  result  not  unnaturally  is  the  creation 
more  or  less  of  that  distrust  which  the  Commis- 
sioners describe  as  affecting  the  trial  of  Party 
questions,  even  by  persons  in  whose  honour,  im- 
partiali^,  and  justice  on  all  other  occasions  the 
people  implicitly  rely.  Wherever  it  is  ^lirly 
possible  to  prevent  that  unhappy  result  and  take 
from  the  local  tribunals  the  appearance  of  sec- 
tarian exdusiveness  by  the  appointment  to  the 
commission  of  fit  and  competent  magistrates  in 
whom  all  the  members  of  the  community  can 
place  reliance,  the  Lord  Chancllor  thinks  the 
appointment  should  undoubtedly  take  place." 

He  (Mr.  CaUan)  felt  confident  that  such 
a  judicial  expression  of  opinion  would 
have  much  more  weight  than  the  private 
opinion  of  any  hon.  Member,  however 
personally  estimable.  He  was  surprised 
to  find  the  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Catholic  county  of  Oarlow  so 
bitter  an  opponent  of  a  Bill  which  af- 
forded some  chance  of  a  Catholic  being 
elected  a  magistrate  for  that  county. 
Carlow,  with  a  Catholic  population  of 
45,000  out  of  a  total  of  51,000,  with 
some  50  magistrates,  had  only  two  Ca- 
tholic magistrates,  and  yet  the  Member 
for  that  county  cried  out — **  Oh  !  the 
religious  element  should  not  be  imported 
into  the  case  ;  the  Catholics  don't  com- 
plain." WeU,  he  (Mr.  Callan)  hoped 
that  when  next  the  hon.  Member  ap- 
peared before  his  constituents,  the  Ca- 
tholic people  of  Carlow  would  remember 
the  attitude  taken  by  the  hon.  Member. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, too,  had  repudiated  the  idea  that 
there  was  any  partiality  or  partizanship 
shown  in  the  appointments  to  the  ma- 
gistracy, and  had  taken  upon  himself 
to  afi&rm  on  their  behalf  that  the  Lords 
Lieutenants  of  counties  had  "  exercised 
their  power  of  appointment  with  fair- 
ness and  discretion."  Whatever  courage 
might  be  displayed  in  making  such 
an  assertion,  there  was  a  g^at  lack 
of  discretion,  as  the  following  statistics 
would  show.  Take  the  county  of  Done- 
gal, for  example,  with  a  population  of 
218,000,  of  whom  upwards  of  165,000 
were  Catholics.  There  were  only  two 
Catholic  magistrates  out  of  119.  In 
Tyrone,  with  a  Catholic  population  of 
130,000,  out  of  a  total  of  215,000,  or 
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more  than  half,  there  was  not  one 
OathoUo    magistrate    amona^    the    ISO 
justices  of  the  peace.    And  it  w      ^ 
that  county  that  the  right  hon. 
the  Chief  Secretary  dbrew  the  ij 
to  point  an  unworUiy  sneer  at  the  mer- 
chant-traders of  the  country  districto  ia 
Lreland.    The  77,000  Catholics  of  Lob- 
donderry  County,  out  of  an  entire  pofm- 
lation  of  173,000,  had   but  a  scOitery 
member  of  their  community  among  Am 
magistracy  of  that  county,  numbering 
over  106.    He  next  came  to  his  (Mr. 
Callan's)  native   county  of    Loath,  of 
which  Lord  Bathdonnell  was  the  Lieu- 
tenant.   There  were  in  that  eminently 
Catholic  county,  with  a  population  of 
upwards  of  70,000,   64,000    Oathobei, 
wealthy  men  of  honour  and  educadoa, 
equal  in  every  respect  to  their  Proto*- 
taut  neighbours.   There  were  only  eight 
resident  Catholic  magistrat<»  out  of  sons 
47  or  48,  or  less  than  one-fifth  of  the 
whole,  and  this  disparity  aroee  not  from 
any  want  of  fully-qusdified  Cathoha, 
but  from   the  intense  bigotry  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the    county,  whp 
had  persistently  and  determinedly  re- 
fused to  appoint  a  Catholic  to  the  ooo- 
mission  of  the  peace.    In  fact,  the  obIt 
10  Catholics  wno  had  been  appointed 
were  not  appointed  until  he  (Mr.  CaUaa) 
had   brought   the    matter    before   tht 
House  in  1872.     He  would  instance  ont 
case,  and  that  only  because  the  Qentk* 
man  in  question  was  well  known  t» 
many  hon.  Members,  and  esteemed  bj 
all  who  had  the  pleasure  of  his  aoauaiot- 
ance-— his  hon.  Friend  the  junior  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Kirk),  who  enjoyed  the 
confidence  of  the  people  of  his  district, 
in  which,   Cathohc  to  the  core,  that 
was  not  a  single  Catholic  magistrate; 
and  though  his  name  had  been  prooi* 
nently  brought  before  Lord  BathdonseU, 
the  Lord  laeutenant  of  the  county,  ba 
would  not  appoint  him  to  the  oommii- 
sion    of   the    peace.      The  right  boo. 
Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary  had  mads 
reference  to  borough  magistrates.    In 
the  town  which  he  (Mr.  Callan)  had  tha 
honour    to    represent    (Dnndadk),   tha 
Bench  for  years  had  been  equally  di- 
vided— three  Catholics  to  three  Protat- 
tants.    Just  before  the  General  Electioa 
of  1868  one  of  the  Catholic  magistrataa 
had  died,  and  immediately  after  an  ap- 
plication was  made  to  have  the  boroof  H 
magistrate  appointed  to  the  conuniiaioa 
for  the  county,  but  that  applioalioD  wu 


709 


Uma»Juiiice$ 


|July4,  1877] 


(Ireland)  BOl. 


770 


coBtemptoonaly  rejected.    And  yet  Mr. 
M'Ardle,  the  senior  partner  in  the  well- 
known  firm  of  M'Ardle,  Moore,  and  Co., 
in  whoee  fkronr  the    application  was 
madey  had  been  then  eleyen  times  saces- 
ufBtj  unanimously   elected  Chairman 
of  the  Dundalk  Town  Conmiissioners. 
He  had  during  all  that  time  acted  as 
borough    magistrate,  with   satisfaction 
to  the  authoritiee  and  to  the  public ;  had 
been   recommended   for   the    vacancy 
by  the  late  yenerated  Primate  of  Ire- 
limd,  by  the  borough  Member,  by  the 
two  Catnolio  magistrates  on  the  Dimdalk 
Bench,  Messrs.  Kelly  and  Coleman,  by 
Lord  Claremont,  the  brother  of  the  then 
Chief  Seoretaiy  for   Ireland,  and  he 
(Mr.  Callan)  was  authorized  to  state 
strongly    by  the    resident   magistrate, 
Captain  Coate,  a  Tory  of  Tories,  and  by 
the  chairman  of  the  county,  Mr.  Neli- 
gan.    He  had  also  within  the  last  two 
or  thiee  years  been  recommended  by  the 
Town  Boiard ;  but  the  public  recommen- 
dation had  been  treated  with  the  same 
ioant  oourtesy  as  had  been  the  private 
oae— namely,  acurtrefusaL  He  thanked 
the  House  for  its  courtesy  and  attention, 
■ad  would  go  more  fully  into  the  sub- 
ject on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
tot  Oavan  (Mr.  Fay)  when  it  was  dis- 
coassd.    The  right  hon.  Baronet's  ob- 
jections were  entirely  directed  to  the  de- 
tails of  the  BiU.    He  (Mr.  Callan)  sup- 
ported the  Bill,  though  he  was  not  much 
in  favour  of  it,  for  he  believed  that  if  it 
psand  in  its  present  shape,  the  result 
would  be  that  while  the  ratepayers  in  the 
Southern  counties  would  elect  Protes- 
tants almost  sooner  than  Boman  Catho- 
lics, there  would  not  be  the  slightest 
chnee  of  a  Catholic  beinir  elected  m  the 
North. 

Mm.  CDONNELL,  in  supporting  the 
Bin,  said,  the  hon.  Memb^s  lor  Armagh 
(Mr.  Yemer)  and  Carlow  (Mr.  Bruen) 
<leprecated  the  introduction  of  religious 
difllBrences  into  this  Question,  and  the 
nmedy  ther  proposed  was  to  entirely 
delude  Oatholios.  Of  course  this  would 
be  a  fine  way  of  excluding  religious 
difletenoee.  It  was  said  that  the  Bill 
iatrodnoed  the  American  system;  but 
hs  denied  that,  and  the  promoters  of  the 
B31  were  prepared  to  accept  Amend- 
aeiits  even  to  the  lensth  of  allowing  the 
•ketkma  to  be  made  by  Boards  of  Uuar- 
dina.  The  Bill  yna  meant  to  ap^y  a 
niMdy  to  a  prejudicial  state  of  affiurs 
MDitiBg  now  in  the  Irish  judicial  system 
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which  was  not  regarded  with  satisfac- 
tion.   Everywhere  the  appointments  to 
the  office  of  justices  of  the  peace  were 
found  to  correspond  to  territorial  and 
caste  distinctions.    This  fact  would,  in 
itself,  if  they  had  not  abundant  proofs 
of    the    magisterial    misuse    of  func- 
tions, form  a  practical  objection  of  the 
strongest  kind  to  the  continued  main- 
tenance of  the  present  system.    The  ob- 
jections that  had  been  brought  forward 
were  mainly  objections  on  matters  of 
detail.    With  regard  to  the  limitation 
of  the  duration  of  the  power  of  the 
Union  justices,  the  supporters  of  the 
Bill  were  not  tied  to  a  duration  of  5  to 
10  years.    If  hon.  Gentlemen  holding 
Conservative  views  preferred  to  make 
XTnion  justices  tenants  of  their  offices  for 
life,  he  did  not  think  there  would  be  any 
objection  on  the  part  of  the  supporters 
of  the  Bill.    They  were  prepared  to  go 
any  reasonable  length  to  meet  the  ob- 
jections of  hon.  Oentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.    All  they  asked  was, 
that  the  present  system  of  arbitrary  and 
caste  domination  in  Ireland  might  be 
amended  to  the  very  limited  extent  of 
allowing  ratepayers  or  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians to  choose  a  small  number  of  ma- 
gistrates as  representatives  of  the  most 
substantial  and  respectable  portion  of 
the  community,  in  order  to  temper  and 
correct  the  present  system.    They  did 
not  go  any  further  than  that,  although 
he  personally  was  inclined  to  go  very 
much  further,  believing,  as  he  did,  that 
the  only  real  objection  to  the  Bill  was, 
that  it  was  a  great  deal  too  moderate. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  he  had 
heard  nothing  from  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Chief  Secretary  or  the  other 
opponents  of  the  Bill  to  convince  him 
that  the  measure  was  not  just  and  neces- 
sary. They  had  been  told  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  that  there  were  sufficient 
magistrates  on  the  Bench  in  Ireland 
already.  He  did  not  say  that  they 
were  not  sufficiently  numerous.  It  had 
also  been  said  he  had  not  shown  that 
justice  was  badly  administered  at  Petty 
Sessions  in  Ireland ;  but  he  could  have 
mentioned  many  instances  of  unjust  and 
extraordinary  decisions  had  he  not  de- 
sired to  avoid  trespassing  on  the  time  of 
the  House.  He  would  now  mention 
one  case  which  had  occurred  in  his  own 
county.  Two  men  were  summoned  on 
the  same  day  before  the  magistrates  for 
not  having  taken  out  licences  for  their 

2  0 


771 


Divine  Worship 


(OOMMONSJ 


FoMiUnBia. 


m 


dogs.  One  was  fined  5«.  and  the  odier 
only  \d.  Now,  the  man  who  was  fined 
5«.  had  a  very  laree  business  to  attend 
to,  and  forgot  all  about  the  matter; 
while  the  person  who  got  off  with  a  fine 
of  \d,  was  the  very  person  who  ought  to 
haye  registered  the  dogs,  being  the 
olerk  to  me  magistrate.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Armagh  (Mr.  Vomer)  objeoted 
to  popular  election.  Well,  there  might 
be  a  good  many  who  entertained  that 
objection  who  would  not  have  the  chance 
of  sitting  in  this  House  again.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  objected  to  the  provi- 
sion he  {Mr.  O'Sullivan)  made  for  the 
amendment  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
the  election  when  it  was  an  improper 
one.  He  was  suiprised  that  a  substan- 
tial Conservative  like  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  have  taken  such  an  objec- 
tion. The  expenses  of  the  election  were 
also  objected  to,  although  they  would 
not  be  more  than  £5,  and  in  th^  poorest 
Unions  in  Ireland  this  would  not  amount 
to  the  hundredth  part  of  a  penny.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Downing) 
thought  the  Bill  ought  to  give  the 
power  to  the  Ouardians  instead  of  the 
ratepayers.  He  would  not  object  to  the 
power  being  given  to  the  Guardians,  if 
they  could  vote  by  Ballot  and  if  they 
were  elected  by  Ballot ;  but  he  objected 
to  giving  that  power  to  them  while  they 
were  nominees  of  the  landlords  and 
their  agents.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Carlow  (Mr.  Bruen)  had  spoken  of  the 
introduction  of  the  religious  element 
into  the  Bill.  He  had  avoided  liiat  al- 
together, and  he  had  never  said  one 
word  about  religion.  He  might  say 
that  there  were  !rrotestant  magistrates 
in  Ireland  in  whom  he  had  more  confi- 
dence than  he  had  in  many  Catholic 
magistrates.  As  to  the  objections  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  he  thought  they  might 
be  considered  in  Committee.  It  was 
said  that  a  Protestant  magistrate  would 
have  no  chance  of  being  elected  in  a 
Catholic  district.  Now,  as  to  the  validity 
of  that  objection,  he  would  appeal  to 
many  Protestants  on  his  side  who  had 
been  elected  entirely  by  Catholics.  He 
would  also  refer  to  the  case  of  the  county 
of  Tipperary,  an  exclusively  Catholic 
constituency,  which  at  a  former  election 
returned  a  Protestant — ^namely,  Colonel 
White.  Need  he  refer  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Butt),  and  a  dozen  other  hon.  Memoers 

Mr.  ff  Sullivan 


whom  he  saw  around  him  ?  No.  H» 
thanked  Qod  the  South  of  Xreland  vas 
free  from  bigotry,  which  he  knew  eadatid 
to  a  very  large  extent  in  the  North. 
The  alleged  difference  of  opinioii  kid 
been  referred  to  as  existing  amongst  tbe 
supporters  of  the  3ilL  There  was  reiDy 
no  difference  of  opinion  between  kioi- 
self  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Qsk, 
only  that  he  did  not  wish  the  Poor  Ltr 
Guardians  to  have  the  power  of  electioa 
unless  they  were  elected  by  Ballot  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  MemlMt 
for  Kildare  (Mr.  Cogan)  objected  to 
giving  the  people  any  more  power.  H« 
did  not  wonder  at  that,  for  the  last 
Election  showed  that  the  power  of  iht 
people  was  very  strong,  and  unless  he 
was  greatly  mistaken,  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman  would  find  that  unless  be 
went  in  for  Home  Eule  he  would  stsad 
very  little  chance.  He  oould  not  see 
that  a  single  reasonable  objection  bad 
been  brought  against  the  Bui.  He  did 
not  want  to  introduce  the  Section  of 
magistrates  all  over  the  oountiy,  be 
only  wanted  to  introduce  a  sprinkling  of 
representatives  of  the  people— namslj, 
one  magistrate  from  each  Unkni,  lo 
that  the  people  might  have  more  confi- 
dence in  the  administration  of  joatiee. 
He  said  that  the  people  were  not  nm- 
sented  on  the  magisterial  Bench.  Tbs 
landlords  were  represented  by  an  ofar- 
whelming  majority,  the  GovemnMot 
were  represented  by  the  stipsBdiaiy 
magistrates,  but  there  was  not  a  aingfe 
representative  of  the  people. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  word  '  nov ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question.'' 

The  House  divided: — AyeaSG;  Noes 
178:  Majority  142.— (Div.  list,  No.317.) 

Words  'added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Beading  pui  off  for  tbiai 
months. 

DIYINE   WORSHIP   FAOIIiinES  BttL 
{Mr,  Wilhraham  Sfferton,  Mr.  Sirltf.Mr,  WV^ 
iO0U,  Mr,  Rodwili.) 

[bill  47.]     8£coia>  nxiiDcro. 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  WILBBAHAM  BGEBTON,  it 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  •  ^ 
oond  tune,  said,  that  ite  provisMM  M 
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ocHuideirably  modified  in  deference 
te  the  opinions  which  were   expressed 
iMt  7Mff«    It  was  then  urged  that  the 
Bill  wonld  be  a  great  intenerence  with 
tlfta  iMuoddal  system,  and  that  its  effect 
voud  be  to  set  np  a  riral  dexgyman  in 
parish.    The  Bill,  therefore,  had 
inodified  so  as  to  maintain  intact  the 
gffwit  principle  of  the  parochial  system, 
mr  no  one  was  more  attached  than  he 
mwm  to  that  system.     The  BUI  proposed 
that  no  dergyman  should  be  appointed 
vndar  it  without  a   definite  territorial 
Hmit  being  assigned  within  which  his 
ministntions  should  be  oonfined.    The 
BUI  did  not  affect  the  qualil^  of  the 
•emrioes  so  much  as  the  quantity,  or,  in 
olhar  words,  the  deficiency  of  spiritual 
nunisteations  throughout  the    oountry. 
The  parochial  system  professed  to  pro- 
Tide  reli^ous  ministrationB  for  the  whole 
eoDunnmty ;  but,  at  the  present  time,  it 
eoold  not  be   said  that  it  coyered  the 
whole  spiritual  field  of  the   country. 
New  districts  were  being  formed,  pa* 
rishes  were  becoming  so  largely  popu- 
lated that  it  became  necessary  to  sub- 
^▼ide  them ;  but,  notwithstanding,  t&ere 
was  an  immense  population  which  the 
parodiial  system  dia  not  reach,  and  it 
to  provide  such  population  with  the 
of  religious  instruction  that  the 
Bin  had  been  introduced.    The  main 
objeet  of  the  Bill  was  to  amend  the 
CSuodi    Bmlding  Acts.      These  Acts, 
althoogh  of  a  complicated  nature,  had 
neatly  increased  thenumber  of  churches, 
rat  there  were  blots  which  required  to 
beremored,  and  defects  which  remained 
to  be  supplied.    The  Bill  would  enable 
a  petnm  to  build  a  church,  if  he  obtained 
the  consent  of  the  Bishop,  the  consent  of 
the  incombent  not  being  necessaiy.      It 
was  also  proposed  to  giro  the  ii^abitants 
.of  a  poor  district  that  which  the  inhabi- 
of  a  rich  district  at  present  pos- 
^  under  the  Patronage  Act,  of  pro- 
riding  for  their  own  spiritual  wants 

M&.  MONK:  I  rise  to  Order.  Is  it 
eompetent  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  read 
STOT  word  of  his  speech? 

Mju  8P£AK£B:  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  read  his  speech ;  but  he 
refor  to  his  notes  to  refresh  his 


£BAHAM  EOEBTON  pro- 
seeded  to  explain  the  prorisions  of  the 
BUI,  and  said,  that  at  present,  when- 
•wsB  addit&mal  chapel  was  needed, 
the  npgom&m  of  the  uuntmbent  oould 


stop  the  whole  proceeding.  The  Bill, 
therefore,  proposed  that  the  Bishop, 
either  of  his  own  motion  or  on  the  ap- 
plication of  the  inhabitants,  should  haye 
the  right  of  calling  on  the  incumbent  of 
a  parish  to  proride  suffidently  for  the 
spiritual  necessities  of  the  district.  If 
that  were  not  done  within  three  months 
the  Bishop  might  appoint  a  Oommission 
to  inquire  into  the  subject,  and  if  their 
recommendation  were  fayourable  to  the 
proyiding  of  further  facilities  for  Divine 
worship,  he  would  act  upon  it.  The 
first  duty  was  to  see  that  a  satisfactory 
stipend  was  provided  for  the  clergyman, 
and  the  Bishop  would  then  assign  to 
him  a  conventional  district.  The  pa- 
tronage was  to  be  vested  in  those  who 
should  provide  the  funds.  A  great  deal 
of  evidence  had  been  taken  by  the  Com- 
mittee which  had  been  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  spiritual  wants  of  the 
country,  and  since  that  Oommittee  re- 
ported, a  Committee  had  been  also  ap- 
pointed by  Convocation  to  examine  the 
same  subject.  It  appeared  from  the 
evidence  of  Canon  Gregory  that,  not- 
withstanding all  the  woric  done  during 
the  last  30  years,  within  which  no  fewer 
than  2,000  churches  had  been  built,  the 
church  accommodation   had  only  kept 

face  with  the  growth  of  the  population, 
n  1841  there  was  one  incumbent  to 
1,095  of  the  population;  in  1871  there 
was  one  incumbent  to  1,097.  In  his 
opinion,  it  was  decidedly  necessary  that 
these  deficiencies  should  be  supphed,  if 
the  Church  of  England  was  to  deserve 
the  name  of  the  National  Church.  The 
Eod^astical  Commissioners  might  ob- 
ject to  this  Bill  on  the  ground  that  it 
interfered  with  their  province ;  but,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  those  Commissioners 
had  no  means  of  knowing  the  require- 
ments of  particular  districts  in  regard 
to  spiritual  administration,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  the  Bill  in  any  way  in- 
terfered with  their  legitimate  functions. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  oonduded  by  mov- 
ing the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'' — {Mr,  WUbraham  JigerUm,) 

Mb.  A8SHET0N,  in  moving  the 
Previous  Question,  eaid,  he  had  care- 
fully compared  this  Bill  with  the  Bill 
of  last  year,  and  he  could  not  find  in  it 
one    substantial    alteration.      In    fact, 
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what  few  alterationB  had  been  made 
did  not  make  any  serious  difference  be- 
tween this  Bill  and  the  Bill  of  last  year. 
He  was  astonished  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member  say  the  Bill  did  not  interfere 
with  the  parochial  system,  and  that  he 
himself  was  anxious  to  maintain  it. 
Why,  the  principle  of  that  system  was 
the  spiritual  independence  of  the  in- 
cumbent in  his  parish ;  and  there  could 
not  be amore unquestionable  interference 
with  that  system  than  that  contained  in 
the  2nd  clause,  whereby  it  was  provided 
that  the  Bishop  of  a  diocese,  if  he  had 
reason  to  believe  it  would  be  expedient 
to  provide  in  any  parish  additional  fa- 
cilities for  the  performance  of  Divine 
worship,  might  licence  a  clergyman  to 
oftciate  in  that  parish  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  incumbent.  That  he  re- 
garded as  utterly  and  entirely  contrary 
to  the  parochial  system.  There  was  not 
time  that  Session  to  discuss  properly  a 
Bill  proposing  such  a  g^at  mnovation. 
Appointment  by  popular  election  might 
be  good  or  bad;  out  it  was  not  the 
method  of  the  Ohurch  of  England.  The 
Bill  did  not  provide  that  the  clergyman 
appointed  should  undertake  any  duty. 
It  amounted  to  this — that  if  a  small 
knot  of  people  got  the  permission  of  the 
Bishop,  they  might  appoint  a  sort  of 
privateer  parson  to  prey  on  a  parish, 
getting  as  much  as  he  could  from  the 
rich,  but  not  bound  to  do  an3rthing  for 
the  poor,  and  leaving  the  real  work  of  the 
parish  to  the  incumbent.  The  Bill  did 
not  sufficiently  define  habitual  neglect ; 
and  if  an  incumbent  were  guilty  of  it, 
why  should  he  not  be  removed,  instead 
of  a  fresh  clergyman  being  appointed  ? 
Nor  were  the  provisions  as  to  the  sti- 
pend and  other  matters  at  all  satisfac- 
tory. There  were  many  other  conside- 
rations and  difficulties  which  suggested 
themselves  in  connection  with  the  sub- 
ject ;  and,  upon  the  whole,  he  did  not 
think  that  a  Bill  referring  to  matters  of 
such  importance  ought  to  be  taken  up 
at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session.  There 
was  not  sufficient  time  to  think  out  all 
the  details,  and  to  put  the  measure  into 
a  workable  shape.  As,  however,  he 
did  not  altogether  disapprove  the  objects 
the  promoters  of  the  £ill  had  in  view, 
he  aid  not  move  its  rejection,  but  he 
would  move  the  Previous  Question  in- 
stead. 

Mb.  monk  seconded  the  Amendment. 
He    entirely     agreed    with    the    last 


speaker  in  thinking  the  Bill  an  mvaaas 
of  the  rights  of  the  moombeni.  He  on- 
sidered  the  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Egerton)  had  not  adopted  the  right  mode 
for  remedying  the  evils  which  exited 
by  attempting  to  interfere  with  the  paro- 
chial system.  If  the  duties  of  a  parnli 
were  not  properly  performed,  it  would 
be  reasonable  to  give  the  Bishop  pover 
to  call  on  the  incumbent  to  appoint  a 
curate ;  but  in  such  case  he  should  be  ap- 
pointed merely  as  an  additional  curate, 
and  should  have  no  riffht  to  interim 
with  the  incumbent.  The  real  objeei 
of  the  measure  was  not  far  to  seek. 
What  was  intended  by  it  was  simpfy 
this — that  whenever  a  certain  number  of 
parishioners  held  either  very  high  Chmtli 
views  or  very  low  Church  views,  and 
wished  to  have  a  particular  ritotl, 
they  should  be  allowed  to  eo  to  the 
Bishop  and  say — ''  Oive  us  a  dergjuita 
who  shall  perform  the  service  as  w* 
desire."  He  hoped  that  Parlianuot 
would  not  sanction  a  Bill  of  this  deeorip- 
tion.  / 


"That 
.Attk^ 


JPrwiotu  Question  proposed, 
that  Question  be  now  put."  '  ^ 
ton.) 


Mb.  BIELET,  in  supporting  the  Bill, 
said,  he  must,  at  once,  emphatically  re- 
pudiate the  explanation  just  given  bj 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr. 
Monk)  of  the  object  aimed  at  by  the 
Bill.  In  his  (Mr.  Birley's)  opinion  ^ 
Bishops  would  prefer  to  meet  cases  of 
neglect  in  the  way  provided  hj  the 
Bill,  instead  of  taking  steps  against  in- 
cumbents. He  desired  to  impress  npoo 
the  House  the  urgent  necessitT  of  patt- 
ing some  measure  of  the  kind.  He, 
therefore,  hoped  the  second  reading 
would  be  passed,  because,  although  it 
might  be  impossible  to  get  the  BiO 
through  that  Session,  its  progress  next 
year  would  be  facilitated.  He  was  a 
Member  of  the  (Committee  that  sat  on 
the  Bill,  when  the  whole  circumstanoee 
were  discussed.  Until  recently,  befbre 
a  church  was  built,  an  Act  of  ParliameDt 
was  often  necessary ;  but,  by  the  29th  of 
Geo.  m.,  facilities  were  given  to  IniiU 
churches  in  populous  districts.  He  sob- 
mitted  that  the  Church  of  England,  as  i 
national  Church,  ought  to  provide  so- 
oommodation  for  its  people  in  their  at- 
tendance at  Divine  worship.  R  wn 
notorious  there  were  many  inataaoei  af 


777 


Divine  Wanhip 


(July  4,  1877) 


Faeilitisi  Sin, 


778 


popoloufl  parishes  the  inoumbents  of 
vkich,  for  Ysrious  reasons,  would  not 
ftsaent  to  arrangements  that  were  ob- 
▼knaal J  necessary ;  and  this  Bill  would 
meet  such  oases  without  necessitating 
the  building  of  new  churches,  and  by 
allowing  licensed  rooms  to  be  used. 
The  Bm  bristled  with  safeguards,  and 
would  not  make  any  appointment  per- 
manent. At  all  events,  it  would  inter- 
fere tax  lees  with  the  parochial  system, 
and  would  be  less  detrimental  to  the 
Church  of  EngUnd  than  the  custom  of 
allowing  the  ground  to  be  occupied  by 
Disaentine  chapels,  to  the  disadvantage 
of  the  national  Church. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  supported  the  Pre- 
▼ioos  Question,  which  ne  considered  to 
be    the  proper  way  of  treating  with 
oo&tempt  all  discussions  in  re^urd  to 
the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England 
mitil   some  better  understanding    had 
been  arrived  at  as  to  the  position  which 
the  public  held  in  regard  to  that  body, 
and  until  some  kind  of  remedy  had  been 
discovered  for  practices  of  a  most  objec- 
tionable character  which   were    being 
now  carried  on.    At  the  present  time, 
the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England 
^ipeared  to  be  a  class  of  men  who  were 
not  to  be  reasoned  with.    There  were 
men  amongst  them  who  degraded  their 
profession,   who    practised  that  which 
they  had  sworn  not  to  practise,  and  who 
opposed  and  endeavoured  to  counteract 
all  those   principles  which  they  were 
paid  to  support.     Such  men  ought  to  be 
pat  down,  if  not  dispensed  with  alto- 
gether.     Look,   for  example,   at    that 
abominable  book,  The  Prieet  in  AhBolu- 
iicn,  which  had  so  startled  the  country, 
and  the  position  of  the  authorities  of  the 
Church  in  regard  to  it.    Why,  great 
ecclesiastical  cug^taries  who  were  not 
inadequately    remunerated,    and    who 
were  supposed  to  be  occupied  specially 
with  the  discipline  of  the  Church,  had 
only  yesterday  asserted  that  the  volume 
in  question  had  been  for  the  first  time 
hrooght   to  their    knowledge.      Those 
reverend  gentlemen  pretended  to  have 
been  in  ignorance  up  to  that  period  of  a 
book  which  had  so  mgrained  Itself  into 
the  praetice  of  a  large  section  of  the 
dsray,  that   a   man  of  the   name  of 
Madumochie  had  said  that  the  volume 
waa  no  longer  necessanr,  that  he  did 
not  want  it,  that  he  had  practised  for 
fiv^»-and*twenty  years  what  it  oontained. 
He  consMered  that  was  a  great  scandal. 


He  apprehended  that  public  opinion 
would  demand  that  some  remedy  should 
be  applied  to  the  evil  which  existed  in 
the  Church  through  the  practices  incul- 
cated in  the  book  referred  to.  In  the 
meantime,  he  thanked  the  hon.  Member 
for  Clitheroe  (Mr.  Assheton)  for  moving 
the  Previous  Question,  which  amounted 
to  this — ^that  the  House  would  not  con- 
descend to  discuss  any  question  relating 
to  the  Church  and  the  clergy  until  the 
matters  to  which  he  referred  had  been 
satisfactorily  dealt  with. 

Mb.  BERE8F0ED  HOPE  said,  he 
felt  certain  that  he  represented  the  feel- 
ing of  the  House  in  taking  up   the 
question  at   the    point    which  it    had 
reached  previously  to  the  last  speaker. 
It  was  always  either  too  early  or  too  late 
to  discuss  a  measure  they  did  not  like ; 
but  the  condition  of  the  Order  Book  was 
probably  fatal  to  the  chance  of  the  Bill 
this  Session.     He  should,  nevertheless, 
support  the    second   reading,   and  re- 
gretted that  his  hon.  Friend  had  fallen 
on  such  evil  days  in  bringing  it  forward 
at  a  time  when  those  who  guided  the 
ark  of  the  State  were  not  present,  and 
when  those  who  g^ded  it  a  short  time 
ago  were  absent  also.    The    question 
was  one  that  called  for  the  most  serious 
consideration.    The  Bill  was  excellently 
intended,  and  dealt  with  a  deficiency 
which  all  acknowledged,  yet  he  should 
be   sorry  to  see  it  become  law  in  its 
present  state,  more  especially  if  it  con- 
tained the  provision  which  would  re- 
morselessly saddle  the  clergyman  with 
a  conventional  district.   This  compulsion 
confounded  the  ideas  of  worship  with 
which  the  measure  dealt,  and  of  pas- 
toral charge.     The  Bill  to  some  extent 
provided    a  safety-valve  for    tolerated 
differences  of  opinion  in   the  Church, 
whether  affecting  doctrine  or  ceremonial, 
which  was  a  point  to  which  he  attached 
much  importance,  as  a  provision  for  tem- 
porary places  of  worsmp  would  prevent 
parishes  from  being  rashly  cut  up  into 
permanent  districts,  which  was  too  often 
the  lavish  and  dumsv  method  of  settling 
such  disputes.     He  hoped  that  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  Previous  Question  would  not 
be  pressed.    He  put  it  to  the  majority  of 
the  Members  of  the  House  who  were 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  whe- 
ther thev  did  or  did  not,  when  in  town, 
attend  their  parish  church  as  a  matter 
of  principle,  because  it  was  their  parish 
church ;  and  if,  as  he  believed,  the  an- 
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swer  would  be  "no,"  then  this  fact 
illustrated  the  raison  d^Hre  for  this  Bill  in 
other  places  than  London.  It  provided 
that,  in  cases  where  there  were  differ- 
ences of  opinion  about  the  parson  or  the 
services  of  the  church,  the  dissentients 
might  have  a  temporary  chapel  so  long 
as  they  could  pay  for  it,  or  so  long  as  it 
was  necessary.  When  it  ceased  to  be 
so,  they  coidd  return  to  the  mother 
church,  which  would  have  sustained  no 
permanent  injury.  It  would  be  well  if 
the  aggrieved  parishioners  had  ample 
opportunity  of  stating  to  the  Bishop 
what  their  grievances  were — whether 
the  character  of  the  services,  or  their 
insufficiency,  or  the  lack  of  clerical 
strength — and  that  a  machinery  should 
be  provided  for  devising,  if  possible,  a 
temporary  remedy  short  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  fresh  clergyman  and  the  making 
of  a  new  district.  In  particular,  he 
would  be  glad  if  the  Bill  had  contained 
a  provision  giving  to  the  parson  himself 
a  period  of  grace  wherein  to  find  the  de- 
sired services,  and  at  his  own  parish 
church.  The  Bill  to  which  this  was  a 
successor,  as  introduced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Salt),  did  make 
such  provision,  and  he  looked  upon  the 
omission  of  it  in  the  present  measure  as 
a  serious  defect.  He  had  himself  been 
a  Member  of  the  Member  for  ^t^^rd's 
Committee,  and  the  prevalent  opinion 
among  them,  after  a  very  wide  and 
searching  inquiry,  was  that  the  principle 
advocated  was  a  sound  one,  though  it 
would  require  liberal  development,  and 
therefore  he  should  vote  against  the 
Previous  Question. 

Mr.  EODWELL,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Select  Committee  from  whom  the  Bill 
had  sprung,  desired  to  say  a  few  words 
in  correction  of  the  misapprehension 
which  existed  as  to  its  objects.  The 
object  of  the  parochial  system  was  to 
provide  for  the  spiritual  wants  of  the 
parishioners,  and  it  was  the  purpose  of 
the  Bill  to  further  that  object.  One 
would  think  on  hearing  the  opponents 
of  the  Bill  that  the  parishes  had  been 
made  for  the  dergy,  and  not  the  clergy 
for  the  parishes.  The  parochial  system 
was  a  matter  of  theory,  and  were  they 
going  to  sacrifice  the  interests  of  the 
country  to  a  theory?  Abundant  evi- 
dence was  given  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee that  there  were  many  cases  of 
inadequate  provision  and  neglect  which 
the  Bishops  were  powerless  to  meet,  and 

Mr,  Bere»ford  Hope 


in  one  instance  it  was  stated  a  ciatgy- 
man  refused  to  attend  a  mxikpenaskf  md 
vet  the  Bishop  had  no  power  to  ctmfd 
him  to  do  so.  The  Bill  prorided  a 
simple,  cheap,  temporary  remedy  iiaX 
womd  not  in  the  least  interfere  wiib  aaj 
rights  which  an  incumbent  waa  mtoraHy 
justified  in  asserting.  If  he  could  show 
that  increased  facOities  were  not  re- 
quired, the  Bishop  could  not  intertes. 
On  the  advent  of  a  new  inoambent^  th« 
additional  clergyman  would  retire,  unlsM 
the  new  incumbent  desired  him  to  re- 
main. BitualiBm  had  nothing  whatom 
to  do  with  the  history  of  the  Bill,  whkk 
was  orig^inally  introduced  by  the  Loil 
Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Salt),  now 
Secretary  to  the  Local  GorenuiMnft 
Board.  It  would  be  possible  to  insot 
in  the  Bill  any  necessary  safegnaids; 
and,  although  it  might  be  impoeeible  to 
pass  the  Bin  this  year,  it  would  be  well 
to  read  it  a  second  time  by  way  of  fMiU- 
tating  future  lenslation. 

Mb.  OEEENjS,  who  had  hitherto  op- 
posed Bills  of  this  character,  would  veto 
for  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  be* 
cause  it  embodied  safegaaids  aniMt 
abuse.  It  ought  to  be  watched  j  ealoosfy 
in  Committee  to  see  that  the  paioohial 
system  was  not  weakened.  Though  it 
could  not  be  carried  now,  it  would  bs 
well  to  aflirm  its  principle.  Aa  to  Uis 
practices  alluded  to  he  did  not  betiert 
the  Bill  would  give  them  any  faoilitiea, 
and  believinff  they  were  generally  repu- 
diated by  me  common  sense  of  the 
people,  he  should  support  theBiiL 

Mr.  CAEPENTEB-OABNIER  oouU 
not  support  the  Bill.  The  expense  of 
enrolling  legal  districts  might  be  greet, 
but  the  proper  remedy  was  to  ameM  the 
law  in  that  respect,  and  not  to  m^  ont 
conventional  districts.  Theintpodnotioa 
of  a  clergyman  against  the  will  of  the 
incumbent,  who  had  to  pay  him,  meet 
occasion  strife  and  divisions,  fat  oai* 
lisions  would  be  inevitable  in  the  man- 
agement of  schools,  and  of  charities,  aad 
in  visiting,  and  these  coUisionB  wooU 
probably  result  in  the  two  preeohiag 
against  each  other. 

Mb.  MILBANK  supported  the  KU 
in  the  interestof  the  Churoh of  Knglend. 
In  his  own  district  in  Yorkshire  d^jT 
had  very  extensive  church  perishes  lo 
large  and  so  inadequately  supplied  with 
the  necessary  means  of  ohiooh  eeoon* 
modation  that,  as  a  coneeqaeiioe,  Dift- 
senting    ohapels  were    tpongmg  19 
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r^iidlyizi  all  directions.  AlthougHthe 
elargjmen  of  those  parishes  hed  en- 
deftToured,  under  great  difficulties,  to 
perldnn  their  duty,  it  could  not  be  ex- 
pected they  oottM  induce  the  parishioners 
to  walk  a  diatanoe  of  eight  or  nine  miles 
in  order  to  reach  a  chapel-of-ease.  All 
this  would  be  knocked  in  the  head  if 
clmrohee  and  clergymen  were  provided. 

Mb.  WALTER,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Meet  Committee,  would  support  the 
BilL  He  did  not  look  to  it  so  much  for 
any  great  adrantages  in  the  increase  of 
aooommodation,  for  he  thought  the  exist- 
ing Acta  of  Parliament  went  far  to  meet 
any  difficulty  which  existed  in  that  direc- 
tion; but  he  did  look  to  it  to  provide 
lemediee  in  those  cases  where  there  was 
a  clergyman  who  could  not  be  dislodged 
or  disturbed,  who  did  not  bring  himself 
uader  the  law,  who  did  not  break  the 
Oommandments  so  as  to  enable  the 
Rroleeiaatioal  Law  to  meet  him,  and 
who  was,  nevertheless,  a  man  for  whom 
the  parishioners  could  not  feel  any  re- 
mct.  It  being  difficult  to  dislodge  the 
ctfltgymany  there  ought  to  be  some 
rsnedy  for  the  parishioners  who  wished 
to  go  to  church  to  get  good.  There  were 
Jew  Members  of  uie  House  who  could 
not  put  their  hands  on  a  parish  where 
moh  a  grievance  existed.  Although  he 
would  not  pledge  himself  to  particular 
details  of  the  Bill,  he  held  that  this  was 
a  grievance  that  required  a  remedy. 
There  were  cases  in  which  it  had  existed 
Asny  years,  in  which  the  clergyman 
had,  so  to  speak,  sat  upon  the  people  for 
30,  80,  or  40  years,  and  the  people  had 
BO  redress.  The  result  was  that  Dissent 
had  flourished,  and  meeting-houses  mul- 
tiplied. He  wanted  to  be  relieved  of  that 
difilculty;  and  as  he  believed  the  Bill 
votUd  provide  a  remedy,  he  would  sup- 
port the  principle  without  committing 
hiaaelf  to  the  details. 

Ma.  HENLEY  joined  in  supporting 
the  Bill,  remarking  that  something  of  its 
^iltft'aoter  was  the  only  way  in  which 
they  could  meet  the  constant  necessities 
^  the  caae.  Anyone  who  was  old 
•oough — as  he  was — to  remember  the 
iniUiou  of  money  which  was  granted 
*ft*r  the  war  must  see  that  in  these  mat- 
t«n  the  remedy  had  always  oome  be« 
™d,  and  had  not  suooeeded  in  reaching 
the  misnhiaf  it  was  intended  to  guard 
^g|i>^  namely,  that  owing  to  the 
yt  iaoreaae  in  the  popu&tion  the 
^B^voh  aoeommodation  waa  found  not 


to  be  sufficient.  The  Bill  now  under  con- 
sideration was  intended  to  remedy  the 
defect,  and  it  was  upon  those  grounds 
that  he  considered  it  his  duty  to  support 
the  second  reading. 

Previous    Question    put,   ''That   that 
Question  be  now  put.'^ 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  94 ;  Noes 
78  :  Majority  16.— (Div.  List,  No.  218.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,   and  eom- 
mitted  for  Wednesday  1st  August. 

AGRICULTURAL    TENEMENTS     SECU- 
RITY FOR    IMPROVEMENTS  BILL. 
{Mr,  J.  JF.  Barclay y  Sir  George  Balfour^ 
Mr,  Earp,) 

[bill  86.]      SECOND  BSADma. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Me.  J.  W.  BARCLAY,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  he  now  read  a  second  time, 
explained  that  its  ohjects  were  to  encou- 
rage and  stimulate  improved  cultivation 
of  the  land,  to  give  security  to  the  tenant 
for  the  value  of  improvements  which 
henefited  his  successor,  and  to  secure  to 
the  landlord  his  fair  right  to  the  in- 
creased value  of  the  soil.    What  with 
untoward  seasons,  higher  wages,  cattle 
diseases,  and  foreign  competition,  farm- 
ing had  been  very  unremunerative  in 
recent  years;  and  many  hon.  Members 
had  doubtless  experience  of  difficulty  in 
letting  farms,  and  larger  arrears  of  rent 
than  usual.     Farmers  did  not  complain 
of  low  prices  or  foreign  competition;  but 
they  did  complain  that  they  had  not  a 
fair  amount  of  control  over  their  farms, 
and  had  not  the  same  opportunities  which 
manufacturers  possessed  of  making  the 
most  of  their  business.     The  law  by  de- 
claring that  the  money  which  a  tenant 
might  expend  in  improving  his  farm 
belonged  to  the  lanmord  when  it  was 
incorporated  in  the  soil,  or  even,  as  in  the 
cases  of  houses,  when  placed  upon  the 
landlord's  soil,  and  perhaps  even  more, 
the  antiquated  and  often  absurd  condi- 
tions  regarding  cultivation  and  crops 
im{K)sed  ov  the  landlord  on  the  tenant 
prejudicially  affected,  not  only  the  in- 
terests of  the  tenants  and  of  the  public 
at  large,  but  that  of  the  landlora  him- 
self.    It  was  to  endeavour  to  find  a 
remedy  for  some  of  these  evils  he  had 
introduced  thia  Bill.    It  was  true  that 
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the  present  Parliament  had  passed  an 
A^cultural  Holdings  Act  to  remedy 
this  state  of  things ;  but  that  Act  was 
practically  a  dead  letter.  Landlords 
generally  did  not  give  their  tenants 
security  for  the  money  they  invested  in 
improving  the  soil.  Certainly  the  ordi- 
nary 19  years*  lease  which  prevailed  in 
Scotland  was  not  sufficient  to  enable  the 
tenant  to  recoup  himself  from  his  crops 
for  the  capital  which  it  was  now  found 
necessary  to  invest  in  the  soil.  No  doubt, 
the  lease  had  done  much  to  encourage 
the  improvement  of  land  in  Scotland;  but 
although  a  19  years'  lease  might  have  at 
one  time  been  sufficient,  it  was  not  now 
adequate  to  permit  a  farmer  to  recoup 
himself  for  the  much  larger  amount  of 
capital  found  necessary  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  modem  agriculture.  The 
principles  which  he  had  endeavoured  to 
embody  in  the  present  Bill  were  simple. 
Improvements  were  to  be  divided  mto 
two  classes,  called  respectively  perma- 
nent and  temporary  improvements. 
Under  the  name  of  permanent  improve- 
ments the  Bill  included  those  improve- 
ments of  land  which  should  properly  be 
executed  by  the  landlord ;  but  inasmuch 
as  many  landlords  would  not  put  them- 
selves to  the  trouble,  or  encounter  the 
risk  of  executing  these  improvements, 
the  Bill  provided  that  if  a  tenant  carried 
out  these  improvements  at  his  own 
expense,  he  should  be  entitled  to  a 
reasonable  compensation  for  them  at 
the  end  of  his  lease.  The  tenant,  how- 
ever, when  he  resolved  on  the  improve- 
ment would  first  have  to  give  notice  to 
his  landlord  of  what  he  intended  to  do ; 
and  if  the  landlord  agreed  to  interest 
himself  so  far  in  the  matter,  he  could 
ask  the  tenant  to  give  him  an  estimate 
of  the  cost  of  the  improvement,  and  if 
he  offered  to  advance  three-fourths  of 
that  cost  himself,  the  remaining  fourth 
would  be  expended  by  the  tenant,  who 
would  also  have  to  pay  the  landlord 
during  the  remainder  of  his  lease  5  per 
cent  per  annum  interest  upon  what  the 
landlord  expended.  That  was  an  ar- 
rangement which  would  be  advantageous 
to  the  landlord,  because  he  would  have 
an  improvement  made  upon  his  estate 
on  advancing  three-fourths  of  its  cost, 
and  during  the  remainder  of  the  tenant's 
occupation  he  would  receive  5  per  cent 
interest  on  his  outlay.  Power  would  be 
reserved  to  the  landlord  to  object  to  any 
improvement  which  the  tenant  desired 

Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay 


to  make  on  the  ground,  either  that  it 
was  not  suitable  to  the  holding,  or  tiul 
it  would  prejudice  the  estate  generally; 
and  those  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Bar- 
clay) to  be  the  only  two  ffroonds  <a 
which  any  reasonable  lanmord  would 
object    to    improvement    of   his   LumL 
On  either  of  these  two  ^;roandB  the  land- 
lord could  object,  and  if  he  showed  that 
his  objection  was  well  founded,  he  could 
prevent  the  tenant  from  csRying  oot 
improvements ;  or,  at  all  erenta,  would 
cease  to  be  responsible  for  them  his- 
self.    The  other  class — that  of  tempo- 
rary improvements — set  forth    in   ^ 
Schedule  of  the   Bill,    indnded   only 
those  which  ought  naturally  to  fiaU  ou 
the  cultivator  of  land,  and  which  tke 
landlord  ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to 
execute.    l%ey  were  improvements  tib« 
successful  canying  out  of  whidi  tsit 
much  depended  on  the  individoaly  bo^ 
with  regard  to  the  cost  and  to  the  qnalitj 
of  the  work,  and  which  ought  to  recoup 
themselves  in    a   few    years.      If  m 
tenant   carried  them  out  and  had  to 
leave  the  farm  before  he  had  had 
to  recoup  himself  for  the  outlay,  he 
to  have  oompensation,  but  the  codumb- 
sation  would  come  practicallj,  not  mxL 
the  landlord,  but  fiom  his  snocossor  is 
the  farm.    The  first  class  of  improfe- 
ments — those  of  a  permanent  charscUr 
— were  those  which  the  landlord  should 
pay  for,  and  for  which  he  would  reooq» 
himself  by  an  increased  rent  from  soo- 
ceeding  tenants ;  and  the  second  clsas 
or  temporary  improvements — were  thoss 
which  the  cultivator  of  the  soil  ou^  to 
execute,  and  for  which,  if  he  was  not 
repaid  during  the  oontinoanoe  of  bif 
tenancy,  he  would  be  recouped  under 
this  BUI  by  the  in-coming  tenant.    Ths 
in-coming  tenant  again  would  be  indsn- 
nified  by  receiving  the  farm  in  muflb 
better  condition  than  it  otherwise  would 
have  been.    These  were  the  two  main 
principles  of  the  Bill.    There  was  also 
a  provision  for  compensation  of  the  te- 
nant for  unexhausted  manures  or  frrti* 
lizers ;  but,  as  that  was  merely  an  extaa- 
sion  of  the  present  system  of  oompeosi* 
tion,  he  would  not  dwell  npon  it    Hm 
Bill  would  have  the  effect  of  anabEnf 
parties,  who  as  matters  stood  at  pisswt 
could  not  have  the  opportunitr  of  oob- 
tracting  together,  to  adjust  daims  upoa 
equitable  terms — ^he  referred  to  the  oat- 
going  and  in-coming  tenants.    Ihi%  hi 
considered,  would  m  veiy  adrantagsooi 
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ffx  both  parties.    The  Bill  sought  to 
Iaj  down  the  general  equitable  prinoi- 
plea    wliereby    the    in-coming   tenant 
flkoold  pay  to  the  out-going  tenant  a 
fair  and  reasonable  compensation  for  the 
mooej  which  the  latter  had  left  to  bene- 
fit the  former  in  the  soil.     In  settling 
what  should  be  the  amount  of  oompen- 
Mtion^  he  had  endeavoured  to  embody 
in  the  Bill  provisions,  not  to  enact  a 
ctwtom,  because  that  was  impracticable, 
but  to  lay  down  general  principles  the 
application  of  which  was  not  tied  down 
by  any  hard-and-fast  rules,  but  in  re- 
gard to  which  there  was  a  considerable 
amoant  of  elasticity,  so  that  those  prin- 
ciples  might  be   fairly  and  equitably 
adapted  to  the  various  districts  of  the 
country.     In  dealing  with  such  a  ques- 
tion as  improvement  upon  land,  hard- 
and-last  rmee  as  to  the  amount  of  com* 
pmtMtion    could    not   be   laid   down, 
Deoaase  what  would  be  a  fair  amount 
of  compensation  in  one  district  would 
imbaUy  be  unfair  in  another.    He  had 
laid  down  in  the  Bill  what  were  the 
matten    in  respect  of  which    an  out- 
going tenant  was  to  be  compensated, 
aad  he  hoped  that  under  the  provisions 
of  arbitration  a  custom  would  by-and-by 
now  up  in  various  districts  throuffhout 
UM  ooontry,  under  which  it  would  be 
wdl  known  and  clearly  established  what 
was  a  fair  and  proper  compensation  to 
allow  to  the  out-going  tenant  under  the 
peculiar    circumstances    of   each    case. 
The  compensation  both  with  reg^ard  to 
permanent  and  temporary  improvements 
was  to  be  fixed  by  arbitrators,   who, 
after  taking  into  oonsideration  what  was 
the  increased  value  of  the  farm  due  to 
the  improvements,  what  had  been  the 
cost  ox    the  improvements,  and    what 
benefit  the  out-ffoing  tenant  had  derived 
fnmL  them,  woiud  fiix  sudi  a  sum  as  they 
thought  fair  and  equitable  under  the 
droamstaneea ;    but   the   compensation 
was  limited  by  an  over-ruling  clause, 
wUdi  specified  that  no  compensation  for 
psrmanent  improvements  snould  exceed 
16  yean'    purchase   of   the   increased 
▼aloe  of  the  holding  due  to  the  improve- 
neats,  and  in  the  case  of  temporaiy 
improvements,  that  the   compensation 
•hoold  in  no  case  exceed  five  years' 
pavckaae  of  the  increased  value  of  the 
|ttd  due  to  the  improvements.     Then 
it  was  provided,  on  the  other  hand,  that 
^laadlord  should  have  power  to  ob- 
^^  compensation  for  depreciation,  or 


else  to  eject  the  tenant.  Arbitrators 
were  to  have  power  to  examine  a  farm 
in  the  interest  of  the  landlord,  and  if 
they  found  the  farm  in  bad  order,  the 
tenant  was  bound  to  conform  to  the  in- 
structions of  the  arbitrators,  and  if  he 
failed  to  carry  out  an  improved  cultiva- 
tion, the  landlord  should  nave  power  to 
eject  him.  It  might  seem  hard  to  the 
tenant  that  the  landlord  should  have 
that  power,  and  representation  of  this 
point  had  been  made  to  him  by  many 
farmers ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  equitable 
and  just  that,  while  on  the  one  hand 
the  tenant  had  a  right  to  claim  from  the 
landlord  compensation  for  improve- 
ments, the  landlord,  on  the  other,  should 
have  a  rifi;ht  to  claim  compensation  for 
depreciation,  and  to  ultimately  eject  a 
tenant  who  persisted,  after  the  arbitra- 
tors had  given  their  award,  in  exhaust- 
ing or  improperly  cultivating  the  farm. 
The  hon.  Member  was  proceeding, 
when 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  dock,  further  Proceeding  was 
adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

ABICY    (BOYAL  ABTILLBBY  KRD  ENOllTEEB 
OFFIOXBS,    AKTIKARB  OF  PAY). 

Select  Committee  to  oonsist  of  Serenteen 
Members : — Lord  EsLOf  oton,  Mr.  Graitt  Duff, 
Lord  Gbobob  Hamilton,  Mr.  Campbbll-Bak- 
NBBXAN,  Sir  Walter  Barttblot,  Mr.  Fawcbtt, 
Earl^PBRCT,  Mr.  Muntz,  Mr.  'Wtllulu  Holms, 
Mr.  Carpbwtbb.Garnier,  Mr.  Dbnzil  Onslow, 
Captain  O'Bbirxb,  Mr.  ARTHrR  Mills,  Sir 
Georob  Balfour,  Sir  Hbnrt  Wolff,  Mr. 
CorRTNBT,  and  Colonel  Jbrtis  : — Power  to  send 
for  persons,  papers,  and  recoids ;  Five  to  be  the 
^aornm. 

PUBLIC  LOANS  BEMISSION  BILL. 

Besolntion  [Jane  29]  rtporud,  and  0^r#Mf  to  : 

—  Bin  ordirtd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Raikbs,  Mr.  Crancbllor  of  the  Excubqubr, 
and  Mr.  Wiluam  Hbnrt  Smith. 

Billpr»Mfa«<,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU226.] 

TELEGRAPHS  (MOITEY)  BILL. 

Besolation  [Jane  29]  rtpwrUdy  and  Mffrnd  U  : 

—  Bill  ortUr»d  to  be  bronght  in  by  Mr. 
Raikbs,  Lord  John  Mannbrs,  and  Mr.  Wil- 
liam Hbnrt  Smith. 

Bm pr$90nt4d,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  227.] 

DCPaisomcsNT  fob  debt  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Earolbt  Wilmot,  Bill  for 
the  abolition  of  Imprisooment  for  Debt  in  oiril 
actions  in  certain  cases,  ordered  to  be  broo^t 
in  by  Sir  Eardlbt  Wilmot,  Mr.  Statblbt 
Hnx,  and  Mr.  Watkih  Williams. 

mipntmt^it  and  read  the  flwt  time.  [Bin  230.] 
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My  Lords,  the  £01  whioh  I  hirre  kid 
on  the  Table  will,  if  it  be  apprtrrad  \j 
Parliament,  have  yery  important  re— hi 
for  mnltitades  of  our  feUow-soflflcnr 
countrymen,  and  your  Lordalizpa  viil 
bear  with  me  while  I  state  rery  bcM  j 
the  motives  whioh  have  led  me  to  intro- 
duce it.  So  long  ago  as  1851  the  Itiih 
Oensus  Oonmiissioners  addreaaod  tiit 
Irish  6K)yemment  in  these 


OHTJRCn     PATRONAGE    (SCOTLAND)    LAW 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ramsay,  Bill  to  alter  and 
amend  the  Act  thirty-seventh  and  thirty-eighth 
Victoria,  chapter  eighty-two/intituled,  "An  Act 
to  alter  and  amend  the  Laws  relating  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  Ministers  to  Parishes  in  Scotland," 
ordered  to  he  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ramsay,  Mr. 
Baxter,  and  Mr.  Grant  Dupp. 

BiU-presenUdy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  231.] 

BOAED  OF  EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  OON- 
TINXTANCE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate.  Bill  to 
continue  for  one  year  the  Board  of  Eauc&tion 
in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  The 
Lord  Advocate  and  Mr.  Secretary  Oross. 

Billprf«0N^,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  229*3 

OOLONLLL  STOCK  TRANSFEB  (STAMP  DUTY) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  "William  Henry  Smith, 
Bill  to  amend  the  Law  with  respect  to  the 
Transfer  of  Stock  forming  part  of  the  Pablio 
Debt' of  any  Colony,  and  the  Stamp  Duty  on 
such  Transfer,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
William  Henry  Smith  and  Mr.  James  Low- 
thsr. 

BilLpreiented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  228.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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MINUTESJ— Public  Bills— /*»>«<  J&euding^ 
Colonial  ^rtifications*  (133);  Saint  Stephen's 
Green  (Dublin) «  (134) ;  General  Police  and 
Improvement  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (Glasgow)  *  (135) ;  Local  Go- 
vernment Provisional  Orders  (Sewage)  *  (136). 

Second  Reading— ^G\7  Forest*  (123). 

Cbmim^^— Reservoirs*  (103). 

Committee — Report — ^Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation  ^No.  1)*  (112);  Municipal 
Corporations  (New  Charters)  *  (126). 

Third  Reading — General  Police  and  Improve- 
ment (Scotland)  Act  (1862)  Amendment* 
(109);  Trade  Marks*  (106);  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary  *  (120),  and  paseed. 

JFithdratcn — Lnbecile,  Lunatic,  and  other  Af- 
fiicted  Classes  (Ireland)  (110). 

IMBECILE,  LUNATIC,  AND  OTHER 

AFFLICTED  CLASSES  (IRELAND)  BILL 

{The  Lord  0*Magan.) 

(KO.    110.)      BEGOND    BEADma. 

BILL  WITHDRAWN. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

LoBD  O'HAGAN,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time,  said : 


"  "We  respectfully  suggest  to  yoar 
the  propriety  of  taJdng  some  stops  towardi  tfe 
education  and  moral  imi>royement  of  idiote  sod 
imheciles — a  subject  which  at  present  enn^e* 
the  attention  of  the  philanthropic  both  in  £&<• 
land  and  on  the  Continent,  ^ere  several  wtaS- 
Ushments  for  the  purpose  have  been  orectod, 
and  are  supported  by  the  State,  and  in  which 
the  susceptibility  of  thia  dasi  to  a  oettua 
amount  of  education  has  been  demoDStzmtcd." 

Ten  years  passed,  and  the  soggestiea 
had  produced  no  result — ^nothing  whti- 
ever  was  done  to  educate  or  improrc 
these  miserable  people.  A  new  Oensoi 
took  place,  and  in  1861  the  Goinnii»> 
sioners  again  pressed  upon  the  E] 


the  same  continuing  necessity  in  ^ 
dsely  the  same  words ; — ^but  unhappily 
with  no  better  effect — to  the   premiS 
hour  no  Goyemment  has  paid  any  afiteo- 
tion  to  it,  and  in  1877  things  remaiB 
exactly  as  they  were  in  1851.  A  genera- 
tion has  passed  away — the  great  work 
of  charity  which  was  urged  by  the  Con- 
missioners   has    gone    on    suooessfoUT 
abroad;  and  many  of  your  Lordships 
may  haye  seen  the  admirable  institu- 
tions which  have  long  existed  in  Bd- 
giumand  elsewhere,  redeeming  unhappy 
children  from  darkness  and  misery,  aad 
restoring  them  in  numbers  to  compai*- 
tive  intelligence  and  capacity  for  iht 
business  of  life.    In  England  yesr  much 
has  been  done,  and  is  doing,  for  ^ 
same  noble  purpose.    Many  admirable 
institutions  haye  been  established  loc 
the  benefit  of  these  unfortunate  persoos* 
and  a  great  and  good  work  has  bets 
accomplished.    Ireland  has  had  alxnoit 
no  share  in  this  happy  progress  -for 
the  first  Irish  Poor  Law  had  no  refa- 
ence  to  the  care  of  imbeciles.     The  Act 
of  1843,  which  proyided  for  the  desf 
and  dumb  and  blind,  did   not  mHj 
to  those  whose  case  is  certainly  not  um 
lamentable,  who  haye  less  power  of  sttf- 
help  or  self-assertion,  who  haye  hr  Iss 
chance  of  deyeloping  such  oapabilitks 
of  culture  or  ei^oyment  as  <iod  m^ 
haye  left  to  them,  and  whoee  missmi, 
from  the  neglect,  disgust,  or  iU-trssI* 


of  tliOfie  around  them,  are  inoom- 
panblj  greater.    This  began  to  be  felt 
in  Finland,  and  the  Act  of  1862  enabled 
the  Ouacrdians  of  the  Poor  to  send  to 
oivtified  schools  not  only  the  blind  and 
d«af^   but    also    ''lame,    deformed,    or 
idiotie  persons/'      That  Act  does  not 
extend   to   Ireland,   and  its   beneficent 
misTisions  are  to  this  hour  denied  her. 
What  powers  were  given  by  the  Act  of 
1S43    naTe    been    admirably   utilised. 
Yohintary  institutions,  amply  endowed 
hj  Toluntazy  beneyolence,  hare   been 
aided  by  the  State,  and  Europe  does  not 
contain    any  establishments  more  effi- 
ciently worked  for  the  blind  and  the 
deaf  and  dumb.     On  the  same  prin- 
dnlee  our  reformatories  and  industrial 
•diools  have  been  made  fruitful  of  im- 
menae  adrantage ;  eaii  there  is  no  sort 
of  isaaon  why,  by  the  same  agencies, 
afflama  for  imbeciles  should  not  have 
he&a  created  with  the  same  great  results. 
Bat  those  agencies  haye  not  been  pro- 
vided; and  whilst  in  this  regard  the  rest 
of  the  world  has  been  moving  on,  Ire- 
laxid  has  remained  where  she   was  a 
quarter  of  a  century  ago.    Fortunately, 
Um  Inspectors  of  Lunatic  Asylums  m 
Iralaod  distinguish  imbeciles  mm  luna- 
tics in  their  statistical  returns — a  prac- 
ties  whidi  the  Oommissioners  and  luna- 
tie  a^lnms  in  England  would  do  well  to 
feUow,  and  I  am,  therefore,  enabled  to 
itete  to  your  Lordships  the  actual  number 
ud  reepeotiTe  positions  at  the  end  of 
1S74.     On  the  31st  December  in  that 
jear  there  were  in  Ireland  8,151  imbe- 
dlas  and  idiots,  of  whom  1,740  were  in 
workhousee,  638  were  in  asylums,  and 
^iHS  were  at  large  and  utterly  uncared 
for.    The  beneficence  of  a  good  phy- 
adan«  Dr.  Stewart,  who  has  <^Toted  the 
taimings  of  his  life  to  the  maintenance 
of  an  institution  for   idiots,   provides 
taore  or  leas  for  43,  many  of  whom  are 
wpported  in  it  b  v  their  relatives ;  but 
thsre  remain  nearly  6,000,  some  71  per 
wot  of  the  whole,  whose  education  and 
nwral  improvement  are  as  entirely  dis- 
ngwded  as  when  the  Commissioners 
Qiade  their  appeal  in  1851.    Crowds  of 
tikonare  homeless  wanderers,  exposed 
to  iQ  extremities  of  want  and  sufforing, 
Tniiuiable  in  themselves,  and  a  nuisance 
to  that  sodety  which  too  often  treata  them 
▼ith  ooBtomMy  and  insult.    Is  not  this  a 
voproaoh  to  our  humani^  and  a  scandal 
to  oar  sivilisation  f    Onqr  lOperoent  of 
InatioB  ave  so  negleoted  in  Ireland — 
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perhaps,  unhappilv,  because  they  are 
fearea  by  their  feUow-men,  whilst  the 
poor  imbeciles  may  safely  be  despised 
and  left  to  pine  ana  perish,  and  the  mi- 
nority, who  'are  received  into  the  asylum 
and  the  workhouse,  ought  not  to  be 
there.  The  imbecile  and  the  lunatic 
should  never  be  associated. 

''It  has  loxijg^  been  our  opinion,"  say  the 
Kngliah  Commissioners  in  Lnnacy  in  1865,  ''  as 
the  result  of  extended  experience  and  obseira- 
tion,  that  the  association  oi  idiot  children  with 
lanatios  is  yery  objectionable  and  injurious  to 
them,  and  upon  our  visits  to  country  asylums 
we  have  frequently  suggested  arrangements  for 
their  separate  treatment  and  instruction.  It  is 
always  to  usa  painful  thing  to  see  idiot  diildren, 
whose  mental  faculties  and  physical  powers  and 
habits  are  capable  of  muck  development  and 
improvement,  wandering  without  object  or  spe- 
cial care  about  the  wards  of  a  lunatic  asylum. 
The  benefits  to  be  derived  even  in  idiot  cases 
apparently  hopeless  from  a  distinctive  S3rstem, 
and  from  persevering  endeavours  to  develop  the 
dormant  powers,  physical  and  intellectual,  are 
now  so  full^  established  that  any  argument 
upon  the  subject  would  be  superfluous." 

And  the  workhouse  is  for  the  imbecile, 
I  need  not  say,  a  still  worse  abode  than 
the  a^lum.  It  afiPords  him  no  chance 
of  traming  or  development.  It  makes 
him  the  subject  of  ill-treatment  and  an- 
noyance firom  those  on  whom  his  presence 
exerts  a  painf^  and  demoralizing  in- 
fluence. In  this  state  of  thinffs  I  offer 
to  your  Lordships  a  Bill  which  for  the 
first  time  aims  to  carry  out  the  sugges- 
tions of  1851  and  1861.  It  will  secure 
for  Ireland  the  advantage  of  English 
legislation,  which  has  been  so  long  en- 
joyed by  the  people  of  this  country,  and 
supply  the  machmery  and  the  means  for 
improving  the  condition  of  the  thousands 
whose  pitiable  condition  appeals  to  all 
our  generous  sjrmpathies.  1  shall  not 
argue  that  it  is  the  right  of  those 
wretched  jpeople  to  be  dealt  with,  as 
human  bemgs,  considerately  and  kindly, 
or  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Legislature 
to  see  that  they  are  so  dealt  wim.  Until 
a  recent  period  all  who  were  afflicted 
with  mental  alienation  or  mental  weak- 
ness suffered  grievously  f^m  popular 
prejudice  and  ignorance  —  sometimes 
fh)m  gross  neglect,  sometimes  from 
grosser  cruelty;  but  better  times  have 
oome,  and  humaner  counseb  have  pre* 
vailed.  We  know  that  the  lunatic's  oest 
possibility  of  cure  is  not  fWmi  ^e  dajrk 
cell  or  the  iron  chain,  and  that  the  im- 
beoUe  is  often  capable  of  intellectual 
applioation,  and  of  some,  though  limited 
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enjoyment.  There  is  no  longer  a  dif- 
ference of  opinion  on  these  points — a 
laree  experience  has  made  them  plain 
and  indisputable — the  imbecile  may  be 
made  industrious  and  happy.  In  the 
Orafton  Street  Institution  and  others  to 
which  I  have  referred,  there  are  children 
who  in  other  circumstances  would  have 
been  thought  incapable  of  thinking  with 
regard  to  this  life  or  the  next,  but  who, 
by  means  of  the  care  bestowed  upon 
^hem  in  these  institutions,  have  deve- 
loped considerable  intelligence,  taken  an 
interest  in  the  industry  in  which  they 
are  employed,  and  are  capable  even  of 
religious  instruction.  No  one  who  has 
seen  the  children  in  the  Boyal  Albert 
Asylum  can  have  the  smallest  doubt  that 
they  are  capable  of  becoming  indus- 
trious and  intelligent,  and,  above  all, 
are  capable  of  an  enjoyment  such  as, 
but  for  an  exercise  of  the  charity  I  ask 
your  Lordships  to  exercise,  they  never 
could  have  had  in  this  world.  But  on 
these  grounds  only  I  do  not  base  my 
appeal  for  those  changes  which  will 
equalize  English  and  Irish  law  and  take 
away  a  great  shame  from  Ireland.  I 
shall  say,  in  words  which  are  not  more 
felicitous  and  expressive  than  true  in 
thought  and  generous  in  feeling — 

<*  It  Ib  much,  in  an  industrial  point  of  view, 
to  be  able  to  turn  idlers  into  workers,  more 
espedally  when  those  idlers  are  not  only  them- 
sefyes  incapable  of  labour,  but,  by  the  necessity 
of  being  looked  after,  the  keeping  other  persons 
from  what  might  be  useful  and  productive  em- 
ployment. But  it  is  still  more  important,  as  I 
think,  to  assert,  as  we  do  bj  our  care  of  these 
unfortunate  persons,  the  principle  that  a  human 
being  is  to  be  respected  and  valued  as  such,  not 
for  his  capacity  of  productive  labour,  not  merely 
for  the  sbupness  of  his  wits,  not  because  there 
is  anything  about  ,him  which  ^is  pleasant  to  see 
or  which  it  is  agreeable  to  have  to  do  with ;  but 
simply  Ixxmuse  he  is  a  member  of  the  human 
race,  bom  on  English  soil,  and,  therefore,  in 
that  double  capacity  has  a  claim  upon  us  as  a 
human  being  and  an  Englishman." 

My  Lords,  these  are  the  weighty  words 
of  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs.  He  has  done  im- 
mense service  to  the  cause  of  these 
imbeciles  of  England.  On  behalf  of 
those  of  Ireland  I  press  the  same  urgent 
daim,  on  the  same  high  grounds  wnich 
he  has  taken,  and  I  am  sure  your  Lord- 
ships will  not  reg^t  it.  You  have  al- 
ready accepted  unanimously  an  elabo- 
rate measure  for  the  reg^ulation  of  the 
practice  in  lunacy  of  the  Irish  Oourt  of 
tSianceiy,  which  I  had  the  good  fortune 

Lord  ffEagan 


to  carry  through  this  House 
ago.  It  has  worked  admirably,  aad  vifi 
be  still  more  useful  in  the  future  fat  t^ 
protection  of  lunatics  having  uwipattj. 

great  or  small,  over  whom  tba  Lok 
hancellor  has  proper  juriadictioa.  IV 
more  numerous  lunatics  of  a  lower  oUss 
are  well  taxed  for  in  our  direct  asj^ntiA. 
which  are  liberally  endowed  and  wiaeh 
managed,  and  if  the  Legislature  will 
aid  by  its  sanction  and  support  tlw 
object  of  this  Bill  much  good  will  b* 
accomplished,  and  a  great  work  of  c^ 
rity  and  meroy  made  complete. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  road  ^." 
—{The  Lord  (yEagan.) 

LoBD  ORANMOKE  and  BBOWXE 
said,  he  would  not  have  offered  aay 
opposition  to  the  Bill,  if  he  ooold  itt 
that  it  would  be  carried  out  in  a  pfop* 
and  legitimate  manner,  as  was  done  ia 
England ;  but  so  far  as  he  eoold  nadir- 
stand  the  provisions  of  the  BiD,  iti 
operation  would  differ  from  thai  of  ths 
Act  for  England.  It  did  not  aeem  to 
him  that  inmedles  would  be  eared  for 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  as  tlwjr 
were  here.  He  could  not  find  any  pro- 
vision in  the  Bill  for  that  close  inn>eetioB 
and  those  minute  returns  whidh  wen 
required  under  the  Act  for  ^g'*^ 
He  thought  no  paupers  or  other  pemef 
should  be  sent  to  any  institution  without 
strict  inquiry.  The  Committee  or  Coo- 
mission  to  which  the  noble  and  learsed 
Lord  referred  recommended,  as  k» 
understood,  that  these  institutions  shosU 
be  made  public  institutions.  Last  yesr 
an  Act  was  passed  for  the  removal  of 
harmless  lunatics  first  of  all  to  a  poor- 
house,  and  he  should  have  thoo^t  thss 
Act  applied  to  imbeciles,  and  that  tbsf 
could  be  sent  to  a  properly  oerti£«i 
house.  The  English  Act  gave  aiigis 
of  entrance  to  institutions  of  this  soii 
to  every  guardian,  overseer,  and  msdkd 
officer ;  but,  so  far  as  he  could  see,  thsl 
was  not  provided  for  in  this  BilL  E» 
thought  this  Bill  would  be  a  step  towards 
doing  away  with  public  institatioos,  sad 
after  a  little  while  sending  the  poor  si 
well  as  the  imbecile  into  private  instita- 
tions  which  would  not  be  at  all  under 
public  supervision,  as  he  thought  tbiy 
ouffht  to  be.  He  did  not  think  tU 
Bill  could  be  amended  in  Oommittat 
^athout  being  completely  taken  lo 
pieces,  and,  tnerefore,  he  moved  ftst 
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tk*  Bill  be  re«d  a  teoond  time  thie  daj 
ihnm  months. 

Amendment  mov#cf  to  leaye  out 
("now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motkm  ("this  day  three  months/') — 
'  n#  L0ord  OrtmwMr$  and  Browns.) 

liOBD    INGHIQniN  said,  he  would 
sttpuort     the   BiU,    and    thought    the 
iK]U#  and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
cyHagan)  was  entitled  to  ail  praise  for 
haTins^  brought  this  subject  under  their 
Loflduips'  attention,    in  a  recent  Be- 
port  of  tne  Charity  Organization  Society 
it  was  e^>ecially  recommended  that  this 
class  of  unbedles  and  idiots  should  not 
be  placed  in  the  same  house  nor  be  sub- 
ject to  the  same  control  with  the  more 
dangerous  class  of  lunatics ;  and  it  was 
•rident  that  by  mixing  the    different 
classea  much  injury  might  be  done  to 
the  former.      Much  of  the   lunacy  of 
Ireland  iras  due  to  the  adulteration  of 
drink.     He  hoped  that  Her  Majesty's 
Goremment,  eyen  if  they  could  not  see 
th«r  way  to  supporting  the  Bill,  would 
deem  the  subject  worthy  of  inyestigation. 
LoKD    STANLEY   of   ALDlStLEY 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  not  give 
their  assent  to  the  second  reading  of 
this  BilL     He  shared  in  the  sympathy 
of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  for  the 
sflicted ;  but  he  thought  that  the  5,700 
imbeciles  now  at  large  in  Ireland  were 
modi  h^pier  in  the  pure  air  of  Heaven 
than  ther  would  be  if  shut  up,  and  that 
the  noble   and  learned  Lorn  had  not 
made  out  his  case ;  for  he  said  that  in 
Ir^aad  a  distinction  was  drawn  between 
timatios  and  imbeciles,   and  that  they 
were  not  placed  in  contact,  which  was  bad 
tar  them,  whilst  in  England  they  were 
placed  together ;  and  so  long  as  so  many 
msatios  were  at  large  in  this  country 
who  were  dangerous  to  the  interests  of 
England,  the  5,700  imbeciles  in  Ireland, 
who  were  quite  harmless,  might  be  left 
St  large.    Though  the  imbecues  in  Ire- 
kad  were  at  lai^,  they  were  not  neces- 
nnly  neglected,  and  this  Bill  would 
itrike  a  blow  at  one  of  the  best  traits  in 
ths Irish  character,  for  the  poorin  Ireland 
were  remarkable  for  their  kindness  and 
pK»d  treatment  of  imbeciles.    Moreover, 
thsbr  Lordships  would  remember  that 
the  PsHy  which  passed  the  Disestab- 
hafaaent  of  the  Irish  Church  intended  to 
ip^  the  surplus  of  the  Ohurch  fbnds 
to  hmstio  asyhuns ;  and  it  appeared  to 
Urn  that  there  might  be  a  desire  now 


to  swell  the  number  of  lunatics  and 
afflicted  in  order  to  justify  such  an 
application  of  the  surplus.  But  how- 
ever thai  might  be,  he  thought  that  if 
the  country  should  decide  upon  such  an 
application  of  the  surplus,  it  would  be 
better  to  wait  till  then,  mstead  of  raising 
more  money  for  this  purpose  by  taxa- 
tion. 

The  Eael  of  OOUBTOWN  said,  that 
though  it  might  be  as  well  that  some 
such  measure  as  this  should  be  adopted 
by  Parliament,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  Bill  before  their  Lordships  was 
open  to  several  objections.  He  objected 
on  the  ground  of  the  additional  burdens 
it  would  cast  upon  the  ratepayers,  and 
doubted  whether  it  was  within  the  com- 
petence of  their  Lordships  to  entertain 
the  taxation  clauses.  He  objected  also 
to  the  arbitrary  power  of  arrest  ^ven 
to  the  police  in  respect  of  lunatics  found. 

Thb  Dukb  of  EICHMOND  and 
OOBDON  said,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  subject  which  had  been  brought 
before  the  House  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  was  one  of  great  import- 
Mice;  but  there  were  two  reasons  why 
he  thought  it  would  be  inexpedient  to 
press  the  Bill  at  the  present  time.  In 
the  first  place,  the  Government,  ftdly 
alive  to  the  magnitude  and  interest  of 
the  question,  proposed  to  issue  a  Com- 
mission to  inquire  thoroughly  into  the 
whole  matter ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
even  if  that  were  not  the  case,  he  did 
not  think  it  would  be  advisable  to  em- 
bark upon  a  measure  of  this  kind  at  so 
advanced  a  period  of  the  Session,  more 
especially  when  it  was  remembered  that 
there  was  a  Committee  of  the  other 
House  sitting  at  the  present  moment 
upon  the  whole  of  the  Lunacy  Laws  of 
the  country. 

Lord  O^HAOAN  said,  that  after  the 
assurance  of  the  noble  Duke  he  should 
not  ask  their  Lordships  to  proceed  fur- 
ther with  his  Bill. 

Then  the  said  Amendment,  original 
Motion,  and  Bill  (by  leave  of  the  Hoilse) 
withdraum. 

NEW  FOREST  BILL-(No.  123.) 
(7^  lord  Pr$Mident.) 

SBOONn      BBADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Thb  Dukb  of  RICHMOND  avd 
OOBDON,  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
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now  read  tiie  Booond  time,  tsidy  he 
would  remind  their  Lordshipt  that  the 
Bohject-matter  of  the  measure  had  al- 
ready passed  throu^  the  ordeal  of 
varioiis  inqniriee  and  inrestigaiions  in 
Committees  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  principal  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  define  the  mode  in  which  the 
Office  of  Woods  and  Forests  should  ex- 
ercise the  powers  given  to  it  by  existing 
Acts — ^namely,  the  Ad»  passed  in  1691, 
in  1808,  and  in  1851 — ^in  reference 
mainly  to  the  rights  of  the  commoners, 
the  public,  and  me  Grown,  and  to  amend 
the  constitution  of  the  Goyeming  Body 
of  the  Forest  The  area  of  the  New 
Forest  was  at  the  present  time  some- 
thing like  63,000  acres.  Formerly — in 
the  days  of  William  the  Conqueror  and 
the  Norman  Kings — it  had  been  larger ; 
but  it  had  since  been  diminished  to  the 
area  he  had  just  named.  The  owner- 
ship of  the  Forest — or,  rather,  those 
who  were  interested  in  it — might  be 
divided  into  three  heads.  In  the  first 
place,  there  was  the  Office  of  Woods 
and  Forests,  representing  the  interests 
of  the  Crown;  in  the  second  place, 
there  were  the  conmioners,  numbering 
about  1,300,  and  composed  partly  of 
small  freeholders  and  labourers,  whose 
rights  had  existed  for  hundreds  of  years; 
and  then  there  was  the  public,  who 
were  interested  in  the  preservation  of 
the  Forest  as  an  open  space  for  the  pur- 
poses of  recreation.  As  to  the  rights  of 
the  two  first — the  Crown  and  the  com- 
moners— by  the  12th  and  13th  clauses 
of  the  BilJ^  the  existiag  rights  of  the 
Crown  were  preserved,  and  u  the  mea- 
sure passed  those  riehts  would  in  no 
way  be  interfered  with.  The  clauses  ran 
as  follows: — 

'*  12.  Nothing  in  this  Act  ahall  take  away, 
abridge,  or  prejudicially  affect  any  estate,  ri^t^ 
title,  power,  daim,  or  privilege  of  Her  Majesty, 
in,  over,  or  to  the  Forest  except  in  so  far  as  is 
by  this  Act  provided  in  relation  to  the  exercise 
of  the  right  of  enclosure  and  the  exercise  of 
the  right  of  enforcing  the  fence  month  and 
winter  heyning  during  the  payment  of  such  ao- 
knowledgment  as  is  in  this  Act  on  that  behalf 
mentioned ;  and  in  the  event  of  the  Forest  being 
disafforested  and  separate  allotments  bemg  made 
to  Her  Majesty,  and  to  the  persona  entitled  to 
rights  of  oonmion  in  or  over  the  Forest,  every 
estate,  ri^^ht,  title,  power,  claim,  and  privilege 
of  Her  Majesty,  in,  over,  or  to  the  Forest,  and 
the  rights  of  the  persons  so  entiUedasalorMaid, 
shall  respectively  be  estimated,  valued,  and  al- 
lowed as  they  would  have  been  if  this  Act  had 
not  been  paned,  and  it  is  hereby  declared  that 
the  right  of  Her  Majesty,  her  heirs  and  suoces- 
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sort,  to  common  of  pasturaaiid  o^bv  ilgjhAs  tf 
common  over  the  Forest  in  respect  of  asay  §g^ 
perty  belonging  to  Her  MajesfU'  in  arrombv  « 
unimpaired.  13.  Nothing  m  toiaAct  sbalfitf- 
feet  or  prejudice  any  right  of  the  Oown  to  taw 
dues  or  sums  hitherto  payable  by  the  eoaaaoBss 
or  other  persons." 

He  might   add  that  the  rights  of  tke 
&own  and  of  the  oommonen  had  ben 
generally   estimated    as    being    aboct 
equaL     That  fact  was  shown   by  an 
arrangement  which  was  made  whea  a 
railwav  was  constructed   throof^  Aat 
part  of  ike  country,  the  money  paid  by 
the  Bailway  Company  being  laid  out  fisr 
the  mutual  benefit  of  the  Crown  sad 
the  commoners.    The  entire  subject  bad 
been  considered  by  several  Ckmmuttset. 
One    Committee    of    their    Ixndsbmi' 
House  sat  in  1868  to  inquire  into  toe 
operation  of  the  Deer  Bemoval  Act,  ui 
in  their  Beport  they  recommended  tqjo- 
table  consideration  being  gnren  to  t^ 
claims  of  the  commoners.    That  reom- 
mendation,  however,  did  not  find  goomtl 
favour,  either  in  or  out  of  PariiamMt 
The  country  was  not  in  favour  of  haviar 
the  main  features  of  a  Forest,  wins 
had  practically  remained  unchanged  iar 
something  like  800  years,  altered  in  tba 
manner  suggested  by  the  ConunittBe.  A 
Bill  to  give  effect  to  the  reoommendatans 
was  introduced  in   1870;    but  haviag 
been  read  a  first  time,  it  was  not  after- 
wards heard  of.    For  several  oentauisi 
there  had  been  no  dispute  as  to  the  i«- 
lative  rights  existing  in  the  Forest  Hit 
Crown  enjoyed  the  riffht  of  mrtifig. 
the  commoners  enjoyed  the  nghts  of 
which  he  had  spoken ;  and  on^  at  a 
comparatively  recent  period  did  anv  dif- 
ference of  opinion  arise.      He  would  it- 
mind  their  Lordships  that  in  1698  u 
Act  called  ike   Plantation  Act  passsi 
which  recited  that  it  was  neoessazy  tkit 
an  opportunity  should  be  givoi  of  grow- 
ing timber  to  keep  up  the  Navy  of  1^ 
oountrv,  and  the  provisions  of  the  Ad 
were  drawn  with  that  view.      In  d» 
year  1808  another  Act  was  paaaed  wbich 
superseded  the  former  Act  to  a  oectiiB 
extent.     It  carefblly  set  out  that  tfaa 
planting  under  the  Act  should  be  doM 
judiciously,    and   Commissioners  wen 
appointed   to    arbitrate    between    Ai 
Crown  and  the  oommoners,  so  thai  ih$ 
interest  of  the  latter  might  not  bs  i^ 
juriously  affected.    The  first  real  4if- 
oidty  ooouired  after  the  passiof  ^Ai 
Act  of  1851,  which  was  kiunm  Wii 
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Dmt  Bemoral  Aoi    By  that  Act  power 
vu  gtT«ti  fbr  the  first  time  to  plant 
troee  aa  diatingaiahed  from  timber.  The 
(^oa  of  Woo£  claimed  such  power  of 
planting  under  that  Act — and  of  plant- 
mg  fir  trees  totally  irrespeotive  of  the 
n^ita  of  the  commoners — that  at  no  dis- 
tant period  the  whole  of  the  New  Forest 
wuold  haTe  become  one  vast  fir  wood. 
He  would  leaye  it  to  their  Lordships  to 
lay  whether  the  rights  of  the  common- 
ers or  the  enjoyment  of  the  public  would 
in  any  way  hare  been  preserved  if  that 
course  had  been  adopted.     The  com- 
aMmsm  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
views  of  the  Oflice  of  Woods  as  regarded 
planting  were  not  wholly  confined  to  the 
object  of  improvingtheNewForest.  They 
thought,  in  fact,  from  the  proceedings 
of  the  Department,  that  the  Office  of 
Woods  was  actuated  by  some  desire  to 
depredate  the  rights  of  the  commoners  in 
caaeofdisafforestation ; — and  he  admitted 
that  from  the  eridenoe  taken  before  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
IBM  the  commoners  did  not  appear  to 
have  been   so  '^^'^  fftr  wrong.     Mr. 
(.-amberbateh,  the  Deputy  Surveyor  of 
the  Forest,  in  a  letter  addressed  to  the 
Hiiaf  Oommissioner,  dated  the  3 1st  of 
l>eeember,  1853,  spoke  of  the   power 
soquired  under  the  Grown  by  the  Deer 
Beooval  Act  as  follows : — 

"  If  this  were  done  '* — that  is,  large  areas  at 
•ooe  taken  for  planting — "nearly  the  whole  of 
tkt  kad  it  to  grow  oak  timber  in  the  New 
FivMt  that  ia  not  corered  with  growing  planta- 
ticsi  or  aheadv  ancloeed  for  the  purpose  of 
vluitmg  would  be  enclosed,*'  and  "  much  would 
mne  self-sown;  ezdusiYe  of  other  advan- 
tsr*B»  by  BO  doing  all  the  best  pasture  would  be 
Ukca  froQ  the  oommoners,  and  the  value  of 
t^or  rights  of  pasture  would  thus  be  materially 
<ltaina£ed,  which  would  be  of  importance  to 
t^  Grown  in  the  event  of  any  such  rights  being 


In  1S64,  Mr.  Cumberbatoh  was  exa- 
ninsd  before  the  Select  Oommittee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and,  in  reply  to 
Itr.  £.  Deniaon,  said — 

"There  are  several  requirements  in  the  Kew 
Pom  ;  oae  ia,  that  land  should  be  cleared  for 
plnitiaf ;  and  anotlwr  is  that  as  much  land  as 
Mihle  ihoold  be  kept  oorored  with  timber — 
°'«UM  whenerer  we  como  to  a  g^eral  enclo- 
^n  the  more  land  is  covered  with  timber, 
t^  gnster  aDotaent  the  Crown  will  get,  and 
I  think  the  policy  of  the  Crown  is  to 


bM  St  ogoeh  land  as  posnhU  ooversd  with  tim* 

h  1171,  Mr.  Howard,  the  Chief  Com- 
al Woodp^  when  under  exa- 


mination before  the  Select  Committee  of 

the  House  of  Commons,  was  asked,  with 

respect  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Cumberbatoh, 

whether  he  thought  it  a  fair  policy  to 

adopt  towards  the  oommoners,  to  wnioh 

he  replied  that — 

'  *  He  thought  it  was  good  advice  for  the  deputy 
surveyor  to  give  to  his  employers ;  but  he  had 
better  have  done  it  vivA  voc$,** 

The  Chief  Commissioner  would,  there- 
fore, not  have  made  known  the  views  so 
expressed  by  the  deputy  surveyor.  Mr. 
Howard  was  afterwards  askea  whether 
he  was  disposed  to  repudiate  that 
policy;  to  which  he  answered — **No,  I 
do  not  repudiate  it ;  I  only  say  it  had 
better  not  have  been  printed."  Now, 
he  (the  Duke  of  Bichmond)  might 
almost  rest  his  case  upon  that  statement ; 
but  further  on,  in  answer  to  another 
Member  of  the  Committee,  Mr.  Howard, 
said  that  the  policy  of  Mr.  Cumberbatoh, 
in  a  worldly  point  of  view,  was  right, 
and  ought  to  be  adopted.  But  what 
was  to  become,  in  that  case,  of  the  un- 
fortunate commoners  he  (the  Duke  of 
Bichmond)  did  not  know.  The  Office  of 
Woods  claim  to  have  planted  16,000 
acres  of  the  New  For^  with  trees, 
which  made  that  space  valueless  to  the 
commoners.  In  1870  representations 
were  made  io  the  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed under  the  Act  of  1851,  who 
were  asked  to  mediate  between  the  Office 
of  Woods  and  the  commoners.  The 
latter  complained  that  their  interests  had 
been  unjustly  dealt  with.  The  Com- 
missioners agreed  in  that  view,  and  ac- 
cordingly they  declined  to  sanction  the 
arrangements  proposed.  They  had  a 
meeting  on  the  Hm  of  September,  1870, 
at  which  they  came  to  this  determina- 
tion, and  they  had  never  met  since ;  so 
that  the  operation  of  the  Act  of  1 85 1  had 
come  to  a  deadlock.  In  1871  a  Eesolu- 
tion  was  agreed  to  by  the  House  of 
Commons  that,  pending  legislation,  no 
further  enclosures  should  be  allowed.  A 
Select  Committee  was  appointed  by  the 
other  House  in  1875.  It  was  one  in 
which  both  Houses  would  feel  confidence, 
and  it  sat  14  days.  The  Committee  exa- 
mined Mr.  Howard,  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner of  Woods ;  Mr.  Watson,  solicitor ; 
Mr.  Cumberbatoh,  the  deputy  surveyor ; 
Mr.  Clutton,  the  Crown  Surveyor  of 
Timber,  &o.  They  inquired  very  folly 
into  the  interests  of  the  commoners  and 
the  public,  and  they  agreed  to  a  Beport. 
The  Committee  had  two  courses  open  to 
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them — the  alternatiTe  of  disafforeetiiig, 
which  had  commended  itself  to  the 
Committee  of  their  Lordshipe'  House  in 
1868,  and  the  less  yiolent  remedy  of 
endeayouring  to  reconcile  conflicting  in- 
terests by  doing  what  was  jnst  and  fair 
to  all  parties.  The  last  was  the  recom- 
mendation they  adopted  in  their  Beport, 
and  the  Bill  was  absolutely  and  entirely 
identical  with  the  Beport,  as  far  as  a 
Bill  could  follow  the  Keport  of  a  Oom- 
mittee.  The  Oommittee  of  the  Hoose  of 
Oommons  recommended — 

"  That  powers  of  enclosure  conferred  by  sta- 
tute shall  be  exercised  only  on  that  area  which 
has  hitherto  been  taken  in  at  yarious  times,  and 
been  either  kept  or  thrown  out  under  the  Acts 
9  &  10  JFiU,  m.,  c.  36,  48  Geo.  HI.,  c.  72, 
and  the  Deer  Hemoval  Act,  1S51.  That  the 
Crown  should  retain  the  power  of  keeping 
16,000  acres  of  growing  timber  and  trees 
planted  under  the  Acts  of  William  m.  and  1851 
at  all  times  under  enclosure ;  and  that  the  Crown 
be  entitled  to  enclose  and  throw  out  at  will  any 
portion  of  the  area  over  which  the  powers  of 
planting  are  to  be  exercised,  with  a  view  to  its 
unrestricted  use  in  such  manner  as  may  be 
deemed  expedient  for  the  most  profitable  growth 
of  timber  and  trees ;  but  that  the  rolling  power 
over  the  open  portion  of  the  forest  not  now 
planted  or  enclosed  under  the  Acts  William  HI. 
or  1851  should  cease.  That  a  nominal  quit-rent 
be  charged  by  the  Crown  to  the  commoners  for 
the  exeroiBe  of  the  right  of  common  during 
fence  month  and  winter  heyning;  provision 
may  be  made,  if  possible,  for  the  payment  of 
suc3q  quit-rent  by  some  body  repreeentatiye  of 
the  commoners.  That  the  Verderers  Court  be 
re-constituted,  so  as  to  better  represent  the 
commoners,  and  to  have  power  to  regulate  the 
exercise  of  the  commoners*  rights  over  the  Forest, 
and  to  appoint  officers  to  prevent  encroachments 
upon  them.  That  all  the  lights  of  the  C^wn 
reserved  under  the  Acts  of  William  III,  and 
1851,  except  as  it  is  herein  suggested  that  they 
should  be  modified,  be  maintained." 

Those  were  the  provisions  which  the 
Government  had  introduced  into  the 
present  BilL  There  were  some  other 
points  with  regard  to  the  '*  winter  heyn- 
ing "  and  the  fence  month,  into  which  it 
was  unnecessary  to  enter.  The  Bill  also 
provided  a  new  constitution  for  the  Court 
of  Yerderers.  The  present  measure  was 
introduced  into  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, where  it  was  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  The  Committee  only  sat  for 
one  day,  and  only  a  single  division  oc- 
curred on  one  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  the  numbers  being  eight  to  one  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.  The  .Amendment  of 
which  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Somerset)  had  given  Notice  went  to 
destroy  the  Bill  altogether.  What  the 
noble  Duke  meant  was  disafforestation, 
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which  he  advocated  some  years  a^o.  If 
the  Bill  did  not  pass,  matters  would 
vert  to  the  itiiiui  quo  which  had 
ever  since  the  Besolution  of  the 
of  Commons  in  1871  that,  pendmg^  le- 
gislation, nothing  should  be  done.  I£ 
however,  nothing  was  to  be  dane,  h 
seemed  to  him  that  the  positioa  ai 
a£Dedrs  in  the  New  Forest  would  be  my 
bad.  He  trusted  that  their  Lordahi^ 
would  pass  a  Bill  which  carried  xato 
effect  the  recommendationa  of  &e 
House  of  Commons  Committee,  aad 
under  which  the  rights  of  the  om- 
moners  would  be  protected,  while  t^ 
rights  of  the  Crown  would  be  in  no  way 
interfered  with.  He  now  asked  tbmr 
Lordships  to  give  this  Bill  t 
reading. 

Moved, "  That  the  BiU  be  now 
^The  Lord  Preeident) 

The  Ditkb  of  SOMEESET,  in  movzac; 
as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  rtii 
a  second  time  this  day  three  momths^ 
said,  that  he  rose  to  oppose  this  Bill  as 
injurious  to  the  rights  of  the  Crown : — 
it  was  a  BiU,  in  fact,  to  take  away  tfaa 
property  of  the  Crown,  and  transfer  it 
to  the  commoners  and  the  ele<^on  of 
Southampton.  He  would  first  ask  thar 
Lordships  to  remember  what  were  tiis 
rights  of  the  Crown  with  regard  to  ths 
New  Forest.  The  Crown  haa  practically 
a  right  to  63,000  acres  of  land  in  <hs 
New  Forest ;  it  had  forestal  ri^ts ;  aad 
it  had  also  2,000  acres  which  were  the 
absolute  proBerty  of  the  Crown,  and 
were  held  altogether  separately.  Hie 
right  with  which  they  were  now  deahng 
was  the  right  of  the  Crown  to  thett 
63,000  acres.  He  would  ask  their  Losd- 
ships  to  consider  what  were  the  rights 
of  the  Crown  separately  from  the  Act  of 
1851 — because,  by  the  present  Bill,  thty 
were  about  to  repeal  altogether  the  Act 
of  1861.  Previous  to  that  Act  the  Crom 
had  an  absolute  right  to  the  soil — it  bad 
a  right  to  keep  an  unlimited  stock  of  dser 
— the  number  shortly  before  the  Act  wit 
passed  had  been  about  8,000 — and,  in 
fact,  the  Crown  had  a  right  to  stock  ths 
Forest  with  deer  to  any  extent,  and  tht 
rights  of  the  conmioners  were  quite  tab* 
orainate  to  that  right.  The  Cron  had 
also  an  exclusive  right  to  fha 
during  six  months  of  the  ▼iar*4iMi 
months  of  "winter  h^jm^gl^JgA 
fence   month.    Duiip-  ^^^^^M 
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the  rigbto  of  the  ooxninoners 
in  abeyance,  and  their  cattle,  pigs, 
mad  whaterer  stock  they  had  were  sent 
mM%j.  The  Crown  had  also  the  ''  rolling 
Tight,"  that  is,  the  right  of  planting  6,000 
mgres ;  and  when  any  part  of  that  area 
ymmM  oorered  with  trees  high  enough  to 
l>e  secure  from  injury  by  deer  or  by  oom- 
SBoners'  cattle,  tne  Crown  had  a  right 
to  indoee  as  many  acres  as  it  then  threw 
open.  On  the  other  hand,  the  common- 
er* had  the  right  of  pasture,  concurrent 
^rith  the  Crown's  rights,  during  six 
months  of  the  year ;  they  had  also  a  rieht 
to  a  certain  amount  of  timber  for  fuel,  but 
aot  for  sale,  and  the  right  to  cut  turf  under 
consent  of  the  yerderers ;  but  all  those 
ri^ts  were  subordinate  to  the  rights  of 
the  Crown.  About  1840  the  House  of 
Commons  entertained  a  notion  that  the 
property  of  the  Crown  might  be  made 
znnoh  more  yaluable,  and  they  accord- 
ia^y  appointed  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  different  forests  of  the  Crown. 
TheOommitteeconsidered  the  New  Forest 
in  1 S48  and  1 849,  and  madecertain  recom- 
mendations. In  the  year  1850  a  Boyal 
Commission  was  appointed  to  consider 
the  state  of  the  New  Forest  and  the 
means  of  improying  it.  It  inquired 
nnder  the  presidency  of  Lord  Portman ; 
and  it  reported  that  the  first  thing  to 
do  waa  to  get  rid  of  the  deer,  as  it  was 
impoaaible  to  improye  the  Forest  so  long 
mm  they  were  retained;  and,  moreoyer, 
that  deer  were  the  cause  of  demoraliza- 
tion of  the  surrounding  population, 
owing  to  the  poaching  to  which  it  gaye 
liae.  In  1850,  when  the  Commission 
reported.  Her  Majesty  had  done  him 
the  honoor  of  appointing  him  to  the 
Office  of  Woods,  wnioh  was  at  that  time 
ft  Fariiamentary  Office,  and  he  had  to 
consider  how  the  recommendation  of  the 
Commission  regarding  the  deer  could  be 
carried  into  effect.  He  looked  to  see  what 
had  been  done  in  preyious  times.  He 
iSrand  that  in  1786  tnere  had  been  a  yery 
carefiil  inquiry,  followed  by  legislation. 
Following  the  precedent  of  a  Bill  intro- 
dnoed  by  the  Goyemment  in  the  year 
1792,  he  proposed  to  abolish  the  right 
of  the  Crown  to  maintain  deer,  and  to 
tndose20,000  acres  as  a  set-off.  This  was 
in  aooordanoe  with  measures  formerly 
aloptod  in  other  Boyal  forests.  A  Bill 
t»Ml  «Cs0t  passed  me  second  reading, 

~  to  a  Select  Committee, 

it  was  approyed.    But  some 

iting    the    commoners 


/ 
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and  landowners  of  the  New  Forest  came 
to  him  and  said  he  had  taken  too  much 
land  in  consideration  of  abolishing  the 
deer.  Meetings  were  held;  and  after 
some  time  it  was  agreed,  instead  of 
taking  20,000  acres,  to  limit  himself  to 
10,000  acres,  which,  with  6,000  pre- 
yiously  taken  under  the  Act  of  1698, 
extended  the  riehts  of  the  Crown  to 
16,000  acres,  and  a  Bill  to  that  effect 
was  passed  in  1851.  At  that  time 
the  nehte  of  the  commoners  had  not 
been  clearly  ascertained.  A  Commission 
was  appointed  to  ascertain  those  rights, 
and  a  considerable  sum  of  money  was 
spent.  A  small  portion  of  the  Forest 
was  under  the  Bill  agreed  to  be  sold  to 
defray  that  expense.  When  that  was 
done  it  was  not  thought  that  in  estab- 
lishing 1,000  or  1,200  men  in  perfect 
rights  of  common  they  were  giying  them 
a  great  interest  in  resisting  the  rights  of 
the  Crown.  Before  that  tne  commoners 
had  not  the  same  interest;  but  when 
they  saw  that  they  had  reid  rights  en- 
tered in  a  book  they  could  combine 
together,  and  they  combined  accordingly, 
saying  that  their  rights  were  much  in- 
jured. Some  of  them  were  electors  for 
South  Hampshire,  and  as  soon  as  they 
g^t  that  right  they  used  it  for  the  pur- 
pose of  increasing  their  rights.  The  Act 
of  1851  resenred  the  rights  of  the  Crown, 
proyiding  that  nothing  contained  in  it 
should  tend  to  take  away,  alter,  or  affect 
any  of  the  rights  or  priyileges  whatsoeyer 
of  Her  Majesty,  her  heirs  and  successors, 
in,  oyer,  and  upon  the  Forest  other  than 
the  right  of  keeping  deer  there.  The 
Act  left  all  the  other  rights  of  the  Crown, 
saye  that  of  keeping  deer,  untouched  in 
any  way.  Therefore,  the  rights  of  winter 
heyning  and  the  exclusiye  right  oyer  the 
Forest  for  six  months  remained  yested 
in  ihe  Oown.  That  was  the  decision 
of  the  Commission  which  sat  and  con- 
sidered the  subject.  In  1868  they  had 
a  Committee  of  that  House.    It  was 

Suite  true  that  it  proposed  to  disafforest 
16  Forest  to  a  certain  extent.  If  another 
arrangement  were  to  be  made,  he  saw  no 
other  way  than  to  giye  some  of  the  pro- 
perty to  the  Crown  in  severalty,  and  so 
separate  the  rights  of  the  Crown  altoge- 
ther from  those  of  the  commoners.  It  was 
quite  clear  that  a  joint  occupation  of 
common  was  injudicious,  and  must  be  the 
subj  ect  of  continual  disputes.  The  Com- 
mittee of  1868  said,  and  said  truly,  that 
the  interests  of  the  Crown  and  those  of 

2  P 


Ntw  Fared  SHI. 


monen  were  at  Tarionce,  and  tbat 
met  be  a  perpetual  struggle  be- 
thoBe  coaflicting  interests.  The 
itee  irere  of  opinion  that  the  right 
rae  to  appoint  a  GommisBion  for 
■  some  portion  of  the  Forest  to  the 
in  fee,   free  from  all  common 

That  wae  proposed  by  the  Com- 
nl868.  It  was,  he  con^ssed,  with 
ice  that  he  agreed  to  that  Beport, 
did  80  because  he  saw  no  other 
f  settling  the  dispute  between 
>wn  and  the  commoners.  Well, 
IS  proposed  to  be  done  by  this  Bill 
P  It  repealed  the  Act  of  1851 ;  it 
1  that  the  Crown  was  to  have  a 
er  no  more  than  about  16,000  or 
[icres,  while  the  commoners  were 
)  the  other  45,000  acres.  That 
eiy  unfair  division.  The  foreatal 
if  the  Crown  were  taken  away ; 
lusive  rights  for  six  months  were 
ren  awayj  and  the  Crown  was 
placed  in  a  much  worse  position 
occupied  before  the  Act  of  1851, 

had  the  right  of  keeping  deer. 
of  the  clauses  of  the  present  Bill 
unrided  that  in  consideration  of 
9nt  to  Her  Majesty  on  behalf  of 
imoners  of  the  sum  of  20«.  on  or 
he  1 4th  of  January  the  rights  of 
tjeaty  to  the  winter  heyning  and 
e  month  were  all  to  oease.  When 
ed  at  that  he  naturally  said  to 
— "Here  the  Crown's  right  for 
months  is  valued  at  £1  sterling." 
rhat  was  the  right  of  the  com- 

valued  at?  The  commoners' 
'as  not  an  exclusive  right,  but 
icurrent  with  the  right  of  the 

but  the  Bill  put  the  right  of  the 
lers  as  worth  45,000  acres,  while 

the  Crown  was  valued  at  £1. 
.  thought  a  most  unjust  arrange- 
?hen  as  to  the  constitution  of  me 
fVetderers — the  verderers  were 
ren  in  number,  six  to  be  elective. 

Crown  was  to  appoint  only  one. 
iderers  were  not  to  take  an  oath 
stice ;  and  that  was  well,  because 
st  do  what  was  expected  of  them, 
ire  was  to  be  no  justice  for  the 

The  electors  were  to  be,  not  the 
lers  only,  but  all  persons  whose 
vere  on  the  list  of  Farliamentary 
f  any'parish  within  the  perambu- 
<i  the  Forest.  With  regard  to 
amittee  of  1877,  it  was  true  that 
i  been  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
-the  Committee  eat  exactly  one 
'  Suie  of  Somtrut 
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they  not  to 
they  not  to 
tween  the  i 
rights  of 
would  taki 
and  put  tl 
position  th 
asked,  thei 
not  be  read 
had  a  Comu 
sider  in  wh 
equivalent 
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speech  of 
just  sat  di 
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has  done  b 
ment  which 
taon  by  thi 
arrangemei 
be  assentet 
asked  your 
was  the  poi 
commoners 
when  the  . 
Duke  says, 
Crown  had 
mited  stocl 
in  the  secoi 
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place,  it  hai 
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at  in  point  ^  praotioe  it  has  no 
g  whatever.  There  is  no  power 
unlimited  qouiti^  in  the  New 

ftUT  more  than   in    an;  other 

and  vrvrj  person  knew  that  the 
f  the  Crown  was  limited  by  the 
J  to  maintain  deer  in  winter,  and 
B  limit  was  as  practical  aa  if  had 
lefined  b;  Act  of  Parliament. 
)ro  it  is  perfectly  absurd — if  the 
!)uke  will  exouse  me  for  saying  so 
yta&  lawyers  who  have  spoken  on 
jjeot  to  talk  abont  the  unlimited 
F  the  Grown  to  place  doer  upon 
w  Forest  in  thoaeands  and  thou- 

As  the  New  Forest  had  a  limited 
yof  •ostainiDg  deer  in  the  winter, 
>wn,  in  order  to  save  the  lives  of 
jr,  had  the  right  of  prerenting 
nera  feeding  their  beasts  in  the 
orest  during  the  winter  months. 
ss  the  original  right  of  the  Orown, 

continued  for  300  years.  The 
was  owner  of  the  fee  simple  of 
rest;  but  the  Crown  owned  the 
as  lord  of  the  manor,  subject  to 
^ts  of  the  commoners  over  the 
As  to   the  right   of  planting 

acres  with  timber,  that  was  a 
rhich  had  its  imgin  described  in 
t  of  Parliament  which  secured  it. 
reamble  of  the  Act  of  1096  de- 

the  expediency  of  providing  a 
noy  of  timber  for  the  supply  of 
yal  Navy,  and  in  order  to  secure 
ipply  the  Crown  was  authorised 
Me,  within  a  period  of  20  jrears, 
usres  and  plant  them  with  timber. 
are,  the  oojeot  of  the  Act  was  not 
st  the  rights  between  the  Crown 
a  oommoners — to  take  something 
le  one  side,  and  to  give  an  equi- 

to  the  other — bnt  to  promote  s 
public  purpose — to  give  facility 

growth  of  timber  for  the  Navy. 
^at  time  the  oommoners  them- 
derived  very  great  and  substan- 
lefit.  When  the  trees  were  oi 
le  enclosure  was  to  be  thrown  up  ; 
r  years  before  the  timber  was 
:«d,  the  oommoners  had  the  benefit 
shade  of  the  trees  and  the  right 
ng  the  bark  of  the  trees — a  most 
le  right.  Now,  on  the  other  hand, 
l>le  Duke  (the  Doke  of  Somerset) 

light  of  uie  rights  of  the  com- 
I ;  but  I  find  that  by  a  valuation 
Dy  offioers  of  the  Orown  themselves 
B,  the  interests  of  the  commoners 
New  Forest  were  oompnted  to  be 
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&om  one-half  to  two-thirds  of  the  value 
of  the  Forest;  while  Hr.  Clutton,  an 
eminent  land  surveyor,  acquainted  with 
the  district,  estimated  them  at  lees  than 
one-half.  I  now  come  to  what  the  noble 
Duke  calls  the  bargain  of  1651.  The 
noble  Duke  speaks  of  that  arrangement 
as  though  it  had  been  abargain  between 
the  commoners  on  the  one  hand  and  the 
Crown  on  the  other.  The  persons  to 
whom  the  noble  Duke  refers  were  those 
who  lived  upon  the  confines  of  the  Forest, 
and  who  were  interested  and  rejoiced 
very  much  in  its  amenities,  which  were 
of  great  advantageto  them.  It  was  quite 
true  that  their  case  was  that  the  deer 
a  great  inconvenience  to  them — 
that  they  had  been  compelled  to  fence  in 
their  property  agsinst  the  deer,  which 
they  sJleged  did  considerable  injury  to 
it ;  and  thoir  demand  was  that  the  Crown 
should  give  up  keeping  those  animals  in 
the  Forest.  But  the  poor  commoners 
did  not  intervene — in  fact,  at  that  time, 
and,  indeed,  for  some  years  afterwards, 
it  was  not  known  who  the  commoners 
were;  but  it  was  subsequently  ascer- 
tained that  they  consisted  mainly  of  poor 
men  having  small  properties  to  whom 
the  pasturage  in  the  Forest  was  of  oon- 
siderable  value.  And  what  was  the  view 
of  the  deer  taken  by  these  persons? 
Why,  instead  of  being  a  disadvantage  to 
them,  they  were  of  the  greatest  possible 
advantage,  inasmuch  as  they  kept  down 
the  rank  herbage,  the  heather,  and  the 
low  undergrowth,  which,  if  allowed  to 
grow,  ruins  the  pasturage.  But  now 
that  the  deer  have  been  removed,  the  pas- 
turage is  very  much  worse  than  it  was. 
Every  person  who  has  had  experience  of 
the  deer  forests  in  the  North,  knows 
what  is  the  result  of  not  keeping  down 
the  rank  herbage.  Therefore,  so  far 
ixom  the  commoners  having  entered  into 
a  bargain  with  the  Crown  in  1851,  I 
believe  that  they  had  considerable  reason 
to  complain  of  what  was  then  done.  But 
what  was  done  in  1851  ?  I  venture  to 
say  that  the  arrangement  made  then 
was  wrong  in  principle,  and  that  when 
it  came  to  be  carried  out  in  prac- 
tice, the  practice  was  worse  than  the 
principle,  and  that  it  was  absolutely 
broken  down.  The  principle  of  that 
arrangement  was  this — by  way  of  fol- 
lowing out  the  precedent  which  had 
been  established  with  the  view  of  pro- 
moting the  growth  of  timber,  Parlia- 
ment was  asked  to  extend  the  prindpla 
2  D  2 
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of  that  precedent  to  an  extent  that  had 
never  been  contemplated  bj  those  who 
were  responsible  for  it,  and  to  sanction 
the  enclosure  of  portions  of  the  Forest, 
not  for  the  purposes  of  the  ^*owth  of 
timber,  but  to  compensate  the  Crown  for 
giving  up  the  deer.  Now,  if  it  was  in- 
tended to  have  compensated  the  Crown 
at  all,  it  would  have  been  much  better 
to  eive  it  a  specific  allotment  of  land. 
Nothing  could  have  been  worse  than  to 

g've  the  Crown  a  rolling  right  to  go 
om  part  to  part  of  the  Forest  and  en- 
close land  here  and  there  and  to  plant 
firs  and  other  trees  to  an  enormous  ex- 
tent. Every  person  who  visits  the  New 
Forest  is  shocked  to  see  miles  of  hideous, 
black,  unsightly  fir  plantations  which 
even  when  they  have  come  to  maturity 
will  scarcely  repay  the  cost  of  planting, 
and  which  have  absolutely  ruined  for 
ever  the  best  pasture  land  in  the  Forest. 
Even  if  these  trees  were  cut  down  at 
once  it  would  be  impossible,  without 
going  to  an  enormous  expense,  to  re- 
store the  land  for  the  purposes  of  pas- 
ture. And  what  has  been  the  result  of  the 
arrangement  ?  Why,  the  powers  given 
to  the  Crown  by  the  Act  of  1851  could 
not  be  exercised.  Under  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  these  enclosures  were  not  to 
be  made  at  the  mere  will  of  the  Crown, 
but  with  the  consent  of  the  justices  of 
the  peace  in  ihe  neighbourhood ;  and 
the  result  has  been  that  in  a  large  num- 
ber of  cases  the  Crown  has  been  unable 
to  obtain  that  consent.  Therefore,  the  pre- 
sent position  of  things  is  this — that  the 
Crown  has,  in  law,  a  rolling  right  to 
make  plantations  all  over  the  Forest, 
but  that  that  right  cannot  be  exercised. 
I  think  that  the  House  will  agree  with 
me  that  that  is  a  position  of  things  which 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  continue. 
Under  this  Bill  an  absolute  and  an  in- 
contestable right  is  given  to  the  Crown 
to  enclose  over  a  space  of  18,000  acres, 
which  it  is  calculated  will  about  compen- 
sate the  Crown  for  the  rights  to  enclose 
over  other  parts  of  the  Forest  which  will 
be  taken  from  it.  The  remaining  rights 
of  the  Crown  over  the  rest  of  the  Forest 
are  rights  which  will  only  be  of  value — 
and  then  of  very  considerable  value — if 
ever  disafforestation  should  be  made — 
and  these  rights  the  Bill  expressly  re- 
serves. It  appears  to  me  that  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee  of  the 
other  House  upon  which  this  Bill  is 
based  is  a  very  fair  settlement  of  this 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


1., 


difficult  question.    Somet  .^^^ 
done.    Things  can  no  lo 
they  are.   The  Govemme 
sire,  as  the  noble  Duke  L 
render  the  riRhts  of  th< 
Bill  will  enable  the  Cr( 
rights  which  it    cannot 
and  it  will  save  all  th 
the  Crown   now   posse 
done  in  reg^d  to  tne  f^ 
the  winter   heyning    i 
same  course  as  that  rer  -  *    * 
Committee  of  your  L 
Then,  again,  the  noblr    " 
jection  to  the  Court  of     '^ 
at  present,  the  Crown  <     -,^ 
one  of  the  four;  in  fu     .t  »..^ 
one  of  seven.    I  trust 
stances,  your  Lordshij  -  ax 
to  the  appointment  o      , ,.  , 
mittees  to  investigatf      f^/ 
further  inquiry  — it         ,,^^  " 
submitted  to  every  ki^ 
that  you  will  give  et 
sions  of  the  Bill  wl        ;;  *'• 
almost    unanimously      .  ./V  * '  * 
House,  and  which,    •        '  ""*  ^  h^  ^ 
wise  and  sound.  .  ** '!'»  ^ ,. 

Earl  GRANVILI  *f  to  >, .. 

feel  himself  oompet*         '  '  i<)i, , ' 
legal    argument   w  '   -'...,„, 

learned  Lord  on  th*  '*'  •  r .,     ** 

the  unlearned  mind .  ,•*'"' 

to  see  that  the  Cr  <^       ! 

away  its  rights  ov*^ 
the    Forest   to    th 
thought  it  was  tht- 
ships  to  prevent  V 
tration  of  the  Ci 
would  not  be  tol< 
having  large  esta* 
object  in  dealing  ^ 
be  to  preserve  it 
and  natural  beau* 
peculiar  charm,  a 
that  the  Bill  signa 
No  provision  wa^ 
of  timber ;  and  y< 
the  Department 
had  not  acted  ju  ' 
tions  it  had  mr 
tically  g^ing  to  t  > 
a  Public  Departr 
the  control  of  I' 
moners  of  the  F< 
far  indeed  from  ' 
preserving  for  ^ 
state  of  the  Fore- 
He  could  not  s- 
was  to  referrini.- 
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mittee.  Their  Lordships  were  asked  to 
rererBe  the  decision  to  which  they  came 
only  nine  years  ago  after  careful  con- 
sideration, and  before  doing  that  he 
thought  they  should  have  had  an  oppor- 
tonity  of  going  through  the  Bill  by 
means  of  a  Select  Committee. 

ViBCouifT  EVEE8LEY  said,  that  after 
the  able  and  exhaustive  speech  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
ttck,  it  would  be  presumptuous  in  him 
to  detain  their  Lordships  by  many  ob- 
•errations  on  the  Bill  then  under  dis- 
cnasion ;    but  he  hoped  he    might  be 
allowed  to  say  that,  having  taken  great 
interest  in  the  operation  of  the  Deer 
Bemoral  Act  of   1851,  he  readily  ac- 
cepted this  Bill  as  a  just  and  reasonable 
Kttlement  of  the  claims  of  those  who 
had    rights  of  Common  over  the  New 
Porest  and  the  Crown,  for  it  must  not 
be  forgotten  that  over  and  above  the 
18,000  acres  which  were  to  be  reserved 
im  planting,  the  Crown  would  have  the 
benefit  of  all  the  self-sown  timber  grown 
in  other  parts  of  the  Forest,  whidi  was 
ud  to  be  rapidly  increasing  in  conse- 
quence of  the  removal  of  the  deer. 

Tm  Dun  of  SOMERSET  withdrew 
his  Amendment. 

The  said  Amendment  (by  leave  of  the 
House)  withdrawn:  Then  the  original 
Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly^and  eammitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 


POOR   LAW— THE    BOABDING-OUT 
SYSTEM.— QUESTION. 

Viscouirr  ENFIELD  asked  the  noble 
Dake  the  Lord  President  of  the  Council, 
Whether  the  attention  of  the  Local  Go- 
temment  Board  has  been  called  to  the 
cruelties  inflicted  upon  two  pauper  chil- 
dren boarded  out  by  the  Nantwich  Guar- 
dians to  a  farm  labourer  and  his  wife 
aimed  Sudlow ;  and,  whether  the  Poor 
Law  Inspectors  have  made  any  reports 
M  to  the  working  of  the  boarding-out 
■jvtem  in  the  case  ofpauper  children  ? 

Thi  Dud  of  KiCaMOND  and 
OOBDON  said,  he  was  not  at  all  sorry 
diai  the  noble  Lord  should  have  put  a 
Qaatum  upon  such  a  very  distressing 
m  that  to  which  he  referred.  The 
Qofffunent  Board  had  required 
f«te  to  report  upon  the  case, 
■"■••■lid  from  the  evidence  that 
tf  'rrossest  neglect.    The 


circumstances  under  which  these  children 
were  boarded  out  were  somewhat  as  fol- 
lows:— It  appeared  that  two  years  ago 
the  Guardians  of  the  Nantwich  Union, 
contrary  to  the  advice  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Department,  came  to  the  reso- 
lution to  board  out  their  orphan  and  de- 
serted children,  in  order  to  save  them- 
selves the  expense  of  building,  or  uniting 
with  another  Union  in  building,  a  suitable 
place  for  them.     The  Guardians,  it  is 
true,  in  July,  1875,  prepared  some  rules 
under  the  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  of  1870,   in  reference  to 
boarding-out  of  children ;  and  if  those 
rules  had  been  properly  attended  to,  this 
lamentable  occurrence  would  not  have 
taken  place.    One  of  those  niles  was  that 
no  child  should  live  more  than  two  miles 
distant  from  the  school  or  the  church. 
That  rule  had  been  entirely  neglected,  as 
these  children  were  sent  to  live  at  least  2^ 
miles  away,  and  they  never  went  to  the 
school  or  the  church.   A  gentleman  con- 
nected with  the  Union,  who  was  the  only 
visitor  in  the  district,  requested  the  re- 
lieving officer  to  report  upon  the  con- 
dition of  the  children.     He  did,  accord- 
ingly, report  for  one  or  two  quarters,  and 
then  made  no  further  inquiry.  The  subject 
of  boarding-out  had  undergone   much 
inquiry  by  the  Local  Government  De- 
partment.    The  system  had  been  urged 
upon  the  Government,  but  there  was 
some  difficulty  in  framing  the  Orders. 
Two  Orders  of  1870  deedt  with  the  mat- 
ter— one  Order  related  to  boarding-out 
within  the  Union,  and  the  other  related 
to  it  without  the  Union.     At  present, 
there   were   306  children  boarded  out 
without  the  Union,  and  2,095  boarded 
out  within  the  Union.  Where  they  were 
boarded  out  without  the  Union,  it  was  a 
much  better  system,  as  certain  things 
had  to  be  done  in  compliance  with  the 
regulations  of   the  Local  Government 
Board — for  example,  the  parties  were 
called  upon  to  give  an  undertaking  that 
the  children  should  be  well  loked  after ; 
and  they  were  also  under  the  inspection 
of  the  Visiting  Committee.    But  where 
the  children  were  boarded  out  within  the 
Union,  the  Ghiardians  were  paramount, 
and  the  Local  Government  Board  could 
not    interfere   with    the    arrangements 
made.     He  might  state  that  the  subject 
of  boarding-out  was  one  which  had  much 
engaged  the  attention  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  the  Inspectors  had 
been  called  upon  to  report  as  to  the 
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soondness  of  the  system.  In  some  cases, 
the  Eeports  were  satisfactoiy,  and  in 
others  not  so;  and  in  those  cases  the 
Ghiardians  had  been  ordered  to  take  the 
children  back  to  the  workhouse  in  order 
to  their  being  properly  cared  for.  There 
had  been  considerable  difficulty  in  draw- 
ing up  in  detail  the  proper  Orders  in 
respect  of  boarding-out  within  the  Union ; 
but  he  believed  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  now  overcome  that  difficulty.  He 
had  issued  an  Order  to  all  the  Local  Gt)- 
vemment  Board  Inspectors,  asking  for 
their  comments  upon  it,  and  to  point  out 
whether  they  thought  the  Order  would 
work  well  or  not.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
was  now  waiting  for  the  Inspectors'  Be- 
ports,  and  as  soon  as  he  received  them 
the  Order  would  be  put  into  a  practical 
form,  and  it  was  hoped  would  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  such  a  lamentable  case 
to  that  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
called  attention. 

House  adjoamed  at  a  quarter  past 

Eight  o'clock,  till  To-monow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock.. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 


Thursday,  bth  July,  1877. 


MINTJTES.]--Nbw  MiMBER  SwoRN—Visoount 
Mandeville,  for  the  (bounty  of  Huntingdon. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee — ^Abmt  Esti- 
mates. 

Public  Bills  —  First  Reading  —  Bankruptcy 
Law  Amendment  *  [234] ;  €his  and  Water 
Orders  Confirmation  (Abingdon,  &c.)*  [235]  ; 
Local  Gk)vemment  Board's  rroyisional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Belper  Union,  &c.)*  [236]; 
Metropolis  Improvement  Provisional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Great  Wild  Street,  &c.)  •[2371. 

Second  Reading  ' —  East  India  Loan  [215]; 
Sheriff  Courts  (Scotland)  •  [209] ;  Local  Taxa- 
tion (Returns)*  [220];  Elementary  Edu- 
cation Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Fel- 
mingham,  &c)  •  [223]. 

Committee — Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ire- 
land) (re-comm.)  [1841-nB.p.  ;  Provisional 
Orders  (Ireland)  Confirmation  (Holywood, 
&c.)  *  [225]— R.P. ;  Solicitors  Examination, 
&a  [190]— B.P. 

Committee — Report — Public  Works  Loans  (Ire- 
land)* [139];  Companies  Acts  Amendment 
Wo.  3)*  [171-2381;  Legal  Practitioners* 
[43]  ;  Factors  Act  Amendment  *  [168]. 

Third  Reading — (General  Police  and  Improve- 
ment (Scotland)  Provisional  Order  Confirma- 
tion (Leith)*  [211],  and  passed. 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS, 


TASMANIAK  MAIN  LINE  RAILWAY 

BILL.    [Lords,^ 

THIRD      BBADIHO. 

Mr.  RAIKES  explained,  that  he  had, 
on  a  former  oocasiony  stated  that  a  warn. 
of  £117,000  had  been  spent  in  floatiii^ 
the  company,  and  that  Mr.  Albot  Orant 
appeared  to  be  under  the  impresaian  t^at 
what  he  said  was  that  he  nad  reoemd 
that  amount.  He  had  since  investigated 
the  matter,  and  he  found  that  it  was 
computed  that  a  sum  variousl  j  estimated 
from  £103,000  to  £170,000  had  been 
expended,  if  not  wasted,  in  promoting 
the  company;  but  he  also  found  that 
Mr.  G^rant  was  stated  to  have  reoecrvd 
only  the  ordinary  and  legitimate  eon* 
mission  of  2^  per  cent  for  baring  intxo- 
duoed  the  debentures,  and  that  then 
was  nothing  to  warrant  the  oonblnaaa 
that  he  had  appropriated  the  sum 
tioned  to  his  own  purposes. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and 
with  Amendments. 

QUESTIONS. 


scotch:  HERBING  FIBHZRIEa 

QUBflmOK. 


Sir  WILLIAM  CUNINGHAME 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Hotne 
Department,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  letter  from  Captain  Koit. 
of  the  steamship  "Gael,"  which  appearad 
in  The  ''Glasgow  Herald"  of  the  19tk 
instant,  descnoing  the  extent  to  which 
the  destruction  of  herring  fry  is  oanied 
on  in  the  Firth  of  Olyde  and  the  nei^- 
bouring  waters ;  and  whether  ^e  stai*- 
ments  in  that  letter  are  substantialiy 
correct  that  the  greater  part  of  the  fiw 
so  killed  lately  hare  been  too  small  to 
be  taken  ashore,  and  that  eren  of  tha« 
taken  ashore  great  numbers  are  thrown 
away  as  unfit  for  sale ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther, considering  the  scarcity  of  herrisgf 
in  that  district,  any  steps  can  be  takin 
to  prevent  for  the  future  the  wastsfcl 
destruction  of  immature  fish  ? 

Mr.  £.  STANHOPE:  The  attntioa 
of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
has  been  directed  to  this  question.  I 
am  not  able  to  give  the  House  anype- 


The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon 


818 


M0Uvpolii^8aini         {July  5,  1877)  Margaret  $  Church.         814 


ciw  tnfimnatioii  as  to  the  oorrectness 
of  the  statements  contained  in  Captain 
Kerr's  letter;  but  there  can  be  no  doubt 
tliat  there  is  a  large  destruction  of  her- 
ring fry  in  the  manner  described.  In 
raite  of  this,  however,  the  take  of  her- 
rmga  in  this  district  has  largely  in- 
creased. The  House  is  probably  aware 
that  the  Qoyemment  is  about  to  send  a 
small  Commission  to  Scotland  to  inquire 
into  certain  complaints  which  have 
T— chod  them  as  to  the  fisheries,  and 
this  subject  will  be  fully  investigated. 

KAVY— RETIRED  NAVAL  OFFICERS. 

QXTBSnON. 

M&.  p.  A.  TAYLOR  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether,  in 

the  event  of  officers  on  the  Betired  Lists 
of  the  Navy  beine  called  again  into  ac- 
tive service,  the  Government  would  en- 
tertain any  applications  made  by  them 
fiir  compensation  for  pecuniary  loss  in- 
oorred  by  their  being  obliged  to  give  up 
any  bosinees  or  other  civil  employment 
vluoh  they  might  be  engaged  in  at  the 
tioie;  whether  such  officers  so  called 
npon  would  be  appointed  to  serve  ac- 
cording to  their  rank  and  seniority  on 
the  Betired  Lists;  and,  whether,  on 
officers  being  retired  either  compulsorily 
or  at  their  own  request,  it  was  made 
known  to  them  that  they  would  be  liable 
to  be  called  again  into  active  service,  in 
the  same  way  as  information  to  the  like 
effect  is  communicated  to  seamen  and 
maxine  pensioners  under  Article  23,  at 
page  245,  of  the  Queen's  Regulations 
lor  the  Government  of  the  Navy  ? 

Ma.  A.  F.  EGEBTON.  in  reply,  said, 
that  in  the  event  of  officers  on  the  Be- 
tired Lists  of  the  Navy  being  called  again 
into  active  service,  they  wouid  not  be  en- 
titled to  claim  compensation  for  giving 
op  civil  employments  in  which  they  were 
now  engaged.     The  Admiralty  would 
leecrve  to  themselves  the  same  power  of ! 
selection  which  they  exercised  according  ' 
to  the  Qoeen's  Begulations,  and  they  j 
would  be  dealt  with  according,  to  their  j 
respeetive  ranks.  I 

TRADES  TJ^^0N8— SOUTH  YORKSHIRE  > 
MINERS*  ASSOCIATION.— QUESTION.     ' 


8AND£B80N  asked  the  Seore- 
tarv  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  decision  of  Mr.  Beneant  Tindal 
Alkiaeooy  County  Court  Judge  at  Barns- 


ley,  as  reported  in  the  "Yorkshire  Poet" 
of  June  the  15th,  as  to  the  funds  of  the 
South  Yorkshire  Miners'  Association  for 
the  benefit  of  widows  and  orphans,  which 
decision  affects  most  seriously  the  future 
maintenance  of  three  hundred  widows 
and  five  to  six  hundred  orphans,  and 
having  regard  to  the  deprivation  and 
loss  likely  to  ensue  to  these  imfortunate 
people  who  were  led  to  believe  that  they 
had  some  provision  to  fall  back  upon  in 
time  of  need,  whether  he  will  interfere 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  by  insti- 
tuting an  investigation  into  the  manage- 
ment of  this  association,  with  a  view  to 
inquiry  whether  the  funds  have  been  in 
any  way  misappropriated  from  the  pur- 
pose for  which  they  were  subscribed  ? 

Me.  ASSHETON  CBOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  very  much  regretted  the  position 
in  which  the  particular  society  in  ques- 
tion found  itself,  for  the  sake  of  those 
persons  who  had  been  practically  de- 
prived of  the  benefits  which  they  might 
reasonably  have  expected  to  receive  from 
it.  The  decision  of  the  learned  Judge 
was,  however,  he  believed,  perfectly  cor- 
rect, so  far  as  the  law  of  the  matter  was 
concerned.  He  was  advised  that  the 
effect  of  a  contrary  decision  would  be 
that,  if  trades  unions  were  brought 
within  the  law,  proceedings  mi^ht  be 
instituted  in  the  Courts  to  compel  work- 
men to  abstain  from  going  to  work,  or, 
if  they  continued  on  strike,  to  compel 
trustees  to  apply  their  funds  for  the 
maintenance  of  strikes. 

METROPOLIS  —  SAINT      MARGARETS 
CHURCH— THE  ALBERT  MEMORIAL. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHBANE  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther the  Government  has  subscribed  to- 
wards the  restoration  of  Saint  Margaret's 
Church ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  restora- 
tion may  be  postponed  until  the  Beport 
of  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings 
has  been  laid  upon  the  Table,  as  it  may 
then  be  considered  desirable,  if  a  suit- 
able approach  to  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment IS  to  be  made,  to  remove  Saint 
Margaret's,  in  order  to  open  to  view 
Westminster  Abbey ;  and,  whether  it  is 
true,  as  stated  in  last  Monday's  papers, 
that  the  Commissioners  of  the  Exhibi- 
tion of  1851  have  sold  ground  on  which 
it  is  proposed  to  erect  a  building  so  lofty 
that  it  will  greatly  injure  the  effect  of 
the  Albert  Memorial  ? 
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The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER,  in  reply,  said,  he  would  answer 
the  second  Question  first.  The  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Exhibition  of  1851  had 
recently  leased  some  land  in  the  Kensing- 
ton Eoad ;  but  they  were  exercising  great 
care  to  prevent  the  erection  of  buildings 
so  lofty  as  to  injure  the  effect  of  certain 
monuments,  and  they  had  refused  to 
permit  the  erection  of  a  building  which 
would  possibly  have  the  effect  of  injur- 
ing the  appearance  of  the  Albert  Memo- 
riid.  Witn  regard  to  Saint  Margaret's 
Church,  a  sum  of  £1,500  had  been  voted 
for  its  restoration,  as  had  been  done  in 
former  years,  owing  to  the  interest  which 
was  taken  in  it  by  the  House.  The 
restoration  would  be  carried  out  under 
the  direction  of  the  authorities  of  the 
parish,  and  the  Oovemment  had  nothing 
to  do  with  postponing  it,  or  accelerating 
it.  The  works  were  not  likely  to  be 
undertaken  before  the  Eecess,  so  that 
in  all  probability  the  Report  referred  to 
would  be  submitted  beforehand. 


6th  of  May,  Whether  any  one  <rf 
Nations,  and,  if  any,  which,  haa  ex- 
pressed eonoarrence  in  the  pobcr 
nounoed  in  that  Despatch,  ret' 
the  operations  of  Russia  in  the  _ 
contest;  and,  whether  any  Eoropeaa 
Nation  or  Power,  other  than  and  exocni 
that  of  the  Papacy,  has  exproaaod  die- 
approval  of  the  action  of  Ruasia  egaiart 

Turkey  ?  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXOHE* 
QIJER :  I  can  only  say  that  I  do  aol 
think  it  would  be  convenient  to 
the  Question. 


TOWNLANDS  AND  TOWNS  (IBELAND)— 
ALPHABETICAL  INDEX.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  HEYGATE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  there  exists 
any  statutory  obligation  for  the  printing 
and  publishing  of  the  bulky  volume, 
headed  **  Alphabetical  Lidex  of  Town- 
lands  and  Towns  of  Ireland,''  in  con- 
nection with  the  Census  of  1871,  price 
8f .  6(^.,  lately  issued  to  Members ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  the  Treasury  considers 
that  the  expense  incurred  by  such  publi- 
cation, six  years  after  the  last  Census,  is 
justified  by  its  general  interest  either 
for  Parliament  or  the  public? 

Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH:  There  is  no 
statutory  obligation  of  publishing  an 
alphabetical  index  of  townships  and 
towns  in  Ireland.  The  information  is, 
I  am  informed,  necessary  for  some  public 
Departments  in  Ireland,  and,  therefore, 
it  was  represented  that  it  should  be  in 
existence ;  but  I  ag^ree  that  it  is  not  ex- 
pedient that  so  bulky  a  volume  should 
be  presented  and  distributed  as  a  Par- 
liamentary Paper,  and  I  may  state  that 
it  shall  not  again  occur. 

KUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— LORD  DERBY'S 

DESPATCH  OF  THE  6th  OF  MAY. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  with  reference 


NAVY— THE  NEW  NAVAL  COLLEGE- 
THE  SITE.— QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  EDWABDS  asked  the  Secveteiy 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  there  ia  any 
truth  in  the  report  that  the  Admirahy 
have  dedded  to  erect  a  Naval  OoUeea 
at  Dartmouth,  and  that  the  Grant  to  ba 
asked  for  in  the  Naval  T!gfeiTnat^  Ij  to 
be  taken  for  that  purpose  ? 

Mr.  a.  F.  EOEBTON,  in  reply,  aaid, 
the  Admiralty  had  oome  to  the  eoooia- 
sion  that  Dartmouth  waa  the  beet  mt» 
for  the  proposed  Naval  OoUege.  He 
was,  however,  in  communication  with  hii 
rieht  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  from  whom  he  expected  an 
answer  immediatelv,  as  to  whether  the 
Vote  for  it  should  be  proposed  this  Ses- 
sion, and  if  the  hon.  G^tleman  would 
repeat  his  Question  on  Monday,  he  would 
probably  be  able  to  inform  the  hm. 
Gentleman  of  the  final  deoiflion  of  the 
Admiralty  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  OOCHBANE  a^:ed 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  a  diatioct 
pledge  had  not  on  three  different  occa- 
sions been  given  by  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  that  no  decision  would 
be  come  to  on  the  subject  until  an  oppor- 
tunity for  full  discussion  with  re^Mct  to 
it  had  been  afforded  the  House  ? 

Mr.  a.  F.  EGERTON  said,  he  was 
not  aware  what  were  the  exact  words 
which  had  been  used  by  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty ;  but,  on  refeniiig  to 
the  Eeports  of  the  debates,  he  was  unable 
to  find  anything  implying  an  absohite 
promise  on  the  part  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  on  the  subject.     So  far  as  he 
himself  was  conoemed,  what  he  had«id 
on  one  occasion,  in  reply  to  a  Qaestioa 
which  had  been  put  to  mm,  was  that  kt 
would  assent  to  tne  postponement  of  ftfat 
Vote  for  the  site  for  a  Naval  OoUsgekii 
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House.  Well,  that  being  so,  it  was 
open  to  the  House  to  discuss  the 
mi«stion  when  the  Vote  came  on;  but 
tkkm  Admiralty  were  bound  to  arriye  at  a 
deoiaion  in  the  matter  before  submitting 
tk^Yote. 

Mm.  BAHJiTE  GOOHEANE  asked, 
Wliether  the  hon.  (Gentleman  thought 
IftATiikg  a  discussion  on  the  ques- 
tion  before  a  Vote  was  taken  was  the 
MiDB  thinff  as  having  a  discussion 
'vlien  the  Vote  was  brought  before  the 

A.  F.  EOERTON  could  only 
that  he  thought  the  Admiralty 
itself  was  bound  to  come  to  a  decision 
before  it  made  any  proposal  at  all. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (METROPOLIS)  BILL 

QUESTION. 

Ma.  J.  HOLMS  asked  the  President 
Off  the  Local  Oovemment  Board,  If  he 
^riU  cause  a  memorandum  to  be  pre- 
pared for  the  information  of  the  House 
flibowing  the  general  effect  of  the  Public 
H— 1th  (Metropolis)  Bill  on  the  existing 
Iaw,  and  specially  indicating  what 
HanifHi  are  taken  from  Acts  now  in  force 
outside  the  Metropolis  and  what  clauses 
are  taken  from  the  Acts  now  in  force  in 
the  Metropolis ;  and  further  explaining 
what  controlling  power  and  authority 
now  Tested  in  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  or  Privy  Council 
is  BTopoeed  to  be  transferred  to  the  Pre- 
•iaent  of  the  Local  Ooyemment  Board ; 
■sd  what  powers  hitherto  possessed  by 
the  local  authorities  .are  proposed  to  be 
modified  under  the  proyisions  of  the 
BOl? 

Mm.  SCLATER-BOOTH :  I  may  in- 
form the  hon.  Member  that  I  have  al- 
ready given  directions  for  a  Memoran- 
dum to  be  prepared  showing  the  clauses 
whioh  are  taken  from  the  Acts  now  in 
force  in  the  Metropolis,  whether  with  or 
without  alteration,  those  which  are  from 
Acts  not  so  in  force,  and  those  which 
are  new.  Much  of  this  information  is 
abeedr  gtren  in  the  marginal  notes  of 
the  BilL  But  when  he  asks  me  to  state 
what  power  now  vested  in  the  Seoretaiy 
of  8t^  or  Privy  Oounoil  is  proposed  to 
be  txansforred  to  myself,  I  must  reply 
that  the  Bill  does  not  propose  to  transfer 
any  Hiflh  power;  becMise  all  the  powers 
0t  the  Secretaxy  of  State  and  of  the 
Mct  Qpnndl  under  the  Acts  consoli- 
MMlf  thoBill  were  so  transferred  by 
'^  Board  Act,  1871. 


I  am  surprised  that  there  should  be  any 
misunderstanding  on  this  point ;  because 
it  was  only  in  January  last  that,  in  the 
exercise  of  the  powers  so  transferred,  I 
caused  a  circular  letter  to  be  addressed 
to  the  Vestries  and  District  Boards  of 
the  Metropolis,  on  the  subject  of  provid- 
ing hospital  accommodation  under  one 
of  the  Acts  now  proposed  to  be  consoli- 
dated, and  no  excention  was  taken  by 
them  in  reply  to  tne  authority  under 
which  I  so  addressed  them.  There  is 
substantially  no  modification  of  thp 
powers  now  vested  in  the  local  authori- 
ties. On  the  contrary,  some  fresh  powers 
are  given  to  them  by  the  Bill.  The 
only  new  powers  proposed  to  be  con- 
ferred on  me  Local  Government  Board 
are  with  respect  to  the  provision  of  mor- 
tuaries and  the  approval  of  voluntary 
arrangements  between  two  or  more  au- 
thorities for  providing  joint  hospital  ac- 
commodation. 

NAVY  —  DOCKY ABD    ENGINBEE8    AT 
MALTA.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  OOWEN  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  a  Petition  has  been 
received  from  the  Engineers  in  the  Dock- 
yard at  Malta,  askmg  that  the  hours 
they  work,  in  consequence  of  the  heat 
of  the  climate,  should  be  reduced  from 
ten  to  nine  hours  per  day ;  if  nine  hours 
is  not  the  length  for  a  day's  work  for 
Engineers  in  the  Dockycurds  of  this 
Country ;  and  if  he  could  state  whether 
the  demand  of  the  Malta  Engineers  will 
be  complied  with  ? 

Mb.  a.  F.  EOERTON,  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  true  that  the  Petition  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  had  been  received. 
It  was  also  true  that  nine  hours  was  the 
length  of  a  day's  work  for  engineers  in 
the  home  docl^ards.  It  had  been  de- 
cided to  offer  the  Malta  engineers  a 
reduction  in  the  hours  of  work  coupled 
with  a  corresponding  reduction  of  pay. 
This  was  the  course  adopted  in  the  case 
of  the  home  dockyards. 

SUCX:!E8SI0N8  DUTY  ACT  —  DOUBLE 
DUTIES— "THE  ATTORNEY  GENE- 
RAL f.  CHARLTON."— QUESTION. 

Sib  OOLMAN  O'LOOHLEN  asked 
Mr.  Attomev  (General,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal  on  Saturday  last  in 
tiie  case  of  ''The  Attorney  Oeneral  r. 
Charlton  and  others,"  as  to  Succession 
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Duty,  in  which  the  Court  stated,  that, 
but  for  certain  decisions  of  the  House 
of  Lords  on  the  Succession  Duty  Act, 
they  would  have  held  that  the  lower  and 
not  the  higher  duties,  as  claimed  by  the 
Crown,  were  payable  by  the  defendants, 
and,  consequently,  would  have  given 
judgment  against  the  Attorney  General 
in  the  case  before  the  Court ;  if  it  be  the 
fact,  that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  Eng- 
land, in  giving  judgment  in  that  case, 
stated  that  the  decisions  of  the  House  of 
Ix>rds  relied  upon  by  the  Crown,  were 
**  clearly  wrong,  and  proceeded  on  tech- 
nical grounds  contrary  to  the  real  mean- 
ing of  and  the  spirit  of  the  Act ; "  and 
that  the  House  of  Lords  in  these  deci- 
sions had  fallen  into  **  a  great  and  fatal 
error,"  and  ''had  misconstrued  the 
Act ; "  and,  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  jud^ent  of  the  Lord  Cmef  Justice, 
and  the  judgments  of  Lord  Justice  James, 
Lord  Justice  Bramwell,  and  Lord  Jus- 
tice Brett,  concurring  with  him,  it  is  his 
intention  to  introduce  at  once  a  Bill  to 
declare  the  Law,  so  as  to  overrule  the 
decisions  of  the  House  of  Lords,  referred 
to  by  the  Court  of  Appeal,  which  com- 
pelled that  Court  to  decide  in  favour  of 
the  Crown,  against  their  own  unanimous 
opinion,  in  a  matter  of  taxation  afTecting 
Her  Majesty's  subjects? 

Thb  attorney  general  :  This 
case  of  **the  Attorney  General  v. 
Charlton"  was  one  of  a  very  compli- 
cated and  perplexing  character.  It 
was,  by  desire  of  the  Courts,  argued 
five  times — three  times  before  the 
Exchequer  Division  and  twice  before 
the  Court  of  Appeal.  I  was  one  of  the 
counsel  for  the  Crown,  and  my  attention 
was  therefore  called  to  the  judgment 
pronounced  by  the  Court  of  Appeal  on 
Saturday  last.  The  Lord  Chief  Justice, 
in  the  course  of  his  judgment,  did  make 
some  such  observations  as  those  alluded 
to  in  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
Question  with  reference  to  the  decisions 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  all  the 
learned  Judges  stated,  I  believe,  that 
they  felt  themselves  constrained  to  pro- 
nounce the  judgment  which  they  gave 
by  the  authority  of  those  decisions;  but 
I  do  not  think  it  at  all  dear  that  if  the 
Court  of  Appeal  had  not  felt  obliged  to 
follow  the  judgment  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  they  would  have  decided  that  the 
Crown  was  entitled  to  a  lower  duty  than 
the  duty  claimed.  It  is  quite  possible 
that  the  Court  might  have  come  to  the 
<x>nclusion   that   the  case   fell   wiUiin 
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Section  4  of  the  SucoessionB  Dnty  Act 
and  that  double  duties  were  myi^le  aa 
under  the  Legacy  Acts.  It  wQl  be  ope& 
to  the  appellant  to  carry  this  oaae  to  tke 
House  of  Lords;  and  until  I  know 
whether  this  course  is  to  be  adopCed*  I 
cannot  decide  whether  it  will  De  de- 
sirable to  introduce  any  Bill  on  the 
subject. 

PUBLIC  BUSINE88--SCOTCH  BELM. 

QUESTION. 

De.  CAMERON  (for  Mr.  W.  Holms: 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequflr, 
What  course  he  proposes  to  take  with 
reference  to  the  four  General  Pohlic 
Bills  for  Scotland  which  have  been 
introduced  this  Session,  but  not  one  of 
which  has  yet  been  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee, viz.,  the  Poor  Law,  PriBODs, 
Sheriff  Courts,  and  Roads  and  Bridges 
Bills;  and,  seeing  that  the  laot-named 
Bill  was  specially  mentioned  in  Hsr 
Majesty's  Speech  as  a  measure  of  im- 
portance, wnat  day  he  would  give  for 
its  oonsideration  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  Government  are  v^scy 
anxious  to  proceed  with  some  at  leaat  of 
these  Bills,  and  I  can  only  say  that  we 
are  anxious  to  find  early  days  for  pro- 
ceeding with  them.  But  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  and  the  House  are  well  aware 
we  are  in  a  difficulty  at  preeent  beoaoM 
of  the  strong  expression  of  optnioo 
which  was  passed  by  the  House  that  we 
ought  to  proceed  with  the  Estimates  at 
qiuckly  as  we  can.  There  are  also,  as 
I  mentioned  the  other  day,  two  importaat 
measures — the  East  Indian  Loan  Bi]l« 
and  the  South  AMcan  Confederatioo 
Bill — which  it  is  desirable  to  proceed 
with.  I  will  only  say,  therefore,  that 
we  will  bring  the  Bills  on  as  quidkly  m 
we  can.  To  the  remark  of  the  boa. 
Member  who  put  the  Queetioni  that  not 
one  of  the  Scotch  Bills  has  been  disMUsed 
in  Committee,  I  must  take  some  exoeptioD ; 
because,  although  the  Prisons  BiU  has 
not  literally  been  discussed  in  Commit- 
tee, an  arrangement  was  made  that  it 
should  stand  over  till  the  En^ish  Bill 
had  been  discussed,  and  that  it  should 
be  reprinted  in  the  form  of  the  Eagliah 
Bill.  That  has  been  done,  and  thsrabre 
I  suppose  the  discussion  of  the  Beotdk 
Bill  will  not  oooupy  much  time.  The 
Roads  and  Bridges  Bill  has  been  com- 
mitted  pro  formd  in  order  to  introduce 
various  Amendments.    ItwillprobaUj 
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diatribated  to  hon.  Members  Bhorily. 

l^e  flhall  proceed  with   that   Bill    as 
qiiiickly  as  possible,  and  with  the  others 

ARMY— TERRITORIAL  TITLES  TO 
REGIMENTS.— QUESTION. 

8iK  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked 
tlfte  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he 
win  state  to  the  House  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Ck>yemment  intend  to  carry 
into  effect  the  recommendation  of  the 
MiHtia  Committee  which  sat  last  year 
irith  respect  to  giving  territorial  titles 
to  the  regiments  of  the  Army,  and  de- 
pnTing  them  of  their  numerical  titles  ? 

Mm.  QATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
amid,  it  was  not  the  intention  to  deprire 
the  regiments  of  their  numerical  titles ; 
but  to  arrange  them  on  the  footing  pro- 
posed by  the  Oonunander-in-Ohiei  in 
1873. 

FISHERIES    (OYSTERS,   GRABS,   AND 
LOBSTTERS)  BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  asked  the  President 
of  the  Bottfd  of  Trade,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  12th  section  of  the  Fish- 
oriea  (Oysters,  Crabs,  and  Lobsters)  Bill 
re-enaots,  as  resards  France,  an  Act  of 
Parliament  whi<£  has  been  repealed  and 
was  left  out  of  the  rerised  edition  of  the 
statutes? 

Mm.  E.  STANHOPE:  Yes,  Sir,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  aware  of  the  fact 
referred  to  in  the  Question.  And  the 
reason  is  this — The  Fishery  Convention 
of  1839  between  England  and  France 
was  intended  to  remain  in  force  until 
the  later  Convention  of  1867  between 
the  same  countries  came  into  operation. 
Unfortunately,  difficulties  have  arisen, 
and  that  Convention  is  not  yet  in  force. 
In  these  droumstances,  it  is  proposed 
that  the  Act  of  1843  which  conmmed 
the  first  Convention,  and  which  was  re- 
pealed in  1868,  should  be  temporarily 
revived  until  the  day  when  the  later 
Convention  actually  comes  into  opera- 
tion. 

LAW    AND    JUSTICE    (SCOTLAND)— 
ROHAN   CATH0UCS.-aU£8TI0N. 

Mm.  ANDEB80N  asked  the  Lord 
Advoeate,  If  there  has  recently  been  an 
investigation  into  certain  chax^^  of  un- 
f^  treatment  of  Boman  Catholics  in 
judicial  proceedings  at  Irvine  in  Ayr- 
skire;  and,  if  he  will  state  the  result  of 


the  investigation,  or  lay  upon  the  Table 
any  Papers  connected  with  it  ? 

Thb  LORD  ADVOCATE:  In  Irvine 
there  are  a  considerable  number  of  Ca- 
tholics and  Orangemen  among  the  work- 
ing classes,  and  I  regret  to  say  that  some 
time  ago  these  parties  gave  each  other 
considerable  annoyance,  and  their  differ- 
ences occasionally  led  to  breaches  of  the 
peace.  In  a  recent  case  the  offenders 
were  prosecuted  at  the  instance  of  the 
police  authorities  before  the  magistrates 
of  the  borough  of  Irvine.  Complaint 
was  made  to  me  that  a  certain  amount 
of  unfairness  had  been  shown  by  those 
magistrates  in  awarding  unduly  lenient 
sentences  to  the  Orangemen  tried  before 
them.  I  considered  it  to  be  my  duty  to 
instruct  the  Procurator  Fiscal  of  the 
Sheriff's  Court,  who  is  a  Oovemment 
official,  to  inquire  and  report  to  me  the 
circumstances  of  these  various  cases  in 
which  unfairness  was  said  to  have  been 
signally  displayed.  The  result  of  the 
examination  and  investigation  having 
been  reported  to  me  I  have  now  to  state, 
in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member,  that  there 
seems  no  ground  for  imputing  any  want 
of  fairness  or  any  paraality  to  those 
justices  in  the  discharge  of  a  very  diffi- 
cult and  delicate  duly. 

Mb.  ANDERSON:  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  has  not  answered 
my  last  Question — WiU  he  lay  the  Papers 
upon  the  Table  ? 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE :  I  under- 
stood the  Question  was  put  alternatively. 
I  do  not  think  the  Papers  are  of  such  a 
character  that  they  ougnt  to  be  laid  upon 
the  Table ;  but  I  will  conmiunicate  with 
the  hon.  Member  on  the  subject. 

AKMY— MAJOR  DE  DOHSE.— QUESTION. 

Major  O'OORMAN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  his 
intention  to  recommend  for  employment 
in  Her  Majesty's  Military  Service,  Major 
de  Dohs6,  late  of  the  German  Legion 
(British)  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  repHed 
in  the  negative. 

crdcikal  law— case  of  frakces 
isabella  stalland.— question. 

Sm  EARDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  a  trial  for  murder  which  took  place  at 
the  Winchester  Assizes  on  Monaav  the 
2nd  instant,  at  which  Frances  Isabella 
I  Stalland,  aged  20,  was  convicted  of  the 
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wilful  murder  of  Her  illegitimate  child, 
and  to  the  report  as  given  in  the  ^*  Stan- 
dard "  newspaper,  that  the  jury,  after 
considering  their  verdict  for  forty 
minutes,  foimd  the  prisoner  Guilty,  with 
a  strong  recommendation  to  mercy  on 
account  of  her  youth,  her  desertion  by 
the  father  of  the  child,  and  the  general 
circumstances  surrounding  the  case ; 
and  that  the  judge,  on  passing  sentence 
of  Death,  said  he  would  forward  the 
recommendation  of  the  jury  to  the  Seore- 
tary  of  State,  but  that  neither  he  (the 
judge)  nor  the  prisoner  could  expect  that 
the  sentence  would  be  remitted;  and, 
whether  it  is  consistent  with  the  prero- 
gative of  the  Grown  that  the  judge 
diould  say  that  he  could  not  expect  such 
recommendation  of  the  jury  would  be 
attended  to  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  OBOSS  :  I  have  no 
official  report  whatever  of  anything  that 
fell  from  the  learned  Judge  who  tried 
this  case,  nor  do  I  at  the  present  moment 
know  anything  about  the  merits  of  the 
case,  because  the  usual  report  has  not 
yet  reached  me.  But  reading  the  Ques- 
tion as  it  is  placed  on  the  Paper,  I 
should  say  all  that  the  learned  Judge 
meant  to  convey  was  this — that  he  did 
not  himself  agree  with  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  jury,  and  would  not  probably 
back  it  up  to  the  Secretary  of  State.  I 
am  sure  that  neither  the  learned  Judge 
who  tried  the  case,  nor  any  Judge  on 
the  Bench,  would  for  a  moment  think  of 
interfering  with  the  Prerogative  of  the 
Crown. 


SALE  OF  INTOXICATINa  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  (IRELAND)  BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  CHAELES  LEWIS :  I  wish  to 
ask.  Whether  the  Government,  havino; 
regard  to  the  larg^  amount  of  time  which 
has  been  consumed  this  Session  in  dis- 
cussing the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors 
on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Bill,  are  prepared 
to  take  any  steps  in  order  to  prevent  the 
loss  of  that  time?  

The  CH  ANCELLOE  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  really  do  not  see  what  steps 
the  Oovemment  can  take.  We  have 
done  what  was  in  our  power,  in  the  way 
of  afTording  one  day  which  was  at  the 
command  of  the  Oovemment,  and  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  in  concert  with 
the  Oovemment,  gave  another  day.  I 
am  sorry  that  those  days  have  not  led  to 


any  decisive  results ;  but  in  the  present 
state  of  Business,  and  considering  th« 
obligations  of  the  Oovemment,  I  do  not 
see  mat  I  can  at  the  present  time  make 
any  other  proposal  with  regard  to  the 
matter. 


PARLIAMENT — PRIVILEGE  —  REFLEC- 
TIONS IN  THIS  HOUSE.— QUB8TI0K. 

Mb.  PULESTON,  who  had  the  fol- 
lowing Notice  of  Motion  on  the  Paper : — 

"  That  in  Oommittee  of  the  whole  Hoqm,  no 
Member  have  power  to  move  more  than  au» 
either  that  the  Chairman  do  report  ProgreM  or 
that  the  Chairman  leave  the  Chair,  and  that  no 
Member  who  has  made  one  of  those  Hotioai 
have  power  to  move  the  other  in  the  iamaOooi- 
mittee,' 


if 


said:  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  Ihe  EJxchequer  a  Qnestioa 
of  which  I  have  given  him  private  Notice 
— Whether,  in  view  of  such  scenesastook 
place  the  o^er  night,  in  pursuance  of  t 
system  of  obstruction  which  is  now  be- 
coming a  standing  reproach,  offenaiTe  to 
the  d^nity  of  the  House  and  antago- 
nistic to  the  best  interests  of  the  na- 
tion, the  Government  are  prepared 

["Order!"] 

Me.  GAIjLAN  :  I  rise  to  a  pobt  of 
Order.  I  beg  to  ask,  Mr.  Speaker,  Whe- 
ther a  Question  which  so  palpably  tran^ 
grosses  the  Rules  of  the  House,  and 
which  the  Gierke  at  the  Table,  under 
your  direction,  will  not  receive,  should 
be  put  on  a  subject  afTecting  the  privi- 
leges of  Members  of  this  House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  According  to  the 
ordinary  practice  of  the  House  no  Qaes- 
tion  can  be  put  involving  matter  of  ar- 
gument. I  tnink  some  of  the  phrsMS 
contained  in  the  Question  as  they 
reached  me  did  so  contain  matter  ol 
argument. 

Mb.  PULESTON :  I  bow  to  your  de- 
cision, Sir,  and  I  will  therefore  only  ask 
theOhanc^llorof  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
he  will  afford  such  facilitiee  as  vill 
enable  me  to  bring  forward  the  Motion 
which  stands  in  my  name,  or  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  will  be  pr^ 
pared  to  take  similar  or  other  means  to 
effect  the  same  object  ?  

The  OHANOELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Mr.  Speaker,  my  hon.  Friend 
has  mentioned  to  me,  before  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Business,  that  he  pro- 
posed to  put  a  Question  to  me  with  re- 
ference to  the  Notice  which  stands  in  hit 
name  for  this  evening,  and  which,  pn>- 
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are  certainly  of  opinion  that  it  may  be 
desirable,  calmly  and  wit}i  due  conside- 
ration, to  examine  some  portion  of  the 
Orders  of  the  House,  especially  with 
regard  to  the  question  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  refers — ^the  question  of  Adjourn- 
ment, or  of  reporting  Progress,  when  the 
House  is  in  Committee.  And  I  may  say 
that  the  particular  proposal  which  my 
hon.  Friend  makes  is  one  which,  upon 
the  face  of  it,  commands  our  approval ; 
and  I  think  that,  in  substance  at  least, 
it  would  probably  command  the  approval 
of  a  very  large  majority,  if  not  of  the 
whole,  of  the  House,  because  I  take  it 
it  only  applies  to  the  case  of  a  Committee 
a  Rule  wliich  works  well  in  this  House 
as  a  whole.  At  the  same  time,  I  think 
that,  under  the  circumstances  which  I 
mentioned  in  the  first  instance,  and 
bearing  in  mind  the  fact  that  it  might 
be  necessary,  if  we  were  altering  our 
Rules  at  all,  to  make,  perhaps,  some 
other  alterations  besides  this,  and  that 
it  is  undesirable  to  have  frequent  and 
desultoiy  discussions  upon  such  a  matter 
— I  think  it  would  be  better  that  we 
should  not  be  in  a  huny,  and  not  at- 
tempt at  present  to  deal  with  a  question 
of  this  sort.  My  own  opinion  is,  that 
the  best  course  we  could  take  would  be 
to  carry  on  our  Business  under  the  Rules 
which  are  at  present  in  force,  and  to  let 
us  take  time.  The  Government  will 
undertake  carefully  to  consider  this 
matter,  in  consultation  with  yourself, 
Sir,  and  with  the  other  authorities  of 
the  House,  in  order  that  we  may  be  able 
next  Session  to  propose  a  careful  and 
well-considered  revision  of  such  parts  of 
our  Rules  as  may  seem  to  require  it.  I 
may  remind  the  House  that  there  has 
been  more  than  one  Committee  on  Public 
Business,  and  that  those  Committees 
have  made  recommendations  of  an  im- 
portant character,  some  of  which  have 
been  partly  adopted,  but  several  of 
which  have  never  been  adopted  by  the 
House.  I  think  the  recommendations 
of  those  Committees  deserve  serious  con- 
sideration, and  they  shall  receive  it; 
and  I  think  that,  upon  the  whole,  we 
should  be  best  consulting  the  conve- 
nience and  dignity  of  the  House  if  we 
were  at  present  to  let  this  matter  stand 
over.  I  trust  we  shall  have  no  repeti- 
tion of  such  scenes,  upon  which  I  do  not 
wish  to  say  more  than  I  have  already 
said;  and  I  need  not  assure  my  hon. 
Friend  that  the  convenience  and  dienity 
of  this  House  are,  and  always  will  be, 


bably,  will  not  be  reached  till  a  late 
hour.  The  Question  is  whether  we 
could  give  him  any  facility  for  bringing 
that  question  under  consideration,  or 
whether  the  Government  themselves 
have  any  proposals  to  make  upon  the 
subject.  The  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
state  to  me  the  reasons  upon  which  he 
proposed  to  bring  forward  that  Ques- 
tion ;  but,  of  course,  it  would  be  affecta- 
tion not  to  see  that  there  is  some  con- 
nection between  this  Question  having 
been  put  on  the  Paper  at  the  present 
time  and  the  proceedings  which  took 
place  in  this  Mouse  a  few  nights  a^o. 
Well,  with  regard  to  that  matter  I  wish 
to  say,  on  behalf  of  the^.Govemment, 
that  we  are  above  all  things  anxious  to 
promote  in  any  way  we  can  the  conve- 
nience and  proper  conduct  of  Business 
in  this  House ;  and  we  consider  that  it 
may  from  time  to  time  be  desirable  and 
necessary,  as  the  character  of  the  Busi- 
ness that  comes  before  this  House  alters, 
as  larger  nimibers  of  Questions  are 
brought  forward,  as  the  nature  of  the 
discussions  varies — it  may  from  time  to 
time  be  necessary  to  revise  and  re- 
consider the  Rules  under  which  our 
Business  is  conducted.  At  the  same 
time,  we  are  very  conscious  that  those 
Rules  are  the  result  of  many  years  and 
generations  of  experience ;  and  we 
therefore  feel  that  great  care  and  pains 
ought  to  be  exercised  in  making  altera- 
tions in  them.  I  think  it  would  be 
particularly  to  be  regretted  if  any  alte- 
rations were  proposed  or  discussed 
under  this  feelme — I  do  not  like  the 
word  which  was  rising  to  my  lips — but 
under  any  feeling  of  annoyance  with  re- 
ference to  a  particular  proceeding.  I  am 
unwilling  at  the  present  time  to  express 
any  opinion  uopn  what  took  place  the 
other  night.  1  think  the  judgment  of 
this  House  and  of  the  country  is  tolerably 
well  formed  upon  that  subject.  I  think 
we  might  only  cause  irritation  and  hinder 
the  progress — the  satisfactory  progress 
— of  Business  by  discussing  what  really 
needs  no  discussion.  Therefore  I  would 
venture  to  express  a  hope  that  in  what 
I  am  now  saying  I  may  not  bring  about 
a  desultory  or  irregular  discussion.  But 
I  would  say,  with  reference  to  the 
Question  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  to  the 
Notice  which  stands  in  his  name  upon 
the  Paper,  that  the  Gbvemment  have 
recently — before  those  transactions  took 
place  and  still  more  since— nven  a  great 
omI  of  attention  to  thiBBubjeot ;  ai^  we 
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under  the  rebuke  which  baa  beMi  dii«el]j 
or  indirectly  cast  upon  me. 

The  oh  ANOELLOB  of  thb  EXCHB- 
QUEB :  I  rise  to  Order.  It  is  only  bf 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  that  hon. 
Members  are  entitled  to  make  penoaal 
explanations,  and  it  is  an  indulgence  that 
is  neyer  refused.  I  think  that  the  hos. 
Member  for  Peterborough,  in  proceed- 
ing to  make  some  remarks  on  the  Answer 
I  recently  gaye  to  the  House,  is  entire^ 
exceeding  the  privilege  of  Parliament, 
and  can  scarody  be  considered  as  acdng 
respectfully  to  you.  Sir,  after  the  obeer* 
rations  you  have  made,  in  persisting  ia 
proceeding  in  the  way  he  is  doing. 

Mb.  WHALTiEY ;  My  reason  for 
proceeding  is  that  the  observations  of 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  assome 
that  those  who  took  part  in  the  recent 
proceedings  of  this  House  are  justlj 
exposed  to  the  censure  and  indignation 
of  this  House  and  the  country.  The 
Qt>yemment,  in  the  part  which  they  took, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  still  more 
so,  I  venture  to  say,  in  the  course  whidi 
he  has  taken,  are  justly  exposed  to  . 
greater  complaint  on  the  part  of  those 
hon.  Members  than f  " Order!"! 

Sir  JAMES  M'OAEEL  -  HOGG :  I 
rise  to  Order.  Is  not  the  hon.  Member 
for  Peterborough  acting  exactly  con* 
traiT,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  your  orders  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKBE:  The  hon.  Member 
is  altogether  disregarding  the  injunctions 
that  have  fallen  from  the  Chair,  aad 
unless  the  House  thinks  that  I  shoaM 
act  otherwise,  seeing  that  we  are  nov 
engaged  upon  the  Questions  before  the 
House,  and  that  the  hon.  Member  by 
his  conduct  interrupts  the  Business  ii 
the  House,  I  shall,  with  the  concurrenoe 
of  the  House,  call  on  such  hon.  Memben  . 
who  are  desirous  of  putting  Questions 
in  the  ordinary  course  of  Business  to  do 
so ;  and  I  call  on  the  hon.  Member  for 
Peterborough  to  resume  his  seat. 


a  matter  of  great  concern  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government. 

Mr.  WHALLEY:  Sir,  I  wish  to 
make  a  few  observations  in  the  nature  of 
a  personal  explanation.  The  OhanceUor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  observations 
that  he  has  addressed  to  the  House,  has 
done  so  in  carefully  worded  and  mea- 
sured terms — — [**  Order ! "] 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber proposes  to  make  a  personal  expla- 
nation, no  doubt  the  House  will  receive 
it  with  its  usual  indulgence ;  but  if  the 
hon.  Member  merely  nses  to  make  some 
remarks  on  the  Answer  which  has  been 
given  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, he  will  not  be  in  Order. 

Mb.  WHALLEY:  As  I  understood 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  im- 
puted to  those  who  took  part  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  other  night — ["Order !  "J 
If  I  am  to  be  interrupted  in  tlus  way  I 
really  do  not  know  how  to  make  my 
explanation;  but  I  must  endeavour  by 
some  means  to  protect  myself,  and  I  do 
not  know  how  lean  do  it  better  than  by 
moving  the  Adjournment  of  the  House. 
After  havingsat  for  a  quarter  of  a  cen- 
tury in  this  House,  I  cannot  submit  to 
the  imputations  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer;  and  though  conveyed  in 
such  measured  terms  they  raise  con- 
siderations most  unjust  and  most  unfair 
towards  me,  on  which  I  claim  on  per- 
sonal grounds  to  ofiPer  some  reply.  It 
is  the  more  important  that  I  should  do 
so,  because  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer says  that  he  will  not  proceed  to  act 
on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Devonport  (Mr.  Puleston),  relative  to  the 
privilege  of  moving  to  report  Progress, 
or  that  the  Chairman  do  leave  &e  Chair. 

[*' Order  rn 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  The  hon.  Member 
having  proposed  to  make  a  personal  ex- 
planation is  not  entitled,  as  I  have 
already  said,  to  comment  on  the  Answer 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Mb.  WHALLEY:  The  observations 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  were 
wholly  uncalled  for.     ["  Order  1 "] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  out  of  Order  in  the  course  he  is  pur- 
suing; and  if  he  disregards  the  ruling 
of  the  Chair  I  shall  have  to  submit  his 
conduct  to  the  judgment  of  the  House. 

Mb.  WHALLEY;  I  must  make  one 
more  attempt,  and  after  that  I  will 
acquiesce  in  what  may  be  the  desire  of 
the  House.  I  say  that  I  cannot  continue 
to  discharge  my  duty  in  this  House 

The  Chaneelhr  of  the  Jbschejuer 


PARLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE— PRACnCB 
OF  THIS  HOUSK— QUESTION. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS :  Sir,  I  widi  to 
direct  attention  to  the  Motion  of  tbs 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Blake),  and  to  $tk 
you,  Mr.  Speaker,  Whether,  asthetarmi 
of  the  Motion  contain  imputations  opoo 
the  conduct  of  an  hon.  Member,  ssd 
would  involve  serious  consequences,  ia- 
asmuch  as  if  the  House  ooncmred  it 
would  involve  a  direct  Vote  of  Oenson, 
and  as  the  appearance  of  the  Motioadqr 


8M 


Supphf-^ 


{July  6,  1877)  Armff  E$t%mate9. 


880 


dler  d^  npoii  fhe  Notioe  Paper  could 
Bol  but  be  painM  to  the  feelings  of  the 
hon.  Member  eonoemed,  and  al«>  having 
ragaid  to  certain  precedents  which,  how- 
ever, it  wonld  be  unnecessary  to  cite, 
whether  this  is  not  a  Motion  of  that 
eharmoter,  which,  as  a  matter  of  Privi- 

SB,  ouffht  to  take  precedence  of  the 
er  Orders  of  the  Day? 
Mk.  speaker  ;  The  hon.  Member 
asks  whether  the  Question  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leominster  (Mr. 
Blake)  has  given  Notice  is  of  such  a 
character  that  it  ou^ht  to  be  dealt  with 
s*  a  question  of  Privilege.  The  House 
w  aware  that,  according  to  the  general 
praetioe  of  the  House,  no  question  of 
this  character  is  dealt  with  as  a  matter 
of  Privilege  unless  it  is  urgent  in  point 
of  tame,  and  directly  affects  the  Pri- 
vileges of  this  House  or  of  Members  of 
this  House.  The  Notice  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leominster  challenges  two 
statements  alleged  to  have  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Pamell),  one  on  the  21st  of  April,  and 
the  other  on  the  20th  of  June  last.  It 
appears  to  me  that  this  Question,  having 
Tvgard  to  the  question  of  time,  cannot 
be  regarded  as  a  question  of  Privilege, 
because  it  is  not  urgent  in  point  of  time ; 
bat  if  the  House  should  think  fit  to  en- 
tertain the  Motion  at  once  as  a  matter  of 
liivilege,  the  subject  is  one  which 
would  warrant  that  course. 

Mil  BLAKE:  I  wish  to  ask  you, 
8ir,  if  it  is  competent  for  the  Motion 
which  stands  in  my  name  to  be  then  di»- 
coased  with  the  consent  of  the  House  ? 
It  is  true  that  some  time  has  elapsed 
liace  the  speeches  referred  to  were  made, 
but  they  are  still  in  circulation  in  the 
iMwnMmers.  I  think  it  is  a  matter  that 
should  be  considered  by  Parliament  as 
««riy  as  possible. 

Mil  FABNELL:  I  rise  to  Order, 
Mr.  Speaker.  Perhaps  I  may  be  al- 
lowed to  say  that  if  it  is  thought  desir- 
able by  the  House  that  I  shmdd  make 
sa  explanation  in  reference  to  either 
of  the  speeches  referred  to,  I  do  not 
wish  fin  any  way  to  stand  in  the  way  of 
the  House  in  getting^  that  explanation. 

Ha.  RPRAlftrR :  I  must  inform  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  is  irregular  to  dis- 
cusi  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lsominstsr  unless  the  House  should 
hare  previously  signified  its  pleasure  that 
it  should  be  diseased  as  a  question  of 


Ma.  BLAKE:  I  wish  to  move  that 
the  matter  be  now  considered  as  a  ques* 
tion  of  Privilege. 

Mr.  NEWDBOATE  :  I  ask  the  hon. 
Member  whether  he  thinks  in  his  own 
mind  that  it  can  be  brought  forward  and 
treated  as  a  matter  of  Privilege  ? 


SUPPLY— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — comidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £132,000,  Army  Eeserve  Force 
Pay  and  Allowances. 

Colonel  MXTBE  called  the  attention 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  to 
the  fact  that  in  those  branches  of  the 
Service  in  which  the  longest  time  was 
required  to  make  a  soldier  the  Beserves 
were  weakest.  In  the  Artillery,  for 
instance,  there  were  almost  no  reserves 
at  all ;  so,  also,  in  the  Cavalry ;  while  a 
large  portion  of  the  Infantry  were  not 
of  an  age  fit  for  service  abroad.  He 
knew  a  regiment  about  900  strong,  in 
which  there  were  500  young  fellows,  a 
vast  number  of  whom  were  not  more 
than  17  or  18  years  of  a^e,  so  that  if  it 
became  necessary  to  send  that  regiment 
abroad  it  would  be  found  that  at  least 
25  per  cent  of  the  men  were  in  conse- 
quence of  their  youth  unfit  for  foreign 
service.  The  same  state  of  things  would 
recur  which  happened  during  the  Cri- 
mean War,  when,  as  Lord  Raglan  said, 
vast  numbers  of  young  men  were  sent 
out  to  fill  our  ranks,  who  died  off  like 
flies.  He  hoped  the  matter  would  be 
carefully  and  honestly  looked  into.  He 
admitted  that  the  class  of  recruits  had 
improved  ph3rsioally,  educationally,  and 
moraUy.  Tney  were  a  fine  class  of  young 
men,  but  they  were  not  fit  to  g^  into 
arduous  foreim  service. 

Mb.  WHMiLEY  said,  that  to  non- 
military  men  this  question  of  Beserves 
was  one  of  the  gpreat  questions  of  the 
day.  The  schemes  of  Lord  Cardwell 
had  ended  in  disappointment,  as  he  at 
the  time  the  Bill  for  the  Abolition  of 
Purchase  was  before  the  House  pro- 
phesied would  be  the  case.  The  hon. 
Member  was  proceeding  to  refer  to  the 
Volunteer  Force,  the  Vote  for  which  had 
been  the  subject  of  discussion  on  a  for- 
mer occasion,  when 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  not  in  Order  in  alluding  to 
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a  quefltion  wliioh  was  not  within  the 
Boope  of  the  present  Vote. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  next  referred  to  the 
official  Eeport  recently  made  to  the  War 
Office  respecting  the  Yolanteers  at  the 
Easter  Beview. 

The  OHATKMAN  ruled  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  in  Order. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  he  was  speak- 
ing about  the  Beserves,  bj  which  he 
meant  that  military  force  that  the 
country  had  at  its  command  in  case  of 
emergency  —  namely,  the  Yolunteers. 
T*'  Order ! "] 

*  The  chairman  pointed  out  that 
the  Yote  before  the  Oommittee  was  not 
for  the  Auxiliary  and  Besenre  Forces, 
but  for  the  Army  Beserve  Force. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  presumed  he  miffht 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  what 
steps  he  proposed  to  take  in  compliance 
wifli  the  official  Beport  already  alluded 
to  in  order  to  render  the  Besenre  Forces 
more  efficient  ? 

Sib  WALTEB  B,  BABTTELOT  rose 
to  Order,  asking  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  not  now  for  the  third  time  pur- 
suing a  discussion  which  the  Chairman 
had  ruled  was  outside  the  Question  be- 
fore the  Committee,  and  whether  the 
Committee  woidd  not  empower  the 
Chairman  to  put  the  Yote  notwithstand- 
ing that  the  hon.  Member  was  on  his  legs  ? 

The  chairman  said,  there  was  no 
doubt  the  hon.  Member's  remarks  were 
still  outside  the  Question;  but  he  felt 
sure  that  after  the  intimation  which  had 
been  given  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
persist  in  that  course. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  remarked  that  he 
was  extremely  obliged  to  the  Chairman 
for  his  courtesy,  and  coidd  assure  the 
Committee  that  he  did  him  no  more  than 
justice  in  assuming  that  he  had  no  de- 
sire to  travel  beyond  the  limits  of  the 
Question.  He  really  felt  totally  unable, 
however,  to  discharge  according  to  his 
conscience  the  duty  that  was  required 
of  him  in  the  exi&^ency  of  the  case  if 
he  was  not  allowed  to  make  these  re- 
ferences in  connection  with  the  Beserve. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  did  think  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  oountiy  were  entitled 
to  know  clearly  and  specifically  the 
expectations  of  the  War  Office  as  to  the 
bnnging  up  of  the  Beserve  Forces. 
According  to  the  Yote,  the  number  would 
be  15,000  a-year. 

Mb.  OATHOBNE  HABDY  said,  he 
was  afraid  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 

J%0  Chairman 


ber  (Colonel  Mure)  and  the  hon. 
(Mr.  J.  Holms)  were  not  in  the  Hoow 
when,  on  a  former  occasion,  he  weoi 
into  ihe  subjects  to  which  thej  had  re- 
ferred. It  was  fully  expected  at  ^i# 
War  Office  that  more  men  wonld  be 
passed  into  the  Beserves  than  had  been 
anticipated.  It  was  a  matter  of  neces- 
sity uiat  the  regiments  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  shoold 
be  pretty  fall  of  recruits ;  but  it  was  cer- 
tainly not  intended  to  send  young  inex- 
perienced men  abroad.  Only  nt  men 
would  be  sent  out  He  had  entered 
fully  into  that  question  on  a  previoai 
evening.  As  to  men  going  into  the 
Beserves,  he  was  not  able  to  force  them 
to  enter  at  the  desired  age.  There  wore 
between  60,000  and  80,000  who 
engag^  to  enter  in  their  turn  ;  he  o 
not  compel  them  to  enter ;  but  he 
endeavouring,  through  the  oommandxag 
officers,  to  induce  men  to  join  the  Be- 
serves earlier  than  they  would  other- 
wise do. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £374,800,  Commissariat,  Trans- 
port, and  Ordnance  Store  Ertabhah- 
ments. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Goxtblet, 

Mb.  GATHOBNE  HABDY  sad, 
there  was  nothing  extraordinary  in  ths 
item  for  the  cost  of  watching  the  dock- 
yards and  various  establishments— a 
duty  which  was  undertaken  by  the  Me- 
tropolitan Police,  but  of  course  had  to 
be  paid  for  by  the  Government. 

Sm  ANDBEW  LU8K,  referring  to 
the  item  of  £4,940  for  police  emjikijtd 
under  the  Contagious  Diseases  Prem- 
tion  Act,  asked  how  many  poUoemeB 
were  so  employed  ? 

Mb.  GATHOBNE  HABDY  codd 
not  give  the  number  at  that  moment, 
but  said  they  were  employed  at  all  ths 
places — and  there  were  a  good  many 
— where  the  Act  was  enforoedy  and  thsj 
were  necessarily  picked  men. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £2,986,000,  Provisions,  Forag«, 
Fuel,  Transport,  and  other  Services. 

Captaik  O'BEIBNE  complained  ci 
certain  charge  which  unduly  feU  upon 
the  Cavalnr  officers  with  respect  to 
forage,  ana  he  suggested  that  a  mort 
liberal  allowance  should  be  made  to 
them  in  reference  to  their  horses. 
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OxvxRAL    SnXTTE  was  certain  the 
mat  maos  of  the  Oavaliy  officers  pre- 
ferred  to  be  on  the  present  footing. 
If  their  horses  were  provided  by  the 
eoiuitry  they  would  only  get  one  each, 
but    under   the   present   arrangement, 
paying  &}i.  a-day  for  forage,  and  get- 
ting   good    stable    accommodation    for 
th»r  eoargers,  they  usually  kept  three 
or  fouTy  and  this  was  at  once  an  advan- 
tage to  themselves  and  to  the  country 
— to    themselves,    because    it  enabled 
them  to  hunt,  giving  them  an  ''  eye  to 
country,"  andimprovmg'theirhorseman- 
ihip,  both  qualifications  so  necessaiy  to 
Cavmlrj  officers ;  but  if  they  had  only 
one  each,  and  that  a  Government  horse, 
they  would  not  be  allowed  to  hunt,  and 
would  not  be  granted  stable  room   or 
forage   for  more — to  the   country,  be- 
canse  each  Cavalry  officer  had  now  two 
or    three    broken    chargers    ready   on 
shortest  notice  for  field  service.   Cavalry 
olBoers  had  a  grievance,  however,  when 
it  waa  consid^ed  that  the  Horse  Ar- 
tillery officers  paid  only  %d,  a-day  for 
forage,  whilst  they  were  charged  ^d. 
The  mounted  officers  of  Infanfary,  also, 
had  a  grievance  in  connection  with  the 
allowance  they  received  in  lieu  of  forage, 
for  they  were  actually  out  of  pocket.  He 
hoped  these  matters  would  be  considered 
by  the  War  Office. 

Ha.  HELLOB  called  attention  to  the 
difiexence  between  the  charges  made 
by  the  Bailway  Companies  for  civilians 
tad  iat  soldiers — the  difference  being 
•0Qi«thing  like  33  per  cent  against  the 
•oldier — a  state  of  things  which  he 
thought  required  to  be  remedied  as 
■pceoily  as  possible,  as  the  result  would 
rrsatly  reduce  the  cost  of  the  Transport 
Service. 

Ma.  OATHOBNE  HABDY  said,  he 
Ml  with  the  hon.  Member  that  the  War 
Department  was  rather  hardly  used  by 
ths  Bailway  Companies  with  respect  to 
theee  charges.  The  terms  for  soldiers 
vere  fixed  at  an  early  period  ;  since  then 
the  charges  for  third-cfass  Parliamentary 
psiwogers  had  been  reduced,  while  the 
•ome  sdvantage  had  not  been  extended 
to  soldiers,  who  therefore  paid  more 
than  Parliamentary  passengers — which 
Le  thought  was  a  great  haidship.  The 
Usct  (xmunittee  which  sat  on  me  sub- 
j«ct  of  the  Bailway  Passen^r  Duty 
csllsd  attention  to  this  distmction  in 
isvoor  of  the  War  Department,  but  did 
aotmake  any  recommendation,  thinking 

TOL.  OOXXXV.    [thibd  sbubs.] 


it  rather  outside  the  question  which  had 
been  referred  to  them.  He  confessed 
he  thought  that  considering  what  the 
State  got  from  the  railways  they  should 
also  Imve  looked  to  what  the  railways 
got  from  the  State.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  forage,  the  War  Office  had 
considered  some  sugcfestions  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  the  propo^  he  favourably  en- 
tertained was  that  the  forage  allowance 
should  be  fixed,  not  at  a  precise  sura, 
but  according  to  locality  and  the  price 
of  forage  in  the  place.  He  proposed,  by 
next  year,  to  make  some  additional  al- 
lowance for  the  '^  first  stall"  in  the  stable, 
because  officers  lost  %d,  if  they  took  only 
one  stall.  At  the  same  time,  he  could 
not  promise  to  make  the  change  which 
had  been  recommended  with  respect  to 
Artillery  officers,  although  they  in  every 
way  deserved  the  consideration  of  the 
War  Office.  The  present  Vote  could  not 
be  altered  to  meet  the  object  in  view. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(4.)  £805,600,  Clothing  Establish- 
ments, Services  and  Supplies. 

Genbral  Sib  GEOBGE  BALFOTJB 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  Committee 
would  be  made  acquainted  with  the 
amount  of  stores  now  actually  available. 
A  Supplementary  Estimate  for  £200,000 
had  been  voted  by  the  House,  in  order 
to  lay  in  a  spare  stock  of  woollens  in 
readiness  for  any  unusual  demands. 
He  had  fully  approved  of  this  prudent 
precaution ;  but  it  was  only  fair  that  the 
House  should  have  the  means  of  know- 
ing that  this  extra  stock  had  been  laid 
in,  and  was  year  by  year  maintained, 
and  not  used  to  me^e  a  diminution  of 
the  Army  expenditure  in  some  future 
year.  

Colonel  MXJBE  asked  what  was  the 
nature  of  the  new  helmets  for  the  In- 
fantry? 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HABDY  said, 
he  could  not  state  precisely,  but  thev 
might  be  described  as  blue  helmets  witn 
brass  band  and  brass  spike. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(6.)  £1.120,000,  Supply,  Manufac- 
ture, and  Bepair  of  Warlike  and  other 
Stores.  

Sib  WALTEB  B.  BABTTELOT 
wished  to  know  from  his  noble  Friend 
the  Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance, 
what  number  of  Martini-Henry  rifles 
were  in  stock,  and  whether  it  was  in- 
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tended  to  arm  all  the  Eeserve  Forces  at 
oQce^  as  well  as  the  Militia,  with  that 
rifle? 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL,  in  reply, 
said,  the  total  number  of  breeohloamn^ 
arms  in  store  was  856,578,  of  which 
377,558  were  Martini  -  Henry,  and 
169,000  Snider  rifles;  and  there  were 
310,000  Snider  rifles  in  the  hands  of  the 
Eeserve  Forces.  It  was  intended  to  arm 
the  Cavalry  with  the  Martini-Henry 
carbine,  but  at  present  the  pattern  of 
the  lock  had  not  been  decided  upon. 
The  whole  Eeserve  woidd  in  time  be 
armed  with  the  Martini-Henry  rifle. 
The  carbines  now  in  the  hands  of  the 
Cavalry  would,  when  the  new  carbines 
were  ready,  be  distributed  to  the  Yeo- 
manry Cavalry. 

Sib  HENRY  HAVELOCK  would 
move  that  the  item  for  the  Martini- 
Henry  carbine  be  struck  out,  unless  he 
received  an  assurance  that  in  point  of 
range  it  would  be  equal  to  the  rifles 
carried  by  the  Infantry. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  replied  that 
the  Martini-Henry  carbine  would  not 
come  into  use  this  year  at  all.  The 
question  with  reg^ard  to  the  lock  had 
not  yet  been  settled. 

Sir  HENEY  HAVELOCK  said,  the 
question  he  wanted  to  raise  had  no  re- 
ference to  the  lock,  but  to  the  length  of 
range.  What  he  desired  was  that  the 
carbine  should  be  in  all  respects  a  long- 
range  arm. 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  assured 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that  the 
pattern  of  the  Martini-Henry  carbine 
had  not  yet  been  submitted  to  him. 
There  was  no  Vote  for  it  taken  in  the 
present  Estimates,  and  in  assenting  to 
the  Vote  before  them  the  Committee 
would  in  no  way  be  bound  to  the  adop- 
tion of  that  particular  weapon  in  the 
future.  He  might  add  that  he  was  quite 
as  convinced  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  of  the  importance  of  a  long- 
range.  

General  SHUTE  said,  that  so  far  as 
he  could  judge.  Cavalry  officers  were 
quite  satisfied  with  the  carbine  which  it 
was  proposed  to  give  them,  though  it 
might  not  be  of  the  full  range  of  the  In- 
fantry. Its  ran^e  was  1,000  jrards, 
which  was  sufficient  for  nearly  every 
practical  purpose,  and  longer  range 
would  not  compensate  for  the  great  in- 
convenience of  oaving  to  cany  a  longer 
rifle  on   horseback.     But  the  Lam^ 

Sir  WaUw  B.  Barikioi 


ought  to  have  a  good  rifle  given  to 
them,  which  would  be  a  far  more  OBflfel 
weapon  than  the  lance. 

General  Sib  GEOEGE  BALFOUB 
said,  that    the    Army  Estimates  were 
sweUed  year  by  year  by  reason  of  the 
excessive  demands  made  by  the  Navy 
for  guns  and  ammunition  and  carnag«& 
By  what  accident  was  it  that  £80,000 
was  included  in  the  Naval  Eetimatee  at 
a  sum  to  be  g^ven  to  the  Navy  for  tor- 
pedoes ?   If  me  Navy  required  them,  tho 
Secretary  of  State  should  have  laid  in  a 
stock.    Charges  of  the  same  kind  ahoold 
not  appear  in  diflerent  Estimates,  and  yec 
the  charges  in  the  Army  Estimates  for 
torpedoes  were  larg^  in  amount.  Tbemit- 
take  was  made  in  extending  the  liabiHtj 
of  the  War  Office  to  supply  the  Navj 
with  torpedoes,  in  addition  to  mnn  asd 
ammunition.     This  new  weapon  of  wv 
should  have  been  a  special  charge  on 
the  Navy  and  included  in  the  E«tiin«t<>t 
of  the    Admiralty.      The    War   Office 
woidd  have  continued  the  manafaetare 
or  purchase  of   these  weapons  if  the 
Admiralty  desired,  but  only  as  agvnt^ 
and  not  with  any  degree  of  responsiDilitj. 
The  best  plan  would  be  to  let  the  Ad- 
miralty manage  for  all  materiaL 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  said,  that 
the  Treasury  practically  regulated  ^ 
mode  in  which  the  accounta  werepr»- 
sented,  and  this  item  had  had  the  asBSOt 
of  the  Treasury.  Eepresentativee  of  tha 
Admiralty  witnessed  the  experiments  at 
Spezia,  and  the  Department  thoudlLt  it 
expedient  to  procure  a  supply  of  tar^ 
pedoes  from  Italy  instead  of  manufMtnr- 
ing  them  at  Woolwich.  The  War  De- 
partment would  be  glad  to  relieve  tiiar 
Estimates  of  these  lai^  sums. 

Captain  O'BEIE]^  thought  that  to 
keep  Cavalry  waiting  for  orders  while 
under  long-rang^  I^antiy  fire  woald 
have  a  demoraliang  efieot  on  them.  He 
agreed  with  the  opmion  which  hadbeea 
expressed  that  Uie  lanoe  should  ba 
abolished. 

Mr.  GOUELEY  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  torpedoes  charged  for  wa«  fat 
the  Navy  or  the  Army  Service,  and  if 
to  the  number  of  boats  for  trannwii. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  that 
the  torpedoes  were  of  a  new  kind,  but  it 
was  not  necessary  to  explain  them.  The 
boats  were  required  for  transportiiig 
stores ;  one  had  to  be  built  to  oonreythe 
80-ton  gun.  He  did  not,  however,  kaov 
their  number. 
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Mk.  OOUBLEY  suggested  that  yes- 
riboald  be  borrowM  from  the  Nayy 
Demiiment. 

OnmRAL  Sib  OEOBGE  BALFOUB 
thonght  that  the  War  Office  should  hare 
Dotiimg  to  do  with  ihe  ships  of  the 
Admixttltj.  That  Board  would  ohar^ 
more  thw  auTbody  else,  and  supjuj 
the  condemoed  and  useless  vessels  of 
the  Navy  as  quite  good  enough  for  the 
aoldiert.  The  yessels  sent  out  during 
the  war  with  China  would  neither  sink, 
mH,  nor  swim. 

Tote  a^sed  to. 

re.)  £828,700,  Superintending  Estab- 
Hiament  of  and  Expenditure  for  Works, 
Buildings,  and  Bepairs  at  Home  and 
Abroad. 

Ma.  J.  B.  YOBEE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  one  or  two  questions  respecting  the 
mtB  of  the  Knightsbridge  Barracks  and 
the  ooaditions  on  which  it  was  proposed 
tore-erect  them.  It  had  always  been 
understood  that  the  ground  occupied  by 
the  barracks  was  to  be  used  for  buildings. 
The  road  was  to  be  widened,  and  then 
the  architect  would  have  to  face  the 
problem  of  erecting  a  proper  barracks 
<m  an  insufficient  site.  He  could  not 
think  the  present  state  of  things  satis- 
hdkMjf  and  he  had  not  Mprored  the 
acheme  from  the  outset;  but  he  now 
aequieeeed  in  it,  thinking  it  better  to 
fpend  £130,000  on  new  barracks  than  to 
waste  £100,000  in  yainly  ornamenting 
the  old  building. 

Mm.  GATHOBNE  HABDY  repUed 
that  the  architect  had  frilly  considered 
the  widening  of  the  road,  and  had  made 
his  plans  accordingly.  The  shifting  of 
the  offioers'  quarters  had  become  neces- 
■uy.  The  riding  school  was  to  be 
bnm^t  to  the  men's  quarters,  which 
voitld  be  an  improToment  on  the  plan 
Qtiginally  contemplated,  and  the  officers' 
quarters  would  be  shifted  upwards ;  but 
would  not  be  plaoed  at  the  extreme  west 
«iid  of  the  barracks,  where  a  lofry  build- 
ing would  intercept  the  yiew  from  the 
houses  in  the  Knightsbridge  Boad. 
As  the  Ouards  would  still  haTe  in  front 
of  the  barracks  the  ordinary  green 
■ward  in  which  they  had  been  accus- 
tomed to  exmtdse,  they  did  not  require 
a  large  ao«ri»yaxd. 

Tole  syrW  U. 

(7.)  £164,400,  BstabHshments  for 
Muitafy  Education,  sifrml  to. 


(8.)  £dl,000.  Miscellaneous  Effective 
Serrices. 

Mb.  HAYTEB  said,  that  a  new  mili- 
tary attachi  was  appointed.  Would  the 
rignt  hon.  Gentleman  inform  him  where 
he  was  to  be  sent  ? 

Mb.  GATHOBNE  HABDY:  To 
Constantinople. 

Vote  agresd  to, 

(9.)  £249, 100,  Administration  of  the 
Army. 

Gbnebal  Sib  GEOBGE  BALFOUB 
complained  of  the  obscure  manner  in 
which  the  military  accounts  were  kept, 
so  that  it  was  impossible  to  ascertain 
what  the  expenses  of  the  Indicin  Army 
were  as  compared  with  that  at  home. 
For  the  first  time  they  had  large  sums 
deducted  from  the  Estimates  of  the 
Home  Army,  because  India  employed 
officers  and  men  belonging  to  that  Home 
Army;  but  there  was  no  information 
supplied  to  the  House  of  Commons 
as  to  the  numbers  and  grades  so  em- 
ployed, excepting  as  regarded  the  regi- 
mental strengths.  No  doubt  those  num- 
bers could  be  furnished  ;  and  as  the  de- 
tails of  the  entire  c&arge  of  £1,000,000, 
which  the  Estimates  stated  would  be 
paid  by  India,  could  be  supplied,  he 
hoped  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
would  in  future  furnish  the  information, 
not  only  for  the  present  year,  but  for 
previous  as  well  as  for  future  years  as 
theycomeon.  This  charge  of  £1,000, 000 
was  indeed  heavy,  considering  that  the 
pay  of  the  regimental  men  and  officers 
was  borne  by  the  Indian  Estimates  and 
not  shown  in  the  Home  Estimates. 

Sm  PATBICK  O'BBIEN  called  at- 
tention to  the  establishment  of  a  Staff 
College  and  a  Staff  Corps  some  10  or  12 
years  ago,  and  he  wished  to  know  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consent  to 
a  continuance  of  the  Betums  he  had 
obtained  for  the  last  five  years,  showing 
the  appointments  made  and  the  names 
of  the  officers  appointed  ? 

Mb.  GATHOBNE  HABDY  said,  he 
had  no  objection  whatever  to  the  Be- 
tums being  continued. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(10.)  £33,500,  Bewards  for  Distin- 
gmshed  Services,  agreed  to, 

(11.)  £63,600,  Pay;of  General  Offi- 
oers. 

Sib  PATBICK  O'BBIEN  said,  he 
considered  they  were  entitled  on  this 
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Yote  to  raise  queetions  relatmg  to  the  [ 
mode  in  which  the  military  administra- 
tion of  India  and  the  Home  Government 
was  carried  on.  They  were  entitled  to 
raise  the  question  as  to  how  officers 
were  appointed  to  the  Staff  in  India, 
and  how  the  influence  of  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  had  been  able  to  carry  out 
certain  military  changes. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HAia)Y  thought 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
were  not  relevant  to  the  question  before 
the  Committee. 

The  chairman  ruled  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  not  in  Order. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(12.)  £420,200,  Full  Pay  of  Re- 
duced and  Retired  Officers  and  Half 
Pay. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Childeks, 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
hoped  to  be  able  before  the  end  of  the 
Session  to  bring  forward  the  subject  of 
the  Royal  Warrant  with  reference  to 
retirement  in  the  Army.  He  was  not 
aware  that  any  changes  in  it  woidd 
render  it  necessary  to  propose  a  Vote. 
But  if  it  were  necessary,  it  would  be 
brought  forward  independently  of  these 
Estimates.  He  would  in  that  case  make 
a  statement  on  the  subject,  with  the 
view  of  eliciting  the  opinion  of  the 
House;  but  he  could  not  submit  the 
Royal  Warrant  to  the  consideration  of 
Parliament,  because  that  would  be  an 
interference  with  the  Royal  Prerogative. 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  observed 
that  they  had  received  a  very  clear 
statement  of  the  conditions  on  which 
officers  of  the  Navy  were  retired,  and 
he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  able  to  tell  them  with  equal 
clearness  on  what  conditions  the  officers 
of  the  Army  were  to  retire.  Were  they 
liable  after  retirement  to  be  called  out 
for  public  service  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  the 
question  of  the  liability  of  officers  who 
had  retired  on  full  pay  was  a  question 
of  law.  The  officers  of  the  Navy,  on 
retirement,  had  always  been  informed 
that  they  were  liable  to  be  called  upon ; 
but  the  officers  of  the  Army  had  not 
been  so  informed,  and,  therefore,  he 
could  not  at  once  answer  the  question 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  as  to  their  exact 
liability,  which,  he  repeated,  was  a 
question  of  law. 

Sir  Patrick  ffBrim 


Sm  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 

anxious  to  know,  not  whether  his  light 
hon.  Friend  hoped  to  be  able  to  bring 
forward  a  retirement  scheme,  but  whe- 
ther he  positively  intended  to  do  so  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  thou^ 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was  a  little 
too  exacting.  It  was  not  in  his  power  to 
say  absolutely  whether  he  oould  do  so  or 
not.  He  was  obliged  to  have  the  assent 
of  two  parties,  and  if  he  did  not  get  their 
assent  he  could  not  bring  it  forward.  If 
he  could  find  time,  it  was  his  full  inten- 
tion to  do  so ;  and  it  was  the  intentioo 
of  the  Government  to  give  the  oppor- 
tunity, if  he  could  get  Uie  Warrant. 

Sib  GEORGE  CljiPBELL  said,  he 
would  support  a  liberal  allowance  fat 
retiring  officers  provided  they  wen 
ready  to  serve  with  the  AtudHtiy 
Forces ;  but  he  would  oppose  a  Isigs 
allowance  if  the  officers  woidd  not  re- 
main available  for  the  service  of  the 
country.  

Mb.  WHALLEY  called  attention  to 
the  inadequacy  of  the  pay  of  the  skiUsd 
officers,  and  especially  of  medical  mea 
attached  to  the  Militia  and  Reserrs 
Forces.  He  suggested  the  employment 
of  retired  officers  to  promote  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Volunteer  Forces. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  wannly 
supported  the  suggestion  of  the  hoa. 
Member  as  well  deserving  the  con* 
sideration  of  the  Government,  espedsDy 
after  the  Report  of  General  Stephenson 
that  the  Volunteers  were  ineffidentlj 
officered.  He  also  urged  that  tixna 
would  be  saved  if  these  Estimates  si 
affecting  India  were  settled  by  a  joist 
Committee  of  the  War  Office  and  tbtf 
India  Office,  so  as  to  enable  one  Minister 
to  give  satisfactory  explanations  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  the 
question  of  utilizing  retired  officers  bad 
been  raised  by  the  recent  Commianon 
on  Retirement  and  Promotion,  and  it 
would  not  be  lost  sight  of.  Indeed,  the 
suggestion  had  been  aoted  upon  is 
officering  the  Reserves  and  the  Militia; 
but  it  was  more  difficult  to  adopt  it  ia 
the  case  of  the  Volunteers,  with  their 
local  associations  and  their  desire  to 
select  their  own  officers.  Still,  msnj 
retired  officers  had  accepted  oommandi 
and  commissions  in  the  Volunteer  Foroei. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  naked 
for  some  assurance  that  something 
would  be  done  towards  miLlnng  offioen 
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who  retired  nnder  the  Betirement 
Scheme  liable  for  eeryice  if  called  upon. 
Me,  OATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
perhape  in  a  fortnight  he  would  be  able 
to  giro  a  better  answer.  With  regard 
to  the  past,  if  officers  were  not  at  present 
liable,  ne  could  not  make  them  liable ; 
bat  the  question  as  to  the  conditions  of 
retirement  in  the  future  was  different. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(13.)    £123,500,   Widows'  Pensions, 

(14.)  £16,700,  Pensions  for  Wounds. 

(15.)  £35,000,  Chelsea  and  Kilmain- 
ham  Hospitals  (In-Pensions). 

(16.)  £1,005,200,  Out-Pensions. 

(17.)  £165,000,  Superannuation  Al- 
lowances. 

(18.)  £42,100,  Militia,  Yeomany 
Cavalry,  and  Volunteer  Coips,  Non- 
EffectiTe  Serrices, 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Whalley, 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  stated 
that  it  was  hoped  what  might  be  saved 
in  expenditure  upon  small  and  inefficient 
regiments  of  Yeomanry  would,  when 
expended  upon  larger  and  more  efficient 
ones,  be  productiye  of  ereat  benefit  to 
the  latter.  This  proposal  was  in  accord- 
ance with  the  recommendation  contained 
in  the  Report  of  the  Yeomanry  Com- 
mittee. 

Vote  agreed  to. 


19.)  £1,000,000,  Regular  Forces  in 


(20.)  £400,000,  to  complete  the  sum 
lor  Army  Purchase  Commission. 

Beeolutions  r2nd  July]  and  Resolu- 
tions of  this  day  to  be  reported  To- 
wtarrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morroWf  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 


EAST  INDU  LOAN  B1LL-.[Bill  216.] 

[Mr.  Rmiktt,  Lord  (horf  Hamilton^  Mr.  Chan^ 

mOor    of    tk$    £jfch4qMor.) 

SSOOKD    RKADIKG. 

Order  ibr  Second  Reading  read. 

Ma.  FAWCETT  said,  the  BOl  eon- 
tenplated  two  entirely  distinct  objects. 
First,  it  empowered  the  Oovemment  of 
India  to  raiae  £3,600,000  by  the  issue 


of  bills  for  a  limited  period,  to  senre  as 
a  fund  which  would  make  it  unneces- 
sary for  the  Government  at  unfavoiirable 
times  to  go  into  the  Money  Market. 
The  second  object  was  that  £2,500,000 
should  be  raised  in  this  country  to 
meet  a  deficit  in  the  present  year's  re- 
venue, and  that  that  sum  should  be 
added  to  the  permanent  debt  of  India. 
Confining  his  attention  for  the  moment 
to  the  power  given  by  the  Bill  to  raise 
£2,500,000  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
givine  the  Government  the  command 
of  a  balance  which  would  enable  them 
at  particular  periods  to  go  into  the 
market  or  not  as  they  thought  fit,  he 
wished  to  observe  that  that  was  a  pro- 
posal which  had  been  recommended  to 
the  House  on  the  plea  that  it  had 
had  the  support  of  Mr.  Bagehot.  Now, 
he  had  read  every  word,  he  believed, 
which  had  been  written  by  Mr.  Bagehot, 
and,  having  had  the  privilege  of  en- 
joying his  most  intimate  mendship, 
had  discussed  over  and  over  again 
with  him  the  subject  of  Indian  finance ; 
and  he  ventured  to  say  that  if  his  works 
were  searched  from  beginning  to  end, 
not  a  single  argument  would  be  found 
in  them  to  support  the  proposal  now  be- 
fore the  House.  For  years  Mr.  Bage- 
hot had  been  the  distinguished  editor 
and  chief  contributor  to  one  of  the  lead- 
ing financial  journals,  not  only  in  this 
country,  but  in  Europe;  and  imme- 
diately after  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  had  stated  that  he  based  his 
proposal  on  his  authority,  27ie  JEconomist 
said  that  there  was  a  most  material 
difference  between  that  proposal  and 
what  Mr.  Bagehot  had  alwavs  recom- 
mended. Mr.  Bagehot's  advice  was 
that  if  it  was  necessary  for  the  Indian 
Government  again  to  come  to  England 
to  borrow,  they  should  not  add  to  the 
permanent  debt  of  India,  but  should 
obtain  the  money  they  required  by  the 
issue  of  a  certain  amount  of  bills  or 
temporary  securities,  and  then  if  they 
found  that  the  price  of  silver  was  likely 
to  settle  down,  these  temporary  securi- 
ties could,  in  a  year  or  two's  time,  be 
withdrawn.  That  recommendation,  whe- 
ther deserving  support  or  not,  was  ob- 
viously distinct  from  the  proposals  of 
the  BUI  before  the  House.  Considering 
the  great  practical  importance  of  the 
subject,  he  hoped  that  between  the  se- 
cond reading  and  the  time  for  Com- 
mittee there  would  be  a  snffioient  inter- 
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val  to  admit  of  the  question  being  fiilly   would  not  be  devoted  to  pmrpowi  of 
considered  by  the  mercantile  community,    ordinary  inoome  ?     He  had  tbe  more 


who  had  direct    dealings  with  India. 
The   Government   wanted  to  raise,  in 
order  to  meet  a  deficit,  £2,600,000  in 
this  country,  and,  flying  straight  in  the 
face  of  Mr.  Bagehot's  advice,  they  were 
about  to  add  that  amount  to  the  perma- 
nent debt  of  India.     They  then  hit  on 
the  novel  expedient  of  issuing  a  certain 
amount  of   bills    whereby    Siey  could 
enter  the  Money  Market  as  speculators 
in  silver ;  but  he  had  been  assured  only 
the  day  before  by  a  mercantile  man  of 
experience  and  eminence  that  that  was 
a  course  of  proceeding  which  involved 
very  serious  considerations,  and  to  the 
full  importance  of  which  those  eng^aged 
in  business  in  connection  with  the  East 
were  not  fully  alive.    It  was  said,  how- 
ever, that  it  was  necessary  the  Qivem- 
ment  should  have  the  power  of  which 
he  was  speaking  to  protect  themselves 
against  combinations  of  those  who  in- 
tended to  purchase  their  council  bonds, 
and  who  by  forming  a  ring  might  com- 
pel them  to  sell  at  less  than  the  market 
value.    That  fear  of  combinations,  how- 
ever, was,  he  was  assured  by  some  lead- 
ing bankers  and   merchants,  an  entire 
delusion ;  but,  of  course,  if  it  could  be 
shown  that  the  Government  would  have 
to  contend  against  a  ring  of  that  kind, 
it  might  be  necessary  to  arm  them  with 
power  to  resist  it.    With  respect  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Bill,  it  was  proposed, 
in  the  first  place,  to  borrow  in  tiiis  coun- 
try  £2,500,000  to  enable  the  Govern- 
ment to  enter  into  those  speculations  to 
which  he  had  alluded,  and  to  increase 
the  permanent  debt  by  £2,500,000  more 
by  loan    from    the  same  source.      At 
present  the  revenue  of  India  was  only 
about   £40,000,000,  which  was   inade- 
quate for  the  ordinary  expenditure ;  but 
notwithstanding  that  fact,  and  notwith- 
standing that  the  present  was  a  time  of 
profound  peace,  they  proposed  to  borrow 
on  the  whole  £8,500,000,  being  20  per 
cent  of  the  whole  revenue.    It  might  be 
said  that  the  borrowing  of  this  large 
sum    was  necessitated  by  the  famine. 
The  famine  charge   was  put  down  at 
£2,000,000,  and  leaving  this  out  of  con- 
sideration for  the  moment,  he  would  say 
the  Gt>vemment  were  going  this  year  to 
take  authority  to  raise  £6,500,000.    If 
the  £2,500,000  of  which  he  had  spoken 
was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, what    security  had  we   that  it 

Mr.  Fawcett 


reason  to  think  this  would  be  done,  be- 
cause the  Under  Seoretaiy  did  not  aaj  a 
word  the  other  day  about  ^e  extraor- 
dinarily low  figure  to  whidi  ^e  eaali 
balances  had  been  reduced.    Some  yean 
ago  they  amounted  to  £24,000,000  ;  tbar 
had  now  been  reduced  to  £12,000,000^ 
so  that  no  less  than  £12,000,000  had 
been  spent.    Lord  Northbrook  thought 
that  the  cash  balances  ought  at  iMst 
to  be  £1,000,000  more  than  thej  wan 
at  present,  and  they  ought  therefore  to 
be  replenished.    Three  years  ago,  when 
the  noble  Lord  came  into  office  as  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  he 
gave  three  distinct  promises  with  regard 
to  the  friture  finance  of  India.    At  the 
time  those  promises  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  to  be  distinct  and  aalift- 
factory.     In  1874  the  noble  Lord  CLord 
George  Hamilton)  said  that  Lord  8el2»- 
bury    had    determined    that  no   work 
should  be  undertaken  which  did  not  pro- 
duce a  fair  return ;  that  no  work  ahodd 
be  undertaken  even  of  a  reprodocMre 
character  which  involved  the  raistng  of 
capital  in  this  country ;  and  that  erc^ 
effort  should  be  made  to  keep  ^e  ordi- 
nary expenditure  within  the  ordinazj 
revenue.    He  regretted  that  those  pre- 
mises   had   not    been    fulfilled.      Tb« 
second  part  of  the  Bill  added  £2,500,000 
to  the    permanent  debt.    This   was  a 
policy  fraught  with  the  utmost  peril 
At  the  present  moment  the  home  charge* 
were  no  less  than  £16,000,000,  while,  a 
few  yeai*s  ago,  they  were  only  between 
£9,000,000  and  £10,000,000.    He  htd 
given   Notice    of    an    Amendment  — 
namely, 

''  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Home,  it  it  ia- 
expedient  to  raiae  by  loan  in  this  Ooontry,  oa 
the  secority  of  the  reTennes  of  India,  lo  laift  a 
sum  as  is  provided  for  by  this  BilL** 

K  he  moved  this  Amendment  and  di- 
vided  upon  it  he  should  be  hopeledly 
beaten,  and  the  division  would  be  mil- 
understood.  He  had  therefore  oome  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  better 
not  to  move  it  at  the  present  stage  of 
the  Bill.  He  reserved  to  himee!?  the 
right  of  proposing  in  Committee  the  re- 
duction  of  the  amount  to  be  borrowed. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  ihat  looking  it 
the  calamities  which  had  recently  visaed 
India,  it  could  not  be  pretended  thai  it 
was  in  a  satisfaotozy  poeition.  Hon 
money  was  required  foot  India,  and  tbt 
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Goremment  had  to  consider  the  best 
waj  of  obtaining  the  necessary  means 
of  carrying^  on  the  government  of  that 
eoantry.     He  could  not  see  that  there 
would  be    any  greater   speculation  in 
sQrer  aa  the  result  of  the  loan  than 
ffxisted  at  the  present  time.     He  thought 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  force  in  what 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Haekney  (Mr.  Fawcett),  with  reference 
to  the  desirability  of  haying  a  reserve 
fund  to  meet  such  exigencies  as  those 
of  the  recent  funine  in  India ;  but  such 
a  fond,  in  the  event  of  there  not  being 
any  famines  for  many  years  to  come, 
wcmld  amount  to  a  very  large  sum,  and 
what  was  to  become  of  these  reserves  ? 
We  should  have  large  sums  of  money 
lying  idle.     He  held  that  the  Bill  would 
only  empower  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
do  whfl^   he  now  had    the   power   of 
doing.      As  for  the  cash  balances  in 
India  and  England,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
if  they  only  amounted  to  £12,000,000  at 
the  present  time,  they  were  far  too  low. 
That    a  large  sum  of  Indian    money 
•hoold    be  spent  in  this  country  was 
inevitable  so  long  as  our  present  rela- 
tions with  India  existed;   and  it  was 
therefore  important  that  the  Government 
of  India  should  not  be  obliged  to  sell  its 
drafts  when  the  market  was  against  it. 
ae  great  danger  to  Indian  finance  was 
the  construction  of  unproductive  works, 
which,   if  unchecked,   would    probably 
bring  about  some  great  financial  catas- 
trophe.     Unless  great  caution  was  exer- 
cifled,   he  was  ai'raid  engineer  ofiicers 
with  fiaahy  schemes  would  continue,  as 
heretofore,  to  cajole  the  Indian  Finance 
Minister  and  the  Viceroy  into  unremu- 
nsrative  undertakings.    He  hoped  this 
•abject  would  receive  very  careful  at- 
tention,   and    he   would  even   g^   the 
length  of  saying  that  the  Yioerov  ought 
Bot  to  undertake  any  new  work  which 
was  not  sanctioned  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  Oouncil.    If  these  views  were 
carried    into    effect,    he    believed    the 
finances  of  India  would  soon  pass  into  a 
•oond  and  prosperous  state,  subject  only 
to  mch  perturbations  as  famines  might 
produce. 

Ma.  WHALLEY  said,  he  hoped  the 
Oorammtnt  would  give  an  assurance  to 
the  Houae  that  no  part  of  the  money  pro- 
posed to  be  raised  under  the  Bill  would 
M  divwted  to  other  purposes  than  those 
Dot  whk^  the  House  was  asked  to  sanc- 
tioa  the  advaaoe.    England  was  without 


a  single  Ally  in  Europe  at  the  present 
time— excepting  the  Fapacy — either  in 
council  or  in  action,  with  reference  to 
that  policy  which  related  to  **  British  in- 
terests "  in  the  East — those  interests,  so 
far  as  we  knew,  being  confined  entirely 
to  India.  Action  might  be  taken,  and 
the  money  now  asked  for  might  be  used 
during  the  ensuing  Becess  for  some  pur- 
pose we  could  not  very  well  anticipate. 
The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  played  with  the  public 
interest  with  reference  to  India,  making 
the  Queen  an  Empress  to  check  aggres- 
sion on  the  part  of  Bussia,  and  exciting 
alarm  on  the  fictitious  pretence  that 
British  interests  were  threatened;  and 
he  hoped  that  the  Government  would  not 
pursue  that  policy  by  playing  with  the 
millions  of  money  which  were  to  be 
taken  imder  this  Bill.  He  trusted  the 
noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  would  give  an  assurance 
that  no  portion  of  that  money  would  be 
applied  to  carrying  out  the  foreign  policy 
of  the  Government  on  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  C.  B.  DENISON  observed  that 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
appeared  to  be  labouring  under  a  night- 
mare. He  did  not  suppose  it  could 
have  entered  into  the  mind  of  any  other 
person  to  suppose  that  a  Money  Bill 
whose  Preamble  said — **  Whereas  the 
exigencies  of  the  public  interest  in  India 
require ''  such  and  such  things  to  bo 
done,  was  going  to  be  diverted  into  se- 
cretly carrying  out  a  policy  of  warfare 
which  was  not  avowed  and  openly 
discussed  in  Parliament.  He  (Mr. 
Denison)  trusted  the  noble  Lord  tlio 
Under  Secretary  of  State  would  not 
think  it  within  his  province  to  answer 
even  in  the  negative  a  question  which 
was  almost  an  insult  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  common  sense  of  the 
House.  This  Money  Bill  was,  no  doubt, 
one  of  very  g^eat  importance,  and 
the  exifi^cies  of  the  service  in  India 
required  that  it  should  pass  without  any 
undue  delay.  He  regretted  the  necessity 
which  rendered  it  imperative  on  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India  to  ask  for  the 
power  which  was  granted  under  the  Bill. 
The  case  was  not  based  entirely  on  the 
necessities  prising  out  of  the  famine  in 
India.  It  was  in  vain  to  deny  that  the 
cash  balances  of  India  had  been  unduly 
decreased,  and  they  must  be  replenished 
by  loans.    But  the  whole  of  this  ques- 
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tion  turned  on  the  public  works  in  India. 
The  noble  Lord  had  explained  how  it  was 
proposed  to  keep  the  accounts  so  as  to 
show  what  works  were  remunerative  and 
what  were  not ;  but,  for  his  own  part, 
he  had  grave  doubts  whether  in  practice 
the  plan  would  be  at  all  feasible  in  India, 
where  the  superintending  of  these  pub- 
lic works — railways  and  canals  excepted 
— was  all  one  and  the  same  thing.  Nor 
was  he  able  entirely  to  concur  with  his 
noble  Friend  in  what  he  said  the  other 
evening  as  to  the  elasticity  of  the  reve- 
nues of  India.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett)  had  pretty 
nearly  hit  the  mark  when  he  said  that 
the  revenues  of  India  did  not  exceed 
£40,000,000,  while  his  noble  Friend  had 
spoken  of  £51,000,000.  K  we  wanted 
to  estimate  the  revenues  of  India,  we 
must  have  regard  to  those  sources  of 
income  which  were  raised  from  taxation, 
and  not  from  the  opium  revenue, 
although  that  was  a  pretty  constant 
quantity.  With  regard  to  ^e  Bill  be- 
fore the  House,  he  had  no  particular 
objection  to  ofiPer  to  the  mode  in  which 
the  money  was  proposed  to  be  raised. 
He  failed  to  appreciate  the  objections 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
had  raised  to  that  portion  of  the  Bill  by 
which  it  was  proposed  to  empower  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  raise  £2,500,000 
by  bills  of  exchange.  He  did  not  think 
there  was  any  danger  of  that  power 
being  abused.  There  was  one  omission 
in  the  Bill  as  compared  with  the  Bill  of 
1874  which  he  wished  to  point  out. 
The  present  Bill  left  out  a  very  impor- 
tant clause,  which  made  it  imperative 
on  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Lidia  to 
lay  before  Parliament  a  statement  of  the 
manner  in  which  he  had  exercised  the 
powers  given  by  this  Bill.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  it  was  a  continuing  clause, 
and  would  be  equally  operative  whether 
it  was  repeated  in  the  present  Bill  or 
not ;  but  there  was  a  distinction  between 
the  two  Bills,  because  in  the  former 
there  was  no  power  to  borrow  money  on 
bills  of  exchange,  and  the  old  clause 
would  only  be  operative  as  regarded  the 
permanent  debt  of  India.  Perhaps  his 
noble  Friend  would  explain  whetner  it 
was  intended  to  leave  out  of  the  pur- 
view of  Parliament  the  money  he  re- 
ceived under  the  discretionaiy  clauses  of 
the  BUI. 

General  Sib  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
said,  he  was  under  great  apprehension 

Mr,  C,  B,  D$nUon 


with  respect  to  the  whole  qaesdoQ  of 
Indian  finance.    It  was  impossible  for 
any  State  in  the  world  to  go  on  spend- 
ing more  money  than  it  received  without 
getting  into  a  position  of  grave  embar- 
rassment.    Strange  as  it  might  seem  to 
the  House,  it  was  a  fact  that  there 
no  exact  statement  of  the  indebtedn^ 
of  India.     They  had  no  connected 
count  of  the  deficits  of  India.    Another 
mistake  was  that  the  settlement  of  India 
Proprietary  Stock,  which  was  paid  off 
in  1874,  had  never  been  clearly  stated. 
The  Gt>vemment  of  India  ought  to  give 
a  clear  account  of  their  indebtedness, 
not  only  as  regarded  the  regular  regis- 
tered debt,  but  also  of  all  liabilities, 
such  as  the  capital  of  the  various  fund*, 
and    of   the    temporary    loans,    which 
might  be  considered  in  the  same  light  as 
the  floating  debt  of  England.    So  far 
as  he  could  make  out,  the  debt  of  ladia 
was  about  £144,000,000,  including  the 
present  loans  in  England  and  India. 
From  the  time  when  Lord  Dalhoom 
ceased  to    govern    India    more    thaa 
£80,000,000  of  debt  had  been  ineurred, 
and  since  1866  the  debt  had  gone  on 
increasing,  and  they  went  on  borrowing 
money,  not  only  without  any  prospect 
of  repaying  it,  out  without  the  expecta- 
tion of  being  able  to  cease.  The  expendi- 
ture  on    the    public    works  in   India 
amounted  in  that  year  to  £30,000,000, 
and  it  had  since  increased  to  £50,000,000, 
so  that  the  increase  of  debt  was  not 
solely  due  to  investments  in  works,  but 
to  other  causes  which  ought  to  be  kept 
under  strict  control.  The  Indian  Govern- 
ment had  the  power  of  controlling  the 
public  works,   although  they  had  not 
exercised  the  power  to  control  the  othsr 
kinds  of  expenditure,   yet  the  Govern- 
ment continued  to  borrow  money,  by 
which  means  they  were  able  to  spend 
more  than  their  income.    There  was  sa 
arrangement  in  this  Bill  providing  for 
the   raising  of   funds  in  the    Londoa 
market  by  means  of  temporary  loans. 
It  was  a  power  which  required  great 
care  in  the  application,  otherwise  they 
would  come  into  conflict  with  the  bankeo 
of  London,  if  they  abused  the  nowcn 
asked  for.    He  had  various  Amenomeott 
to  move  in  Oommittee  on  this  Bill,  and 
he  would  put  them  on  the  Paper,  thtt 
the  noble  Ijord  the  Under  Secntaxy  of 
State  for  India  and  the  House  nught 
be  able  to  see  them.     The  time  bid 
oome  when  the  India  Oflioe  ahoaU  d«l 
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firmnklj  with  the  House,  and  gire  every 
inibrmation  to  enable  them  to  understand 
tlie  Indian  accounts. 

Mr.  CDONNELL  (who  had  a  Notice 
<m  the  Paper  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
Tnmd  a    second   time    that    day    three 
months)  said,  that  he  should  not  be  jus- 
tified, in  a  House  of  such  slender  pro- 
poTtionSy  in  pressing  his  Motion  to  a 
dxTiaion.    He  had  desired  technically  to 
separate  his  Motion  from  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawoett), 
wlio  had  confined  himself   to  the  purely 
fiiiAocial  consideration.     Now,  he  did 
not  think  they  would  ever  eet  at  the 
root  of  the  difficulties  of  India  if  they 
confined  themselves  to  the  multiplication 
table.  A  financial  catastrophe  was  loom- 
ing- in  no  great  distance.    He  protested 
against  the  wasteful  expenditure  of  the 
finances  of  India.    There  was  reckless 
and  censurable  waste  in  the  expenditure 
on  unproductiye  works  in  India ;  and 
he  was  apprehensive  that  wastefiil  ex- 
penditure would  go  on  there  until  India 
was  represented  in  this  House.      He 
apprehended,  then,  that   such  matters 
wcmld  go  on  as  long  as  Her  Majesty's 
Qoremment  had  the  administration  of 
the  afiairs  of  that  part  of  the  Empire. 
A  distinguished  officer  had  been  removed 
from  a  high  position  in  India  because  he 
bad  expressed  opinions  on  our  financial 
administration  that  were  disapproved  by 
theOoremment.  Acouple  of  years  ago  the 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Leith), 
who  was  a  high  authority  on  Indian 
affairs,  presented  a  Petition  signed  by 
16,000  of  the  most  respectable  members 
of  the  Native  community,  praying  for  re- 
presentation in  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
Thefe  was  a  large,  influential,  and  cul- 
tivated dass  in  India  eminently  fitted 
for  Representatives,  and  whose  presence 
in  that  House  would  ffreatly  contribute 
to  its  efficiency.    He  believed  that  by 
giving  those  people  Bepresentatives  in 
the  mrase  of  Commons,  and  opening  up 
honourable  and    great   careers  to  the 
leading  minds  of  India,  they  would  do 
more  to  secure  the  confidence  of  the 
people  of  that  country  than  could  be 
efliBoted  by  a  hundred  Regal  processions. 
The  hon.  Member  referred  to  the  Indian 
famine,  and,  with  regard  to  the  wasteful 
sxpenditore  of  the  funds  to  mitigate  the 
severity  of  that  calamity,  said  a  Oom- 
Biasaon  to  inquire  into  the  matter  was 
■iked  for,  and  was  refosed  by  Her  Ma- 
jss^a  Chyvemment.    Millions  and  mil- 


lions of  the  public  money  had  been 
wasted  in  India,  and,  notwithstanding 
that,  Her  Majesty's  Government  now 
came  to  this  House  and  asked  Parlia- 
ment for  another  loan,  so  that  it  was 
nothing  but  loans,  loans,  loans !  It  was 
stated  by  Sir  Richard  Temple  that 
£500,000  had  been  unaccounted  for. 
The  question  of  borrowing  £5,000,000 
for  India  had  not  up  to  that  moment 
occupied  more  than  two  hours ;  and 
lookmg  at  the  seriousness  of  the  matter, 
he,  as  one  of  a  small  minority,  entered 
his  protest  against  it. 

Mb.  M£1J[X)R  remarked  that  the 
only  Indian  question  which  was  an- 
nually brought  before  the  House  was  the 
question  of  furnishing  the  means  for  the 
government  of  India ;  and  he  felt  sorry 
to  find  that  those  hon.  Members  who 
were  so  desirous  to  bring  about  the  re- 
peal of  the  duty  on  imported  cotton 
goods  into  India  were  not  in  their  places. 
He  considered  the  expenditure  in  India 
to  be  most  excessive,  and  urged  the 
necessity  of  economy  in  the  vanous  de- 
partments. It  was  most  difficult  to  make 
anything  out  of  the  accounts ;  but,  as  far 
as  he  could  understand  them,  he  believed 
that  a  sum  of  money  of  not  less  than 
£5,000,000  was  annually  expended  upon 
ineffective  and  unremunerative  services, 
and  with  respect  to  effective  service  he 
found  that  everyone  employed  in  India 
was  much  better  paid  than  he  would  be  in 
this  country ;  and  he  especially  referred  to 
the  cost  of  the  Teleg^ph  Service,  which 
was  very  high  and  showed  a  larg^  an- 
nual deficit.  The  Director  Oenei^  was 
paid  a  salary  of  £2,400  a-year,  and  the 
electricians  £  1 ,200,  while  in  this  country 
they  only  received  £400  a-year.  Now, 
why  electricians  in  India  should  be  paid 
£  1 ,200  a-year,  while  the  same  class  in  this 
countiy  only  got  £400,  he  could  not  un- 
derstand. He  believed  that  if  proper 
cai^  were  taken  of  Indian  finances  the 
cotton  duty  could  be  swept  away,  and 
an  innumerable  number  of  (justom 
House  offidab  dispensed  with,  and  by 
freeing  the  sea  boitfd  from  fiscal  import, 
we  should  then  impart  a  stimulus  to 
trade,  which  would  greatly  promote  the 
prosperity  of  India. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr. 
Fawoett)  had  addressed  to  the  House 
some  very  cogent  arguments  against  the 
borrowing  of  money  in  this  country 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
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ment,  and  he  would  have  completely 
agreed  with  those  objections  if  only  the 
hon.  Member  had  been  speaking  in  the 
abstract.  But  we  were  passing  through 
a  somewhat  exceptional  crisis  in  India, 
and  he  should  state  briefly  what  the  cir- 
cumstances were  which  justified  the 
Gt)yernment  in  proposing  to  raise  a 
loan  of  £6,000,000.  Lord  Salisbury  on 
coming  into  office  had  laid  down  certain 
principles  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  said  had  been  thrown  to  the 
four  winds,  but  which  he  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  on  the  contrary,  maintained 
had  been  strictly  adhered  to.  The  first 
of  these  principles  was  that  there  must 
be  a  dear  margin  between  the  ordinary 
revenue  and  the  ordinary  expenditure  in 
India.  That  clear  marg^  had  been  ob- 
tained during  the  three  years  they  had 
been  in  office,  the  excess  of  revenue  over 
expenditure  in  the  first  year  being 
£2,000,000,  in  the  second  year 
£1,300,000,  and  this  year  it  was  esti- 
mated at  £1,200,000.  The  second 
principle  was  that  no  public  works 
should  be  constructed  in  future  which 
would  not  be  of  a  remunerative 
character.  That  also  was  a  very  good 
principle.  Lord  Salisbury,  however, 
came  into  office  shortly  after  the  Duke 
of  Argyll  had  sanctioned  the  construc- 
tion of  a  large  number  of  railways  and 
canals  which  had  been  projected  by  the 
Indian  Government.  The  contracts  for 
these  works  had  been  entered  into, 
and  in  some  instances  their  construc- 
tion had  been  commenced,  and  nothing 
could  be  more  unwise  than  to  stop 
them.  The  question  then  arose,  how 
was  it  that  the  GK)vemment  had  now 
to  ask  the  House  to  eive  them  certain 
borrowing  power?  They  were  oblifl^ed 
to  do  so  simply  because  ^ey  had  had  to 
expend  in  five  years  a  sum  of  £1 1 ,300,000 
in  meeting  two  famines.  He  admitted 
that  if  these  circimistanoes  were  not 
exceptional,  and  if  we  were  obliged  to 
spend  £12,000,000  every  five  years  for 
such  a  purpose,  no  language  coidd  be 
too  strong  to  represent  the  desperate 
state  of  the  finances  of  India.  One  of 
two  things  must  happen.  Either  the 
people  must  be  allowed  to  die  of  starva- 
tion or  assistance  must  be  obtained  from 
England.  But,  looking  at  the  matter 
from  a  common-sense  point  of  view,  it 
was  not  likely  that  famines  of  the  mag- 
nitude of  that  of  Bengal  in  1874  or 
of  that  now  raging  in  Madras  would 
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occur  again.    It  had  been  stftted  tiut 
excessive  preparations  had  been  Dude 
to  meet  that  famine.    That  wnm  rwr 
possibly  the  case,  and  the  QorerDrnm 
had  never   denied  that,   acting  imder 
Parliamentary  pressure,  they  had  OMide 
preparations  in  excess  of  the  reqiiir»- 
ments  of  the  case.    The  truth  was  tha: 
they  had  under-estimated  the  oapftdtj 
of  the  grain  trade  and  tiie  resonroM 
of  the  people.      In  particular  the  «ei- 
pansion  of  the  grain  trade  had  agioosbly 
falsified  their  calculations.   UndoubtadlT 
the  sound  way  to  meet  an  emefg«iirr 
was  by  having  a  balance  betwe«D  tlie 
ordinary  income  and  ^e  expenditure;  w 
that  a  sum  might  always  oe  available 
for  beneficial  purposes.     He  beliered 
that  in  future  tne  extension  of  railwaji 
and  canals  in  India  would  have  a  tso- 
dency  to  check  famines,  and  he  poiated 
out  tiiat  while  year  by  year  the  nomber 
of  miles  of  railroad  was  increasing  tkie 
net  loss  was  diminishing.  But  the  pohcr 
of  carrying  on  great  public  works  wa«  . 
only  an  experiment,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  question  might  next  year  be  set  at 
rest  Dy  a  Select  Committee.    The  Bill 
before  the  House  asked  for  two  powen 
—one  of  increasing  the  Funded  Debt  by 
£2,500,000,  and  the  other  of  nuaiiig  a 
similar  sum  by  bills  or  bonds.   Certainij 
there  was  a  difference  between  these  two 
powers,  and  arg^uments  had  been  arg«d 
against  them  both.    It  was,  however,  tu 
be  remembered  that  the  Indian  Goren- 
ment  was  not  in  the  position  of  oar  owe 
Gt)vemment — that  it  had  two  spendinr 
treasuries  and  only  one  of  supply,  asd 
that  bills  were  sold  to  get  the  maaer 
from  India.    Those  bills  competed  wita 
the  London    silver  market,     and  die 
demand  for    silver    depended   on  the 
Eastern   trade;    and    while    the  ciih 
balance  o^  India  might  be  overflowmg, 
we  might  be  unable  to  sell  our  bills  hm. 
Last  year,  owing  to  the  extraordiniiy 
fluctuations  of  the  silver  xnarket»  tiiej 
could  not  sell  their  bills,  and  a  grett 
pressure  was  put  upon  them  to  sajrooMi 
their  drawings  and  raise  a  loan  nan. 
and  they  were  reluctantly  forced  to  do 
so;  and  yet  at  that  very  tune  the  Indian 
cash  balances  were  so  high  that  the 
Indian  Government  took  up  £1,250,000 
in  debentures  that  were  not  then  zedees- 
able.  It  had  been  stated  in  TlWifiwMiy^ 
that  he  had  not  ooireetly  ropresaUed 
Mr.  Baffehot's  view  on   that   matter, 
though  he  believed  he  bad  done  lo. 
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What  Mr.  Bagehot  had  maintained  as 
to  their  bills  was  that,  in  order  to  avoid 
those  extreme  fluotaations  in  the  silver 
market,  when  there  was  no  demand  ^or 
sQver  thej  ahoold  either  rednoe  or  sue- 
psnd    their  drawings  on  India,    issne 
tsmporary  bills,  and,  if  the  demand  for 
alver  increased,  draw  largely  on  India, 
increase  their  balances  here,  and  then 
take  up  those  bills  when  they  were  re- 
deemable, the  object  being  to  keep  &e 
moe  of  silver  as  steady  as  possible. 
Under  the  present  Bill  they  took  power  to 
nisethe  whole  of  that  £5, 000,000  bytem- 
ponoy  bills ;  but,  in  order  to  show  that 
they  beliered  it  would  be  necessary  for 
the  service  of  the  year  to  raise£2,500,000 
this  year,  they  took  power  only  to  raise 
one-half  of  the  £5,000,000  by  increasing 
the  Becistered  or  Funded  Debt.    Last 
year  they   were  extricated  from  their 
difficulty  by  the  total  failure   of  the 
European  ailk  crop,  when  there  was  a 
rush  for  silver  for  Uhina,  and  they  were 
enabled  to  sell  their  bills  largely ;  but  if 
the  Asiatic  silk  crop  happened  to  fail 
next  year  they  would  find  themselvee  in 
great  difficulty  again.  It  was,  therefore, 
proposed  to  take  that  power  of  raisino^ 
£2,500,000  as  the  only  means  by  which 
they  could  temporarily    get   over   the 
great  difficulties  which  the  extraordinary 
ftuctuations  in  silver  caused  last  year. 
The  highest  price  at  which  they  sold 
their  bills  last  year  was  Is.  lOd.  and 
^16ths  per  rupee,  and  the  lowest  price 
vas  1«.  6^^.  per  rupee,  making  a  differ- 
«ooe  of  over  4d,  the  rupee.  *  The  Govern- 
ment only  asked  that  temporary  power 
<br  raising  £2,500,000.    He  believed  it 
to  be  abecNutely  necessary.    They  would 
Bot  use  that  power  unless  they  were 
obliged  to  do  so,  and  they  would  endea- 
vour so  to  increase  their  cash  balances 
that  they  would  be  able  to  take  up  those 
hills  when  they  became  redeemable.    He 
had  had  some  Betums  prepared  which 
vouM  give  the  annual  indebtedness  for 
the  last  20  years,  and  the  purposes  for 
which  the  debt  had  been  incurred,  and 
it  soon  as  the  best  method  of  showing 
their  liabilities  was  arrived  at  that  Be- 
turn  would  be  laid  before  Parliament. 
Hs  had  now  answered  meet  of  the  ob- 
jections raised  to  the  Bill.    Hedidnot^ 
ttto  the  question  of  the  cash  balances  m 
U*  Indian  Badget  Statement,  because  it 
vss  a  very  complicated  subject.    Their 
eish  halaaoes  did  not  ahogetber  belong 
«o  thsa,  because  they  did  a  large  bank- 


ing business.  They  had  taken  over  the 
cash  balances  from  the  East  India  Com- 
pany and  had  inherited  their  liabilities, 
among  which  was  their  connection  with 
the  Service  Funds.  But,  no  doubt,  the 
cash  balances  of  India  had  largely  de- 
creased. It  would  be  most  unwise  to 
keep  high  cash  balances  in  India.  When 
once  they  were  high  every  conceivable 
demand  woidd  be  made  on  the  Qevem- 
ment  which  it  would  be  difficult  to  resist. 
No  doubt  they  were  very  low,  because 
the  Oovemment  were  anxious  to  avoid 
borrowing  in  the  last  financial  year,  and 
they  had  met  a  heavy  famine  expendi- 
ture last  year  out  of  those  balances.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney as  to  the  absolute  necessity  of  keeping 
down  their  expenditure  in  this  country  as 
much  as  possible.  This  expenditure  was 
the  great  future  danger  of  Indian  finance ; 
but  as  long  as  they  had  to  deal  with 
famines  of  such  magnitude  as  those  of 
the  last  four  years,  the  Indian  Money 
Market  was  not  able  to  meet  the  in- 
creased expenditure  thrown  on  the  coim- 
try.  He  sincerely  trusted  that  would  be 
the  last  time  that  he  or  any  other  Under 
Secretarpr  for  India  for  many  years  to 
come  might  have  to  ask  Parliament  for 
power  to  raise  a  loan  in  this  country. 
Lord  Salisbury  had  resisted  as  long  as 
possible  all  the  pressure  put  upon  him  to 
apply  to  Parliament  for  freen  powers, 
and  he  had  only  asked  for  the  sum  which 
was  absolutely  necessary  and  which  was 
far  less  than  the  amount  that  the  Indian 
Government  had  wished  them  to  borrow. 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  hoped 
that  the  House  would  allow  that  Bill  to 
be  read  the  second  time  to-night,  and  he 
would  be  most  anxious  in  Oommittee  to 
listen  to  any  reasonable  Amendments 
which  might  be  suggested. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiUsd 
for  Mondajf  next. 

SUPREME   COURT    OP   JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND)  {rt^wmtmtUd)  BILL— [Bill  184.] 
{Mr.  Solicitor  Omorol  for  IreUmd,  Sir  Michtl 

EiekS'BMch.) 

OOXXITTXB.     IProfTsss  26tk  /mm.] 

Bill  oonMorod  in  Oommittee. 

Clause  IS  (Tenure  of  office  of  Judges, 
and  oaths  of  office), 

Dm.  WABD  moved,    in  page  9,  at 
end,  to  add — 
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"  No  Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice, 
while  ho  continues  such  Judge,  shall  hereafter 
be  appointed  to  any  place  oi  profit  under  the 
Crown  other  than  a  judicial  appointment.** 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  assented  to  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Dr.  ward  moved  to  add  a  Proviso 
that  no  Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court 
other  than  the  Lord  Chancellor  should 
continue  to  be  a  member  of  any  Board 
of  Commissioners,  or  other  Board  exer- 
cising any  public  trust.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber questioned  the  propriety  of  a  Judge 
acting  upon  Boards  where  he  was  obliged 
to  take  part  in  controversy  relating  some- 
times to  political  as  well  as  social  ques- 
tions. He  was  thus  reduced  from  a  nigh 
administrator  of  the  law  to  a  mere  par- 
tizan,  and  the  popular  feelings  obtamed 
that  he  carried  any  bias  he  might  have 
to  the  Bench. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  9,  after  the  word  ^'appointment,**  at 
the  end  of  the  last  Amendment,  to  add  the  words 
"  No  Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  other 
than  the  Lord  Chancellor,  shall  be  or  continue 
to  be  a  member  of  any  board  of  Commissioners, 
or  other  body  exercising  any  public  trust, 
and  all  Acts  of  Parliament  constituting  any  of 
the  Judges  members  of  any  such  board  of  Com- 
missioners, or  other  public  body,  shall  be  and 
the  same  are  hereby  repealed,  so  far  as  such 
appointments  are  concerned :  Provided  always. 
That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  affect  any 
appointment  already  made,  or  any  act  done  in 
pursuance  of  any  appointment  already  made." 
(Dr.  Ward.) 

Question  proposed,  '*That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

8iB  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said' 
he  had  long  been  of  opinion  that  Judges 
ought  to  be  confined  to  judicial  duties, 
and  should  not  be  members  of  Boards 
where  political  questions  were  sometimes 
discussed.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
Amendment  would  be  accepted. 

Thb  attorney  general  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  none  of 
the  Judges  in  Ireland  got  even  one  shil- 
ling for  what  they  did  on  these  Boards. 
They  gave  the  advantage  of  their  judi- 
cial experience  and  training  to  the  con- 
sideration of  questions  which  came  before 
the  Boards  of  which  thej  were  members, 
and  he  did  not  think  any  reasonable  and 
fair  objection  could  be  raised  against 
them.  It  would  be  unwise  to  lay  down 
any  hard-and-fast  rule  that  they  should 
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never  serve  as  CommissiGneEra,  espe- 
cially on  the  Board  of  Charitable  Dela- 
tions and  Bequests,  where  their  legal 
experience  was  no  doubt  of  ^^re«t  Tahi« 
and  utility.  On  the  Education  Board, 
also,  their  judicial  training  migh: 
make  them  useful  members.  It  would 
be  better  to  leave  these  appointznents 
to  the  discretion  of  the  Executive.  He 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  support 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentl^nan. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  said,  the  arguments  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oentlemaa 
(the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  had 
convinced  him  of  the  necessity  for  thfl 
Amendment.  Supposing  a  Judge  sat  a« 
a  Commissioner  on  some  Board  in  Ire- 
land, and  a  case  came  before  him  ooo- 
ceming  the  decisions  of  that  Board,  hotr 
was  it  possible  for  him  to  give  an  un- 
biassed decision  ?  K  we  did  not  require 
them  to  sit  in  England  on  public  Boards, 
why  should  we  in  Ireland  ?  He  thought 
that  it  would  only  be  an  act  of  justioe  to 
agree  to  the  Amendment. 

Me.  RICHARD  SMYTH  thought  that 
whatever  opinion  a  Judge  might  hold  as 
a  Commissioner,  it  would  not  prevent 
him  deciding  with  justice  when  a  cem 
was  argued  before  him  in  Court.  Ho 
did  not  think  the  Executive  in  Ireland 
had  pushed  partisan  appointments  from 
the  IBench  in  Ireland  so  far  as  to  demand 
legislative  interference  in  the  manner 
suggested  by  the  Amendment  He 
thought  it  unwise,  so  long  as  the  Jud^ 
were  willing  to  undertake  the  dQtie«« 
for  the  country  to  deny  itself  their  ser- 
vices 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  supported  the 
Amendment.  In  England  the  feeling 
strongly  was  that  «mdge6  should  Im 
Judges,  and  nothing  else,  and  he  ▼» 
always  in  favour  of  making  the  sune 
law  for  Ireland  as  for  England.  It 
would  be  dangerous  to  allow  a  Judge  to 
place  himself  in  a  false  position  by  retioa 
of  having  already  exproesed  an  opinion 
upon  a  point  raised  in  his  Court. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  supported  the 
Amendment.  As  long  as  the  appoint- 
ment of  Judges  was  open  to  suspidoa  it 
would  be  impossible  there  could  be  con- 
fidence in  the  administration  of  justice, 
and  the  respect  due  to  the  office  of  Jndgt. 
It  was  impossible  that  the  Judges  could 
maintain  that  position  and  respect  u 
lonff  as  they  were  chosen  fix>m  benefice 
holders,  or  were  members  of  such  bodias 
as  the  Eduoation  Oommission,  on  which 
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th«j  mast  take  rides,  and  it  was  well 
known  that  they  were  appointed  by  the 
OoT«mment  of  the  day  fer  political  oon- 
ndeimtionB.  On  these  gprounds  the  pre- 
0C>xit  system  was  indefensible. 

Dn.  WABD  said,  hisobjeot  in  moving 
Um  Amendment  was  to  prevent  the  Exe- 
cotire  from  taking  m>m  the  Judicial 
Bench  men  to  do  partizan  work  on  poli- 
tical Boards.       

Tm  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  Amendment,  instead  of  assimi- 
lating the  law  between  the  two  countries, 
would  vary  it.  Judges  were  appointed 
on  Commisrions  in  ^gland.  The  Lord 
Chief  Justice  was  appointed  one  of 
the  Univerrity  Gommisrioners,  and  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  was  a  Patent  Com- 
migrioner. 

Mn,  BUTT  said,  they  were  not  speak- 
ing of  Oommisrion  Judges ;  they  might 
be  appointed  as  Gommisrioners  of  Ohari- 
table  Bequests  and  Donations,  which 
was  analogous  to  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners in  England.  But  would  it  be 
tolerated  that  a  Judge  should  be  made  a 
Charity  Commisrioner  ?  He  maintained 
that  under  the  existing  state  of  things 
the  Judicial  Bench  in  Ireland  was  placed 
in  a  porition  in  which  it  ought  not  to  be 
placed.  The  Judges  regarded  an  ap- 
pointment to  some  of  these  Boards  a 
compliment  from  the  Government,  and 
Jndges  had  no  right  to  accept  compli- 
ments from  the  Government.  He  desired 
the  Irish  Judges  as  free  from  every  poli- 
tical, and  even  social,  movement  as  were 
the  Judges  in  England.  It  was  the  ob- 
ject of  flll  legislation  that  Judges  should 
M  kept  firee  from  every  influence  which 
eould  in  any  way  tend  to  bias  their 
judgment. 

Caftaik  NOLAN  pointed  out  that 
Jndgee  who  were  appointed  to  trv  Elec- 
tion Petitions  might  also  be  members  of 
the  Education  Board,  where  they  would 
have  to  decide  on  what  were  often  poli- 
tical questions.  It  was  evident  that  such 
a  porition  of  things  would  be  undesirable, 
and  place  in  a  fuse  porition  both  Judges 
and  Members  of  Parliament. 

Mm.  BIGGAR  suggested  that  there 
should  be  a  certain  staff  of  paid  Gom- 
misrioners, and  that  Judges  should  be 
confined  to  their  official  work.  It  was 
evident  that  there  were  more  Judges 
than  were  suffident,  or  else  the  Judges 
in  England  must  be  very  much  over- 
worked.   If  there  were  a  paid  body  of 
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Gommisrioners,  perhaps  the  number  of 
Judges  might  still  be  further  reduced. 

Ma.  RXJS8ELL  GURNET,  with  re- 
ference to  what  had  been  said  as  to  the 
freedom  of  the  English  Judges  from 
contact  with  political  matters,  said,  that 
not  long  ago  he  had  himself  the  honour 
of  serving  on  a  Gommisrion  upon  a 
question  which  exrited  political  feeling. 
Out  of  the  eight  members  of  that  Gom- 
misrion two  were  learned  Judges,  who 
were  among  its  most  useful  members. 
There  were  many  Acts  under  which 
Judges  had  been  appointed  Gommis- 
rioners, and  if  the  Amendment  were 
passed  as  it  stood  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  repealing  those  Acts  so  far  as 
regarded  those  Gommisrioners. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  proposed 
to  amend  the  Amendment  by  excepting 
from  its  operation  those  Judges  already 
appointed. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  133:  Majority  70.- 
No.  219.) 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Precedence  of  Judges) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  15  (Saving  of  riehts  and  obli- 
gations of  existing  Judges)  agreed  to. 

Clause  16  (Provirions  for  extraordi- 
nary duties  of  Judges  of  the  former 
Courts)  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  (Salaries  of  certain  existing 
Judges). 

Mr.  PARNELL,  in  moving,  in  page 
11,  line  9,  to  leave  out  "four thousand," 
and  insert  "  three  thousand  five  hun- 
dred," said,  that  he  did  not  derire  to 
take  the  money  out  of  Ireland.  There 
were  the  Irish  National  teachers  who 
might  bo  benefited.  They  were  over- 
worked, but  they  were  not  paid  too  high 
salaries,  because  it  was  not  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  Government  of  the  day  to 
overpay  them.  In  Ireland  Judges  were 
paid  much  larger  salaries  in  proportion 
than  were  Judges  in  England.  Whereas 
in  England  a  barrister  of  good  standing 
deliberately  forfeited  a  certain  amount 
of  his  income  when  he  accepted  a  seat 
on  the  Judidal  Bench,  in  Ireland,  with 
but  few  exceptions,  a  barrister  who  was 
raised  to  the  Bench  received  a  higher 
salary  than  he  could  posribly  earn  at  his 
profesrion. 
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Mb.  butt  said,  no  such  proposition 
was  ever  made  before  as  that  of  the 
hen.  Member  to  out  down  the  salary  on 
which  a  Judge  had  accepted  office.  The 
Amendment  would  be  applicable  to  the 
next  dause,  which  dealt  with  future 
salaries. 

Mb.  PABNELL  acknowledged  that 
he  had  made  a  mistake  in  moTinghis 
Amendment  to  the  17th  dause,  and 
would  therefore  withdraw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  18  (Salaries  of  foture  Judges). 

Mb.  PAENELL  moved,  in  page  11, 
line  29,  to  leave  out  "  four  thousand  six 
hundred,"  and  insert  "  four  thousand.'' 

Mb.  BUTT  said,  there  were  several 
eminent  men  at  the  Bar  who  had  not 
come  into  Parliament  who  would  lose 
considerably  if  they  were  to  accept 
£4,000  a-year.  He  would  not  advocate 
the  spending  of  a  penny  in  Ireland  un- 
necessarily, because  patronage  in  the 
past  had  been  a  great  evil ;  but  he  did 
not  think  £4,000  a-year  was  enough  to 
enable  these  Judges  to  maintain  the 
dignity  of  their  station. 

Mb.  BIOGAB  thought  £4,000  suffi- 
cient, and  deprecated  high  salaries  as 
likely  to  produce  political  barristers 
rather  than  eminent  jurists. 

Oaptaik  NOLAN  said,  they  had  voted 
for  a  reduction  of  the  Judges  and  for 
economy  in  several  respects.  They  had 
also  voted  for  cutting  down  perquisites 
of  public  functionaries.  There  was  a 
general  idea  that  Judges  ought  to  be 
well  paid,  and  they  did  not  imh  to  see 
their  dig^ty  lowered.  

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Gibsok)  was  quite  sure 
that  hon.  Members  did  not  wish  to  lower 
the  dignity  of  the  Irish  Judges ;  and  to 
say  that  £4,600  a-year  was  too  much 
for  the  Chief  Judges  would  be  indeed 
to  lower  their  digmty. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  felt  that  he 
ought  to  take  a  division  on  the  Vote ;  and 
he  could  not  agree  with  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  nor  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick.  He  would  not, 
however,  press  his  Amendment,  and 
would  withdraw  it  with  the  consent  of 
the  Committee. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


Mb.  PABNELL  then  moved,  in  page 
11,  line  81,  to  leave  out  from  ^'nush," 
to  ''  Act,"  in  line  34,  indusive,  and  insot 
"  three  thousand  five  hundred  pouMii  %- 
year." 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL  loa 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  defended  tks 
Vote,  and  asked  whether  it  was  woitk 
while,  considering  the  importance  of  the 
Judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  lo  est 
the  salaries  down  ? 

Majob  O'GOBMAN  said,  there  wm 
not  a  man  at  the  Irish  Bar  at  this  mo- 
ment who  if  he  were  offered  £2,500  a- 
year  would  not  ju^  at  it.  Bat  what 
can  we  expect?  We  have  Judges  in 
Ireland  who  have  sat  here  as  Memben 
of  what  was  called  the  "  Pope's  Band  " 
— men  who  incited  the  people  to  go 
about  by  night  and  commit  murder. 
["Order!"]  They  are  on  the  Beach 
this  moment.  [''No, no!"]  ItcannoC 
be  denied,  and  nas  never  been  denied. 
I  can  brinff  the  very  words.  ''The 
nights  are  £ort  in  June ;  the  nigfati  ai« 
lonff  in  December,"  and  the  man  who 
made  use  of  that  language  was  now  oa 
the  Irish  Bench.     ["Order!"] 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK:  I  iqspealto 
on,  Sir,  whether  it  is  competent  to  the 
on.  and  gallant  Member  to  say  that  a 
Judge  sittmg  on  the  Bench  has  iadtad 
to  murder? 

The  CH  a  IBM  an  :  The  observatiaDi 
which  have  been  addressed  to  the  Com- 
mittee by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
are  certunly  exceedingly  unusual- 
^  Majob  O'GOBMAN  :  Very 
They  are  true.     ["  Order  I "] 

Thb  CHAIBMAN  :  At  the  same  time, 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  it  is  not 
competent  to  a  Member  speaking  in  his 
place  in  Parliament  with  a  due  sense  of 
nis  responsibility  to  bring  a  chargs, 
however  serious,  against  anypublio  fbso- 
tionary,  however  important ;  but  I  think 
it  my  duty  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  great  re^KAii* 
bility  of  using  such  language. 

ILuoB  O'GOBMAN:  I  accept  ths 
responsibility.  I  am  here  to  aooMitit 
ana  to  declare  openly,  before  thisHooM 
and  before  all  England,  that  there  is  s 
man  on  the  Irish  Bench  at  this  momaDt 
—["Order!"] 

Thb  CHAIBMAN ;  The  QneatiaB 
before  the  Committee— 

Majob  O'GOBMAN :  Hear,  hear ! 

Thb  CHAIBMAN ;  I  would  point 
out  that  it  is  the  oustomof  this  House  to 
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tT6ttt  the  Ohair  with  respect.  The  Qnes- 
tion  before  the  Oommittee  is  the  salaiy 
of  a  Judge.  [Major  0'GK>B]can:  Aye, 
aje.3  The  Amendment  now  before  the 
Cammittee  is  an  Amendment  touching 
the  salary  of  the  Judge  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  to  be  appointed  under  this  Act, 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's  ob- 
MTTations  touching  the  conduct  of  other 
Judgee  are  clearly  beside  the  question. 

Majok  O'QOBMAN  :  I  do  not  think 
•o.     Sip —  ["  Order  "1  —  and    I    beg 
— ["  Order  ^]— well,  then,  Sir,  I  beg 
leare  to  say  most  distinctly  that  there  is 
not  a  single  Member  of  this  House  who 
is  more  ready  to  pay  greater  respect 
than  I  am  preparea  to  gire  to  you.  Sir ; 
and  if  I  have  in  the  slightest  degree 
vandered  away  from  that  path,  I  sin- 
cerely heg  your  pardon  and  the  pardon 
of  the   Mouse.     But,   Sir,  there  is  a 
broader  scope  in  this  Vote  than  what 
sppears  upon  the  Paper,  and  it  is  with 
respect  to  that  that  I  tnink  I  am  entitled 
to  say  a  few  words.    The  Question  be* 
fure  the  House  is  the  salaries  of  Irish 
Judges,  is  it  not  ?    Am  I  to  be  confined 
in  my  obsefrations  to  the  simple  ques- 
tion as  to  what  shall  be  paid  to  a  parti- 
cular Judge  ?    I  sincerely  hope  not.    I 
hope  the  Hotise  will  permit  me  to  say  a 
ff-w   words    on   the    general  question. 
r  **  No,  no !  "1    No,  no  I  I  say  that  comes 
nrom  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
from  my  own  county  of  Glare  (Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlen).     I  am  astonished  at  that 
observation  of  "No,  no,"  from  him — 
indeed,  and  indeed  I  am.    I  am  very 
much  astonished,  and  I  should  be  yery 
mudi  astonished  also  if  his  constituents 
SIS   not    also    astonished.    When   the 
House  is  asked  to  rote  these  thousands, 
1  say  what  they  receive  at  this  moment 
is  quite  enough.    Why,  there  is  not  a 
man  at  the  Irish  Bar,  beginning  with 
Beijeant    Armstrong — who,   I    believe, 
r«cmvee  from  his  Profession  the  highest 
emoluments — who  would  not  jump  at  an 
offer  of  a  seat  on  the  Bench  with  £3,000 
a-year. 

Mm.  O'CONNOE  POWEE  said,  he 
thought  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  was  a  rea- 
ionable  one,  and  he  should  therefore 
rapport  it.  The  Chairman  had  allowed 
Uaer  speakers  to-niffht  oonsiderable  lati- 
tude, sod  therefore  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Fnend  (Migor  O'Oorman^  naturally 
thoQ^t  that  a  similar  latitude  would  he 
wtsBdedtohim.    The  hon.  Member  was 


with  his  remarks,  when- 


The  OEAIBMAN  twice  ruled  that 
he  was  out  of  Order,  and  he  at  last  sat 
down. 

Mr.  MITOHELL  HENEY  was  op- 
posed to  small  reductions  in  the  salaries 
of  Judges,  and  he  was  equally  opposed 
to  the  multiplication  of  such  offices.  He 
contended  tnat  Irish  Judges  should  be 
as  well  paid  as  those  of  England  and 
the  same  thing  applied  to  Scotland.  He 
would  have  them  confined  to  their  judi- 
cial functions,  but  he  would  give  them 
salaries  that  would  make  them  easy  in 
their  circumstances.  [Major  O'Gorman 
laughed.1  My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
laughs ;  out  he  must  know  that  Judges 
have  a  certain  position  to  maintain,  and 
often  large  families  to  educate,  and  that 
the  due  discharge  of  judicial  functions 
eminentiy  demands  a  mind  free  from 
unnecessarr  cares. 

Majoe  O'GORMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber says  Judges  have  large  families. 
WeU,  Sir,  I  am  a  member  of  a  Board  of 
Ouardians,  and  I  can  tell  him  there  are 
lots  of  paupers  who  have  very  large 
families. 

Mb.  BIGOAR  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  COUETNEYopposed  the  Amend- 
ment, and  remarked  that  the  fact  that 
the  House  had  listened  to  the  serious 
charges  made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  (Major  O'Gbrman)  was  due  to 
the  feelinff  that  there  was  a  certain 
amount  of  truth  in  them.  The  hon. 
Member  was  proceeding  to  speak  of  the 
duties  of  Irish  Judges,  when 

The  CHAIRMAN  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  he  was  committing 
the  same  breach  of  Order  as  that  for 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
fMajor  O'Gorman)  had  been  called  to 
Order. 

Mb.  butt  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  (Major  O'Gorman) 
knew  nothing  of  the  Bar  and  the  Bench. 
He  (Mr.  Butt)  opposed  the  Amendment, 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  tend  to  lower 
the  dignity  of  the  Bench.  He  objected 
to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentieman  that  any  man  at  the  Irish 
Bar  would  jump  at  £2,600  a-year.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentieman  knew  no- 
thing about  it.  His  statement  was  not 
true. 

Muob  O'GOEMAN  :  I  beg  pardon ; 
I  shall  not  allow  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  say  that  I  know  nothing 
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about  it — ^I  do  know  Bomething  about  it. 
["  Order ! »] 

Thb  CHAIEMAN:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  can  make  any  re- 
marks he  likes  in  reply;  but  he  must 
allow  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
(Mr.  Butt)  to  finish  his  speech. 

Me.  butt  :  I  have  a  right  to  say  he 
knows  nothing  about  it.  I  base  that 
assertion  on  what  he  said,  which  he 
never  would  have  said  if  he  knew  any- 
thing about  it.  These  attacks  on  the 
Irish  Bench  and  these  attempts  to  lower 
its  dig^ty  are  most  improper. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  question  before  the  Committee  is 
not  the  conduct  of  the  Irish  Bench, 
but  the  appointment  of  a  particular 
Judge. 

Major  O'GORMAN  :  Hear,  hear ! 

Mb.  BUTT :  I  bow  to  your  decision. 
Sir ;  but  I  was  speaking  in  depreciation 
of  these  attacks  on  the  Irisn  Judges 
with  a  view  to  diminishing  their  salaries. 
I  think  it  would  be  better  not  to  divide 
the  Committee  on  this  question,  but  to 
throw  the  responsibility  on  those  per- 
sons upon  whom  it  really  rests. 

Sir  henry  JACKSON  said,  the 
salary  of  a  Judge  ought  to  be  such  as 
would  secure  the  services  of  the  best 
lawyers,  and  as  would  prevent  the  pos- 
sibility of  any  temptation  to  corruption. 
It  was  also  reasonable  that  a  Judge  of 
higher  rank  should  receive  a  salary  in 
proportion  to  the  dignity  of  the  office  he 
holds.  No  doubt  men  could  always  be 
found  ready  to  undertake  the  work  for 
less  than  the  present  salaries ;  but  no- 
thing could  be  worse  than  that  judicial 
emoluments  should  be  determined  by 
lawyers  underbidding  each  other,  and 
something  ought  to  be  left  to  the  respon- 
sibility of  a  Government  which  had  cer- 
tainly shown  itself  adverse  to  the  pa3rment 
of  high  judicial  salaries.  He  suggested 
that  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him  should 
not  divide  the  Committee  on  the  point, 
but  should  throw  the  responsibility  of 
fixing  the  amount  of  the  salary  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  objected  to  the 
salaries  of  the  Irish  Judges  being  re- 
duced, as  long  as  those  salaries  were 
voted  by  an  English  Parliament. 

A£r.  WHALLEY  was  understood  to 
denounce  the  attempt  of  the  Government 
to  obtain  power  ana  influence  in  Irehmd 
by  increasing  the  number  of  appoint- 
ments and  by  giving  undue  salaries. 

Major  0^  Gorman 


Mb.  PULESTON  rose  to  Order,  vp- 
pealing  to  the  Chair  whether  the  hoo. 
Member's  remarks  were  not  wide  of  the 
question  before  the  Committee  ? 

The  chairman  said,  there  wa«  no 
doubt  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
did  not  strictly  confine  themselves  to  the 
Amendment,  and  they  oertainly  did  not 
refer  to  the  Motion  to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  WHALLEY:  I  am  verr  much 
oblig^  to  you.  Sir,  for  cutting  short  the 
observations  I  was  not  prepared  to  make. 
My  observations  were^called  forth  by 
something  like  surprise— for  it  is  a  most 
gratifying  surprise  to  find  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  and  others  taldxig 
the  line  of  economy. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propof^d. 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— 
{Mr.  JThalUy.) 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
urged  that  before  Progress  was  reportad 
the  Committee  should  come  to  a  dectaoB 
on  the  Amendment,  which  it  had  alreadj 
fully  discussed. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  did  not  m- 
tend  to  take  a  division  on  the  question, 
and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough would  not  persevere  in  his  Mo- 
tion to  report  Progress. 

The  chairman  asked,  whether 
the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborongii 
wished  to  withdraw  his  Motion  to  re- 
port Progress. 

Mr.  WHALLEY :  No. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  5; 
Noes  203  :  Majority  198.— (Div.  Lilt. 
No.  220.) 

Amendment  {Mr.  PameU),  by  leara, 
withdraum. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  (for  Mr. 
Law)  moved,  in  page  1 1 ,  line  34,  titer 
**  Act,"  to  insert  "  to  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  the  same  salary  as  at  present" 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that,  while  he  was  not  it 
present  prepared  to  assent  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  and  lesraed 
Gentleman,  he  would  consider  it  before 
the  Report. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrmm* 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  at 
again  upon  Monday  next. 


s« 
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soxjcrroBs  examination,  ao.  bill. 

(Jtfr.  Ortgory.) 

\JArd$.']    [bill  190.] 
ooioonEB. 
Bin  €iom»id§r0d  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Mm.  BIOGAB  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man report  Progress.  It  was  too  late 
an  hour  (1.30  a.m.)  to  discuss  Business 
properlj. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'' — 
{Mr.  Bi^gar.) 

Mb.  CALLAN  protested  against  the 
Irish  Members  obstructiiie  English  BiUs. 
["Hear,  hear!"]  Wefi,  he  was  not 
afraid,  in  spite  of  that  intimidating 
"Hear,  hear."  This  onposition  to  the 
Bin  waa  unfair,  and  he  did  not  want  the 
allianoe  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borouglu 

Mn.  PABNELL  said,  it  was  a  ques- 
tion of  principle.  Thej  struggled  against 
the  conduct  of  Business  at  ^at  hour  of 
the  morning. 

Me.  BI(K}AB  said,  he  should  diride 
the  House  on  the  Question  of  reporting 
Progress. 

Queetion  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  5 ; 
Noes  96:  Majority  91.— (Div.  List, 
No.  Ml.) 

Atbs  —    Kirk,  O.  H.       O'Gomuo,  P. 
(rCooor.D.lI.  0*8iilUTin,W.  WhaUey,  O.  H. 
TnxBM — Hr.  Biggmr  mnd  Mr.  PamelL 

Ha.  PABNELL  moved  that  the 
Chairman  leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (Jfr.  PameU.) 

Ma.  O'SUIUyAN  said,  he  must  be 
ooiuutent.  He  should  oppose  every- 
thing after  12  o'clock. 

Tra  CHANCELLOE  of  thi  EXCHE- 
QUEB  suggested  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  fer  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory) 
tbould,  under  the  circumstances,  accept 
thejproposal  to  suspend  farther  Progress 
vith  the  Bill  on  the  present  occasion. 

VOL.  OOXXXY.   [tbiu>  sntiis.] 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  6; 
Noes  98:  Majority  93.  — (Div.  list, 
No.  222.) 

Mb.  BIGGAE  moved  to  report  Pro- 
gress. Beally  these  Gentlemen  were 
too  persevering.  He  insisted  that  this 
Bill  should  not  pass  that  night. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr,  Biggar,) 

Mb.  C.  B.  DENISON:  I  protest 
against  the  hon.  Member's  language. 
Does  he  think  he  can  threaten  the 
House  ?  It  is  high  time  we  should  put 
a  stop  to  this. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
have  heard  an  hon.  Member  use  the 
word  "blackguard."  I  wish  to  know 
if  it  is  in  Order. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  That  language, 
of  course,  is  not  Parliamentary. 

Mb.  C.  B.  DENISON  said,  they  must 
not  be  compelled  to  dose  the  House  at 
any  particular  hour. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  these  late  Sit- 
tings were  bringing  the  House  into  con- 
tempt. The  b21  had  been  opposed  on 
the  grotmd  that  there  were  important 
Amendments  on  it,  and  there  was  not 
time  to  discuss  it.  Members  had  been 
insulted,  and  those  who  had  given  the 
insult  had  not  the  courage  to  apologue. 
Neither  he  nor  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Biggar)  were  responsible  for  this  scene. 

Mb.  GEE(K)B  1  said,  he  was  respon- 
sible, so  far  as  such  responsibility  at- 
tached, to  persevering  with  the  Bill; 
but  as  this  kind  of  opposition  was 
tolerated,  he  should  withdraw  the  Bill 
for  the  present.  The  Bill  had  been  ap- 
proved by  all  the  Judges  and  by  the 
Profession,  and  the  Bill  facilitated  the 
admission  of  Irishmen  into  the  Profession 
in  England. 

Mb.  butt  said,  he  thought  the 
opposition  to  the  Bill  very  unfair.  Of 
course,  he  accepted  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
spoken.  The  Bill  was  practically  un- 
opposed. He  earnestly  asked  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  Bill  to  withdraw  meir 
opposition. 

Mb.  BELL  said,  he  had  used  the  word 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pamell) 
alluded;   but  it  was  uttered   inadver- 
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tently,  and  without  the  least  intention 
that  it  should  reach  the  ears  of  any  hon. 
Member.  He  expressed  his  deep  regret 
for  havine  used  the  word. 

Mr.  BLAKE  hoped  the  Bill  would  be 
proceeded  with.  He  had  sat  up  the 
whole  of  the  other  night  in  protesting 
against  the  proceedings  of  this  smaU 
minority,  and  he  was  prepared  to  stay 
again  to-night.     

Mb.  WHALLEY  protested  against 
Members  assuming  superior  airs  over 
their  fellows. 

Mb.  BIOOAB  expressed  his  regret 
for  using  the  word  ''insist,"  but  he 
should  not  flinch  from  his  position. 

Mr.  ANDEKSON  trusted  the  House 
was  not  prepared  to  enter  upon  another 
stru^le  sucn  as  that  which  terminated 
at  a  late  hour  the  other  morning. 

Mr.  PABNELL  said,  there  was  no 
desire  to  postpone  the  Bill  if  brought  on 
at  a  proper  time. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
the  Bill  would  confer  benefits  on  law 
students  coming  from  Ireland.  If  the 
half-past  12  o'clock  rule  were  to  be 
rigidly  adhered  to,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  the  Bill  to  be  passed  this  Ses- 
sion. He  trusted  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  withdraw  his  Motion  for  re- 
porting Progress.  At  that  hour  he  hoped 
the  House  would  refrain  from  dividing 
again,  and  so  avoid  a  repetition  of  the 
scene  of  the  other  night. 

Major  O'GORMAN  said,  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Gregory)  was  willing 
to  withdraw,  but  he  was  forced  to 
go  on  by  those  behind  him.  There- 
fore, hon.  Members  opposite  were  re- 
sponsible. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  4; 
Noes  78:  Majority  74. — (Div.  list. 
No.  223.) 

Mr.  PARNELL  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man leave  the  Chair. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  if  the  Motion 
were  withdrawn,  he  should  assent  to  re- 
porting Progress. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  GREGORY  moved  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  tit 
again  To-morrow^  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

Mr.BeU 
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FACTORS  ACT  AMENDKE19T  BILL. 

{Sir  John  Lubbock,  Sir  Jsme$  M*Om^Eoff.  8u 
Charles  Mills,  Mr.  Wdtkin  Wmi^ms,) 

[bill  168.  J      OOMMITTEE. 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee. 

* 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BIGGAR  moved  to  report  Ph>- 
g^ss.  

Mr.  WHALLEY  appealed  to  the  hoD. 
Member  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked  whatconsisteDcy 
was  there  in  this  ?  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  opposed  a  Bill  which  confemd 
benefit  on  Ireland,  but  he  allowed  this 
Bill  to  pass. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  rose  to  Order. 

The  chairman  ruled  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dundalk  was  out  of 
Order. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow f  at  Two  of  the  dock 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

RESOLXTTION. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  rose  to  move— 

"  That  the  practice  of  commencmg  Imsaw 
in  this  Hoose  at  hoars  varying  on  each  day,iai 
continuing  itti  sittings  up  to  indefinita  tnd  aD> 
reasonable  hours  of  the  night  and  morning  ii  it 
variance  with  experience  as  to  the  proper  modi 
of  transacting  public  business,  and  alike  tsooe- 
sistent  with  the  convenience  of  Memboi  mi 
the  due  discharge  of  the  duties  of  this  Hooie.'* 

when 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  mst 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  mt  a  quarter  brfcre 

Three  o'dock. 


HOUSE    OP    L0ED8. 
Friday,  6M  J«/y,  1877. 

MINUTES.]  — iS«<  First  in  PttrlismtHt-Tbt 
Lord  Byron,  after  the  death  of  hit  Omd* 
father. 
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Frvuc  Bill*— J^rt <  BiMn^ — Oeneral  Police 
tad  ImnroTcment  (Scotland)  Proyifdonal  Or- 
dor  Confirmation  (Leith)*  (137). 

Ctmmittm  —  Bfport  —  Prisons  (116) ;  Univer- 
rities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridgo  (176). 

Stport-^BmBrroin*  (103). 

HM  Jg— rfiwy — Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Con- 
firmation (No.  1)  *  (112) ;  Municipal  Corpora- 
aooM  (New  Charters)  •  (126). 

WUUntWH    Tramways*  (124). 


PRISONS  BILL— (No.  116.) 
[Ths    Ldrd   SUwwrd.) 

OOMKITTEE. 

House    in    Committee  (according  to 
Older). 

Claneee  1  to  8  (Preliminary),  agreed  to, 

Pabt  I. 

T^mufer  and  Adminietratum  of  Prieons. 

CUnees  4  and  5  (Transfer  of  Prisons, 
Administration  of  Prisons),  agreed  to. 

Glaoses  6  to  12  (Prison  Oommission- 
art),  sgrsed  to. 

Vmimg  Committee  of  Juetieee. 

Claose  13  (Appointment  of  Visiting 
Committee  of  Prisons),  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Duties  of  Visiting  Com- 
mittee). 

LoED  LEIOH  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  wished  to  propose  at  the 
omI  of  the  Clause  was  one  he  trusted  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Beauchamp)  would  not 
object  to,  as  it  in  no  way  affected  the 
pnnciple  of  the  Bill.  Their  Lordships 
were  aware  that  by  Clause  13  Visiting 
Jnstioes  were  to  be  continued,  as  now, 
to  be  appointed  by  Courts  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  and  his  object  in  asking  their 
Lordships  to  add  the  few  words  he  sug- 
gested at  the  end  of  this  clause  was  to 
secure  that  they  should  be  called  upon 
to  report,  as  they  did  now,  to  Quarter 
Bessions.  He  was  sure  their  Lordships 
would  agree  with  him  in  considering  it 
desirable  that  the  office  of  Visiting  Ma- 
Ipjtrmte  should  not  be  a  mere  sham; 
consequently,  in  his  opinion,  the  best 
way  of  keeping  up  their  interest  in  the 
^ork  was  to  cfdl  upon  them  not  only  to 
report  to  the  Seo-etary  of  State  from 
time  to  time,  but  also  to  Courts  of 
Quarter  Sessions  in  their  respectiye 
counties  and  boroughs  from  whom  they 
had  reoeiTed  their  appointments,  and 
thos  ensure  for  the  management  of  our 

gaols  attention  and  publicity  on    the 


spot.  Magistrates  being  entrusted  with 
the  administration  of  justice,  he  thought 
it  most  desirable  that  they  should  be 
kept  well  informed  as  to  what  was  going 
on  in  their  respective  gaols,  both  county 
and  borough. 

Moved  to  insert — 

"And  such  Visiting  Justices  shall  send  a 
quarterly  report  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Court 
of  Quarter  Bessions  having  jurisdiction  within 
the  district  from  which  they  shall  have  been 
appointed." — (The  Lord  Leigh.) 

Eakl  beauchamp  said,  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  as  far 
as  he  understood  it,  if  the  report  sug- 
gested was  to  have  any  value  at  all, 
struck  at  the  very  root  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  The  noble  Lord  laid  down 
as  the  foundation  of  his  argument  that 
the  Magistrates  in  Quarter  Sessions  were 
entrusted  with  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice, and  ought  therefore  to  be  informed 
on  all  that  went  on  in  prison.  As  far 
as  that  argument  was  worth  anything, 
it  would  on  the  same  ground  be  right 
that  the  Visiting  Magistrates  should  re- 
port  to  the  Judges  of  the  land  as  well  as 
to  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  be- 
cause the  Judges  who  went  Circuit  were 
entrusted  with  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice. That  Bill  proposed  materially  to 
alter  the  relation  of  the  Court  of  Quar- 
ter Sessions  to  the  gaols,  because  under 
it  the  Queen  would  resume  her  juris- 
diction over  the  prisons,  and  the  autho- 
rity would  be  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
State,  to  whom  the  report  should  pro- 
perly be  made.  No  doubt  they  wanted 
efficient  local  supervision,  and  that 
would  be  provided  for  by  appointing  a 
Visiting  Committee  under  the  Bill.  But 
to  lay  it  down  as  an  obligation  on  the 
Visiting  Committee  that  they  should  re- 
port to  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions 
would  place  everybody  in  a  false  and 
wrong  position.  Supposing  they  re- 
ported to  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions, 
if  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion  be- 
tween the  Visiting  Committoo  and  the 
Secretary  of  State,  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittee would  report  their  view  to  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions — what  in  that 
case  was  the  latter  to  do  ?  Supposing 
it  should  pass  a  Vote  of  Censure  on  the 
Secretary  of  State,  was  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  enter  into  a  controversy  with 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sossions,  which 
really  had  no  jurisdiction  in  the  matter? 
Again,    under  the    Bill   the    Visiting 
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Committee  would  be  appointed  by  dif- 
ferent Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  in 
various  cases.  In  the  county  of  Lin- 
coln, for  instance,  one  eaol  would  pro- 
bably suffice  for  all  uie  prisoners  in 
that  county,  where  there  were  three 
Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions.  Were  the 
Visiting  Committee  to  report  to  each 
of  those  three  Courts  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions. For  the  reasons  he  had  stated 
he  hoped  his  noble  Friend  would  not 
press  his  Amendment. 

Lord  EGERTON  of  TATTON  made 
some  remarks,  which  were  not  heard. 
The  noble  Lord  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  thought 
that  the  Amendment  was  an  extremely 
harmless  one,  and  one  that  came  fairly 
within  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  He  did 
not  see  why  it  should  be  objected  to, 
seeing  that  it  had  a  tendency  to  check 
the  centralizing  principle.  Having 
introduced  the  Visiting  Justices  into 
their  measure,  he  should  have  thought 
the  Government  would  have  wished  to 
make  their  supervision  a  reality.  It 
was  said  the  Visiting  Justices  would 
report  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  as  if 
they  were  officers  of  that  Minister ;  but, 
surely,  it]was|desirable  that  there  ^ould 
be  some  independent  authority  to  report 
on  the  condition  of  a  gaol.  It  would  be 
an  advantage  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  have  some  check  on  the  Prison  Com- 
missioners and  Inspectors.  The  magis- 
trates were  a  local  body  interested  in 
knowing  all  about  the  gaols  to  which 
prisoners  were  sent,  the  effect  of  the 
sentences  passed  on  prisoners,  and  the 
like : — the  Judges,  who  had  to  go  -to 
different  parts  of  the  country,  were  not 
exactly  in  the  same  position  as  local 
magistrates  in  regard  to  those  matters. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
GOEDON  said,  the  noble  Earl  had  not 
told  them  what  would  be  the  result  of 
a  report  by  the  Visiting  Justices  to  the 
Quarter  Sessions.  It  would  be  simply 
nil — the  report  would  lie  upon  the 
Table,  and  no  action  would  be  taken 
upon  it.  The  Bill  provided  that  the 
Visiting  Justices  should  report  to  an 
authority  who  had  power  to  act  in  the 
matter— namely,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department ;  and  so  far 
as  publicity  went,  that  would  be  ensured 
by  the  Reports  of  the  Prison  Commis- 
sioners, which  by  the  1 0th  clause  were 
to  be  laid  before  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 

Earl  Beauchamp 


ment.  The  Visiting  Justicefi  would  go 
over  the  gaol,  and  see  the  prisoners  and 
hear  if  they  had  any  complaint  to  make. 
That  which  thev  would  do  under  thi* 
Bill  they  had  done  before— they  vere 
the  proper  bodv  to  see  if  priBonera  ven 
properly  treatea — to  see  that  no  oppres- 
sion on  the  part  of  authorities  in  the 
gaols  was  used  as  against  prisoners.  He 
should  be  sorry  to  see  the  Amendment 
introduced  into  the  BilL 

LoBD  SELBORNE  explained  that 
what  his  noble  Friend  near  him  (the 
Earl  of  Kimberley)  desired  to  point  out 
was,  that  the  magistrates  would  be  de- 
prived by  the  Bill  of  powers  which  they 
at  present  exercised,  and  which  it 
most  desirable  they  should  still 


cise.  

The  Eakl  of  POWIS  said,  oneortwo 
instances  of  hard  treatment  in  gaols  had 
happened  lately.  Suspicion  of  hird 
treatment  might  arise  in  cases  where 
accidental  death  took  place,  or  epidemic 
disease  in  the  prison  had  proved  £ktaly 
or  been  communicated  in  the  neighbour- 
hood. Questions  would  assuredly  be 
asked  of  the  Visitors  at  the  next  quarter 
sessions.  He  thought  it  would  be  much 
better  that  a  written  Report  of  tlie 
condition  of  the  gaol  should  be  given  to 
the  Quarter  Sessions  than  that  a  rir<{  fMv 
account  only  should  be  obtainable. 

LoBD  DENMAN  said,  there  was  do 
necessity  for  the  clause  proposed  bj 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Leigh),  becaiw 
Visiting  Justices  would  always  let  thsir 
brother  magistrates  know  what  wu 
passing  between  them  and  the  Home 
Office.  In  the  county  to  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  belong,  they  had  lost  one 
of  the  best  Visiting  Justices  that  ever 
lived  (Mr.  Mundy),  and  no  succettor 
would  be  elected  to  that  honourable 
gentleman  who  would  not  exj^iiB 
all  proceedings.  No  notice  of  thii 
(Prisons)  Bill  had  been  taken  for  tiu 
Quarter  Sessions,  and  no  objection  wti 
made  to  it. 

The  Eakl  of  HARROWBT  Re- 
ported the  Amendment. 

Eakl  BEAUCHAMP  said,  that  to  i 
certain  extent,  the  principle  of  this  Bill 
was  already  carried  out  in  Worcester- 
shire. The  gaol  at  Worcester  had  for 
some  time  ceased  to  be  under  the  ooo* 
trol  of  the  Quarter  Sessions,  tiie  oonotr 
gaol  had  ceased  to  be  tmder  the  contiol 
of  the  County  Justices,  and  theiriude 
jurisdiction  in  respect  of  the  oitj  fvl 
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and  the  oonnty  gaol  had  been  trans- 
ferred to  a  Committee  of  Visitors  of 
Prisons*  He  saw  no  reason  why  any- 
thing ahonld  be  done  to  create  an  ano- 
nudoas  jorisdiction  after  arrangements 
had  been  made,  or  were  proposed  to  be 
made,  by  means  of  the  Bill  under  consi- 
deration^  for  the  efficient  management 
of  prisons.  Why  should  they,  when 
th^  created  one  authority  entrusted 
with  the  proper  supervision  of  prisons, 
create  another  by  which  nothing  could 

bo  done  ?  

£U&L  GRANVILLE  said,  his  yote 
would  be  determined  by  the  considera- 
tion that  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  would 
practically  put  an  end  to  the  local  super- 
▼ision  of  prisons.  He  strongly  objected 
to  any  proposal  which  could  have  the 
effbot  of  decreasing  local  interest  in 
prison  discipline. 

The  Dukb  op  RICHMOND  akd 
GORDON  admitted  that  there  was  some 
foroe  in  what  had  been  said  in  support 
of  the  proposed  Amendment,  and  was 
willing  to  undertake  that  before  the 
Report  on*  the  Bill,  the  whole  question 
dioald  be  carefully  considered ;  and  he 
hoped  to  be  able  to  make  a  proposal 
that  would  meet  the  views  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  moved  the  Amendment 
and  those  who  thought  with  him. 

Visooumr  CARD  WELL  supported  the 
Amendment. 

Thb  LORD  CHANCELLOR  thought 
it  would  not  be  difficult  to  deal  with  the 
broad  principle  contained  in  the  Amend- 
ment, if  patience  were  exercised  until 
the  Bill  was  reported  to  their  Lord- 
ships. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  <fi- 
nirt/;— Contents  58  ;  Not-Contents  80 : 
Majority  22. 
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Clause  15  (Visits  to  prison  by  any 
justice),  agreed  to. 

Paet  n.    Supplemental  Pbovisions. 

As  to  Obligation  to  Maintain  Prisons. 

Clause  16  (Termination  of  local  obli- 
gation to  maintain  prisons),  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  (Compensation  to  be  made 
in  place  of  prison  accommodation), 
agreed  to. 

Clause  18  (Compensation  to  be  made 
to  prison  authority  in  respect  of  accom- 
modation provided  for  prisoners  of  some 
other  authority). 

Eabl  COWPEE  pointed  out  that  by 
Clause  17,  where  the  prison  accommo- 
dation was  insufficient  the  prison  autho- 
rity was  to  pay  into  the  Exchequer  £120 
for  every  additional  cell  that  was  re- 
quired ;  and  the  clause  in  the  commence- 
ment recognized  the  principle  that  where 
the  axjcommodation  provided  was  more 
than  was  required,  the  prison  authority 
should  receive  compensation  of  the  same 
amount.  What  was  thus  given,  however, 
with  one  hand  was  taken  away  with  the 
other,  and  he  therefore  moved  the  omis- 
sion of  the  words  which  so  took  it  away 
— namely,  from  the  words  **  Secretary  of 
State"  in  line  18  to  the  word  **that"  in 
line  20. 

Earl  BEAIJCHAMP  said,  the  Pro- 
viso,  the  omission  of  which  was  moved, 
was  directed  against  a  different  case 
from  that  to  which  the  noble  Earl  al- 
luded— namely,  where  the  county  had 
been  extravagant,  or  had  through  mis- 
calculation built  largely  in  excess  of 
what  was  required.  In  such  a  case  the 
loss  must  fall  somewhere,  and  it  was 
considered  that  the  county,  and  not  the 
Imperial  Treasury,  should  bear  the  bur- 
den. 

The  Eael  of  KIMBEBLEY  was 
understood  to  say  that  when  the  Go- 
vernment took  over  a  prison  with  ex- 
cessive accommodation,  they  ought  to 
pay  in  the  event  of  their  being  able  to 
make  that  accommodation  available  for 
prisoners  from  another  county. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  reminded 
the  noble  Earl  that  the  effect  of  his 
Amendment  would  be  to  throw  upon  the 
public  funds  a  charge  which  it  could  not 
be  supposed  would  be  sanctioned  by  the 
other  House. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
mthdratpn. 


Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  19  agreed  to. 

Clauses  20  to  23  (As  to  contracts  and 
debts),  agreed  to. 

Clauses  24  to  29  (As  to  dassificatum 
and  commitment  of  prisoners),  agreed  U. 

Clauses  30  to  32  (As  to  jurisdiction], 
agreed  to. 

As  to  Discontinuance  of  Prisons. 

Clause  33  (Power  of  Secretary  of  State 
to  discontinue  prisons). 

The  Eabl  of  POWIS  moved  an 
Amendment,  with  the  object  of  restoring 
the  clause  to  the  form  in  which  it  was 
introduced  in  the  other  House.  The 
clause  as  it  stood  empowered  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  abolish  the  local  gaob 
in  counties  having  less  than  a  cectain 
population.  In  his  opinion,  one  gaol 
should  be  kept  up  in  all  counties  for  the 
convenience  of  untried  prisoners,  who 
might  otherwise  be  conveyed  to  plaoai 
far  distant  from,  their  homes,  where  ^ej 
would  be  unable  to  communicate  with 
their  legal  advisers  and  their  witneseei 
without  incurring  considerable  expense 
and  being  otherwise  subjected  to  diead- 
vantage.  It  would  not  cost  modi  to 
keep  up  one  or  two  of  the  smaller  gads 
which  it  was  contemplated  to  abdiah, 
the  expense  of  maintaining  a  small  staff 
of  officers  and  of  keeping  the  premiaes 
in  repair  being  very  slight.  In  this  case 
area  was  quite  as  much  a  matter  of  cod- 
sideration  as  population.  The  loss  of 
the  gaol  would  certainly  lead  to  the 
abolition  of  the  Assizes  and  Qoailtf 
Sessions,  and  so  seriously  affect  the  con- 
stitutional position  and  completeneaa  of 
the  county. 

An  Amendment  movedf 

In  page  12,  lines  40  and  41,  to  omit  **QBkii 
the  Secretary  of  State  otherwise  order,  for  tft- 
cial  reasons  to  be  stated  in  his  order.**^/^ 
Earl  of  Fowis.) 

Earl  BEATJCHAMP  thought  that 
the  arguments  of  the  noble  'Eaxi  went 
far  to  prove  the  necessity  of  the  vords 
which  he  sought  to  strike  out  of  th« 
clause.  The  noble  Earl  appeared  to 
think  that  inconvenience  might  aiif* 
from  the  Secretary  of  State  making  aach 
Orders  as  would  inconvenience  the  poh- 
lic ;  but  he  had  never  known  a  SeueluT^ 
of  State  who  was  likely  to  diaregaxd  thi 
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oonyexuence  of  the  public.  The  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  by  requiring  the 
Order  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  be  laid 
before  Parliament  before  it  could  be  en- 
forced, afforded  an  efficient  guarantee 
aflpEunst  an  abuse  of  the  power  by  that 
lunister.  He  declined  to  accept  the 
dictum  of  the  noble  Earl,  that  require- 
ments under  this  section  should  be  regu- 
lated by  the  extent  of  the  area  of  the 
county.  The  case  of  the  gaol  of  the 
county  of  Butland,  where  a  few  prison- 
ers were  maintained  at  an  expense  of 
£117  per  head  per  annum,  was  an  in- 
stance showing  the  necessity  for  abolish- 
ing prisons  of  that  dass.  The  noble 
Ecurl  had  drawn  a  harrowing  picture  of 
the  untried  prisoner  being  unable  to 
communicate  with  his  Mends  and  his 
legal  advisers ;  but  he  must  submit  that 
such  inconvenience  must  necessarily  be 
occasionally  endured,  because  it  would 
be  impossible  to  keep  up  gaols  in  all 
parts  of  a  large  county  like  Lincolnshire 
in  order  to  the  convenience  of  untried 
prisoners.  The  Bill  contained  provisions 
that  mitigated  the  hardship  upon  the 
prisoners  who  were  to  be  removed  out  of 
their  own  counties,  and  to  enable  the 
Visiting  Justices  of  their  district  to  have 
access  to  them  at  all  times. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  34  (Effect  of  discontinuance  of 
prison),  agreed  to. 

Clauses  35  and  36  (Status  of  prison 
officers),  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  35, 

The  Eabl  of  UMEEICK  said,  it  en- 
abled the  Secretary  of  State  to  take  over 
the  present  officials  of  prisons,  who  at 
present  were  local  officers,  and  to  re- 
distribute them  as  he  might  think  pro- 
per, for  the  performance  of  the  same  or 
analogous  duties.  It  was  feared  by 
many  that  g^eat  hardships  would  be 
caused  to  them  if  they  were  moved  from 
place  to  place.  He  hoped  that  some 
assurance  would  be  given  that  all  the 
circumstance  of  these  officials  would  be 
folly  considered. 

Eabl  BEAUCHAMF  promised  that 
great  care  should  be  taken  in  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  Uiis  clause  so  that 
no  injustice  should  be  done  to  the  pre- 
sent officials. 


Clauses  37  to  54  (As  to  miscellaneous 
matters),  agreed  to. 

Clause  55  (Arrangement  and  arbitra- 
tion), agreed  to. 

Clauses  56  to  61  (Definitions),  agreedto. 

Bemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported^  without  Amendment; 
and  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

POST  OFFICE  (TELEGRAPHS). 
RESOLUTION. 

The  Earl  of  EEDESDALE,  on  ris- 
ing to  call  attention  to  the  Correspond- 
ence between  the  Earl  of  Bedesdale  and 
the  Postmaster  General  laid  before  the 
House  on  the  28th  June  last;  and  to 
move  a  Besolution,  remarked  that  no 
man  had  been  a  more  consistent  sup- 
porter of  the  Government  than  himself ; 
but  that,  as  Chairman  of  Committees 
appointed  by  the  House  to  watch  over 
its  private  legislation,  he  had  thought  it 
his  duty  to  take  the  course  he  was  now 
pursuing.  He  desired  that,  at  any  rate, 
the  responsibility  in  respect  of  these 
clauses  should  rest  upon  the  House, 
and  not  upon  himself.  The  provisions 
which  the  Post  Office  sought  to  intro- 
duce into  certain  Private  Bills  appeared 
to  him  objectionable,  not  in  themselves, 
but  because  they  would  be  of  piecemeal 
and  partial  application  in  the  country, 
and  as  the  Postmaster  General  had 
challenged  his  right  to  veto  them,  he 
had  deemed  it  right  to  bring  the  ques- 
tion under  the  notice  of  the  House.  In 
the  Correspondence  which  had  passed 
on  the  subject,  the  Postmaster  General 
reminded  him  that  the  assent  of  the 
Crown  must  be  given  to  any  Private 
Bill  afifecting  Crown  property  before  it 
could  pass.  That  statement  was,  no 
doubt,  true,  but  it  applied  only  to 
landed  property  of  the  Crown,  which 
could  only  be  dealt  with  in  special  Bills 
relating  to  particular  tases.  The  Post 
Office  clauses  were  of  a  different  cha- 
racter altogether.  They  were  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  positive  enactments  con- 
ferring certain  rights  and  privileges 
upon  the  Postmaster  General  as  against 
the  corporations  or  companies  in  whose 
Bills  they  were  to  be  inserted.  Now,  if 
those  clauses  were  required  on  public 
gprounds,  they  ought,  in  his  opimon,  to 
be  applied  to  all  companies,  in  all  parts 
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of  the  Kingdom,  and  not  merely  to  those 
who  happened  to  have  particular  BiUs 
before  Parliament.  In  one  town  a  Gas 
Bill  would  subject  the  gas  works  to  the 
penalties  laid  down  by  the  Postmaster 
General,  while  the  waterworks  in  the 
same  town  which  had  no  Bill  would  es- 
cape scot-free.  A  corporation  with  a 
Bill  was  made  liable,  while  the  companies 
in  the  same  place  were  not.  That  seemed 
to  him  an  extremely  unfair  mode  of 
proceeding  with  regard  to  public  pro- 
perty. Whatever  provisions  the  Post- 
master General  might  think  necessary 
for  the  working  of  the  telegraphs  ought, 
in  his  opinion,  to  be  iiniform  in  their 
application,  and  to  form  the  subject  of 
public  legislation.  He  accordingly  de- 
clined to  sanction  the  introduction  of  the 
clauses  referred  to  in  the  private  Bills. 
His  views  on  the  subject  were  fully  em- 
bodied in  the  Co^espondence  which  he 
now  moved  should  be  laid  before  the 
House,  and  he  trusted  the  subject  would 
receive  from  their  Lordships  the  atten- 
tion which,  in  his  opinion,  it  deserved. 

Mbvedf  "That  it  is  not  expedient  to  agree  to 
the  introduction  of  the  clauses  proposed  by  the 
Post  Office  for  partial  protection  of  their  tele- 
graphs into  certain  private  Bills." — (The  Earl  of 
Medetdale), 

The  lord  OHANCELLOB  fuUy 
acknowledged  the  great  energy  and  ac- 
tivity which  his  noble  Friend  had  always 
shown  in  the  conduct  of  Private  Busi- 
ness, and  the  great  weight  of  his  autho- 
rity on  that  subject ;  but  he  was  never- 
theless of  opinion  that,  in  the  present 
instance,  he  had  taken  an  altogetner  un- 
tenable position.  The  Besolution  he  had 
submitted  to  the  House  was,  he  would 
venture  to  say,  without  parallel  in  Par- 
liamentary history.  His  noble  Friend 
did  not  say  that  the  clauses  to  which  he 
referred  were  improper  clauses — ^he  only 
said  that  they  ought  to  be  made  general. 
Whether  the  clauses  in  question  ought 
to  be  introduced  into  certain  private 
Bills  was  a  point  which  his  noble  Friend 
was  perfectly  entitled  to  raise.  He 
might  have  moved  that  one  of  those  Bills 
should  be  considered  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House,  and  he  might  then 
have  taken  the  opinion  of  the  House 
upon  the  clauses  to  which  he  objected. 
But  instead  of  following  that  course— 
which  would  have  been  in  acoordance 
with  Parliamentary  practice — his  noble 
Friend  had  introduced  a  Motion  apply- 

The  Earl  of  Redesdale 


ing  to  "^particular  dauses  in  aoinetlnsig 
like  half-a-hundred  Bills,  and  the  rcnh 
might  be  this — ^The   House    might  \m 
induced  —  though    that    was  not  racy 
likely — ^to  accept  the  Motion,  and  whax 
the  clauses  in  question  came  b^ore  it  in 
each  of  those  Bills  it  might  vote  in  the 
opposite  way.  He  (the  Lord  Ohanoelkv) 
entirely  protested  against  the  Modon, 
and  in  all  friendliness  challenged  bis 
noble  Friend  to  produce  a  single  example 
of  such  a  course  as  he  propoeed  beuig 
adopted  in  either  House  of  Parliament. 
What  was  the  nature  of  the  dausee  to 
which  the  Motion  of  his  noble  Fneod 
applied?      They  were  simply  intended 
to  prevent  Gtis  and  other  companies  who 
had  obtained  power  to  carry  oat  puUk 
improvements  from  meddling  wim  the 
telemiph  wires  and  poles  without  ob- 
taining the  consent  of  the  Postmaitor 
General  or  his  representatives;  and  if 
such  interferences  took  place  penaltice 
were  made  exigible.  These  were,  siiraly, 
safe  provisions.    As  an  example  of  the 
kind  of  cases  for  which  some  proviscA 
of  that  kind  was  necessary,  he  might 
mention  that,  at  Manchester,  some  woik- 
men  finding  telegraph  wires  vol  their 
way,  cut  them  without  notice,  and  tiius 
caused  great  inconvenience  to  the  pab* 
lie.    There  were  now  something  like  €0 
Private  Bills  which  had  come  up  from 
the    other  House,  in  which  the  Pott 
Office  Department  had  proposed  in  the 
other  House  that  those  protective  eLuuei 
should  be  inserted.     Into  a  great  niuD« 
ber  of  them  they  were  introduced  with 
the  consent  of  the  promoters ;  but  with 
regard  to  others  objections  were  made 
by   the  promoters.      Those  objectiont 
were  considered  by  Select  Oommittees  of 
the  other  House,  and  the  result  was  thit 
the  clauses  were  inserted  either  as  thej 
had  been  first  proposed  or,  in  some  parti- 
cular cases,  with  modificationa  suited  to 
the  locality  in  which  they  were  to  bt 
applied.    Those  Bills  had  come  iqi  to 
their  Lordships'  House,  and  the  qnei- 
tion  which  his  noble  Friend  raised  was 
whether  it  was  right  that  that  Hoom 
should  reject  those  dausee  which,  aftar 
consideration    and   in   many  ipstaiww 
with  the  consent  of  the  promoters  had 
been  inserted  in  the  other  House.  Then 
was  also  a  certain  number  of  other  BiOi 
— bringing  the  whole  up  to  about  100^ 
as  to  vmicm  the  question  was  tuk  wiim 
in  this  House,  whether  dansee  of  thit 
description  should  be  introduced.  Thara- 


881       Poit  0ffic4  (JeUgraphi).       {  Jitly  6,  1877J 


Reiohition. 


882 


fore,  what  his  noble  Friend  proposed 
was  that  they  should  undo  what  had 
been  done  in  the  other  House  in  the 
case  of  some  60  Bills,  and  declare  what 
they  would  refuse  to  do  in  respect  to 
some  40  more  Bills.  His  noble  Friend 
said  that  if  those  clauses  were  proper  to 
be  introduced,  they  ought  to  be  mtro- 
duced  by  a  genered  measure.  He  con- 
ceded thEkt  it  might  be  advisable  to  in- 
troduce those  clauses  by  a  general 
measure,  and  there  was  a  strong  pro- 
bability that  they  would  be  so  intro- 
duced ;  but  still,  it  was  new  to  him  that 
it  was  contrary  to  Parliamentary  prac- 
tice or  at  all  unusual  when  the  promoters 
of  private  Bills  came  to  Parliament  for 
powers  to  enable  them  to  interfere  with 
public  property  or  public  rights  of  a 
particular  kind,  for  Parliament  to  put 
them  under  terms  requiring  them  in 
executing  such  powers  not  to  do  injury 
to  those  public  rights.  It  was  the  most 
oommon  of  all  cases  for  Parliament  to 
require  clauses  of  that  kind  to  be  in- 
serted. His  noble  Friend  had  complained 
that  the  Gt)yemment  had  brought  in 
an  additional  Bishoprics  Bill,  and  occu- 
pied the  time  of  Parliament  with  that, 
whereas  they  oueht  to  hare  endeavoured 
to  pass  a  general  Bill  in  regard  to  those 
clauses.  With  all  courtesy  he  told  his 
noble  Friend  that  the  Government  must 
be  the  judges  in  a  matter  of  that  kind. 
He  demurred  to  the  proposition  that 
because  it  might  be  desirable  hereafter 
to  have  a  general  measure  on  that  sub- 
ject, therefore  they  were  to  allow  the 
promoters  of  a  number  of  Private  Bills 
to  carry  them  through  Parliament,  to 
acquire  vested  interests,  and  to  meddle 
with  public  property  without  putting 
them  under  reasonable  terms  as  to  the 
ezerdse  of  those  powers  for  which  they 
weresoliciting  Parliament.  He  would  com- 
mend to  the  attention  of  his  noble  Friend 
the  passage  in  Sir  Erskine  May's  valu- 
able book  as  to  the  Practice  of  Parlia- 
ment in  regard  to  Private  Bills.  That 
work  gave  the  history  of  what  was  done 
generaJly  by  the  public  Departments  in 
regard  to  such  BiUs.  The  authorities  of 
those  Departments  in  both  Houses  fre- 
quently suggested  Amendments  in  Pri- 
vate Bills,  which  were  either  agreed  to 
by  the  promoters,  or  the  promoters  sug- 
ffeeted  similar  Amendments  of  their  own 
for  the  same  purpose.  The  Board  of 
Trade  assisted  at  the  revision  of  Bailway 
Bills,  and  suggested  such  Amendments  as 


they  thought  necessary  for  the  protection 
of  die  public,  or  for  the  saving  of  private 
rights.  The  Home  Secretary  exercised 
a  similar  supervision  over  turnpike  road 
BiUs.  When,  again.  Private  BiUs  af- 
fected places  where  there  were  naval 
dockyards,  the  Admiralty  required  pro- 
tective clauses  to  be  inserted.  And  so 
the  Board  of  Trade,  the  Board  of  Health, 
the  Treasury — in  fact,  there  was  not  a 
single  Department  of  the  State  which 
was  not  in  the  habit  of  watching  in  that 
way  over  the  public  interests  committed 
to  it,  and  of  having  the  Private  Bills  of 
the  year  submitted  to  it,  with  a  view  to 
the  insertion  in  them  before  Oommittees 
of  both  Houses  of  provisions  analogous 
to  those  which  the  Post  Office  now  re- 
quired in  the  case  of  the  telegraphs. 
Finding  in  Private  Bills  powers  taken 
the  exercise  of  which  would  interfere 
with  the  telegraphs  under  their  protec- 
tion, the  Post  Office  Department  framed 
a  set  of  model  clauses,  moderate  and 

f  roper  for  their  purpose,  and  they  asked 
Parliament  in  the  case  of  every  such  Bill 
to  adopt  them.  Those  clauses,  in  the 
ffreat  majority  of  instances,  had  been 
inserted  without  the  slightest  objection 
on  the  part  of  the  promoters  until  they, 
came  to  that  House,  when  they  found 
they  had  an  unexpected  ally  in  lus  noble 
Friend,  who  became  their  champion; 
and,  although  they  had  assented  to  the 
insertion  of  the  dauses  in  the  other 
House,  those  Gentlemen  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly glad  to  have  them  rejected  in 
their  Lordships'  House.  It  was  perfectly 
right,  when  an  application  was  made  in 
that  House  to  have  those  clauses  inserted 
in  any  Bill,  that  the  question  should  be 
fedrly  considered  whether  there  was  a 
justification  for  their  insertion;  but  a 
sweeping  Besolution  like  that  proposed 
by  his  noble  Friend  was  an  elhtirely 
different  matter.  The  Post  Office  was 
only  following  the  practice  adopted  by 
every  other  Department,  yet  his  noble 
Friend  said  they  were  to  have  no  protec- 
tion until  they  had  a  general  measure. 
But  he  submitted  that  those  who  came 
to  Parliament  for  powers,  in  the  exercise 
of  which  they  might  cause  inconvenience 
to  the  telegraphic  system  of  the  oountiy 
might  fairlv  be  put  under  the  terms 
which    Parliament   thought   just    and 

reasonable.      

Eabl  GBANYILLE  said,  he  was  not 
surprised  that  the  noble  Earl  the  Chair- 
man of  Oommittees,  having  a  strong 


883 


Conf$9%%onal  in  the 


ILOEDS! 


CJmreh  of  RkgUmd. 


SM 


opinion,  rightly  or  wrongly,  that  those 
clauses  ou^t  not  to  be  introduced  into 
Private  Bills  in  the  present  manner, 
should  have  brought  the  matter  before 
their  Lordships.  The  noble  Earl  had 
suggested  that  the  remedy  on  this  sub- 
ject would  be  to  pass  a  general  Bill  with 
regard  to  it.  In  answer  to  that  remark, 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack said  that  it  was  too  late  for  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  introduce  such 
a  Bill  this  Session.  He  (Earl  Granville) 
thought  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ought  to  give  a  pledge  that  thev  would 
prepare  and  introduce  such  a  Bill  in  the 
next  Session. 

After  a  few  words  from  the  Earl  of 
Powis,  

The  Eakl  of  BEACONSFIELD  said, 
he  quite  admitted  that  a  general  Act  on 
this  subject  should  be  passed,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  undertake 
the  dufy  of  bringing  in  a  general  Bill. 
But  he  trusted  that  after  the  declaration 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  there 
would  be  no  further  opposition  to  the 
Bills^-of  which  the  number  was  con- 
siderable— ^now  before  the  House  await- 
ing its  sanction,  and  in  which  g^reat 
interest  was  felt. 

The  Earl  of  EEDESDALE,  in  reply, 
said,  he  regarded  these  clauses  as  unjust, 
and  the  promise  just  given  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  in  fact,  admitted  that  they  were 
so.  Of  course,  if  their  Lordships  took  upon 
themselves  the  responsibility  of  sanc- 
tioning the  insertion  of  them,  it  would 
be  useless  to  press  his  Motion ;  but  he 
must  observe  that  their  sanction  of  them 
was  the  worst  precedent  in  his  time  with 
regard  to  Private  Leg^islation. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  mth' 
drawn. 


CONFESSIONAL  IN  THE  CHURCH  OF 
ENGLAND—"  THE  PRIEST  IN  ABSO- 
LUTION."—QUESTION. 

Lord  ORANMORE  Ain>  BROWNE 
rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  notice  which  appeared  in  the 
«  Ecclesiastical  Gazette  '^  of  the  15th  of 
June,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  ap- 
pointed the  Rev.  Edgar  Herman  Gross 
to  the  Rectory  of  St.  Nicholas,  Lewes, 
Sussex ;  and  to  ask  the  Lord  Ohanoellor, 
Whether  he  was  aware  that  the  name  of 
the  Rev.  Edffar  Herman  Gross  appeared 
in  the  list  of  members  of  the  Society  of 
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the  Holy  Cross,  the  Society  which  oo«b- 
tenance  the  use  of  the  book  called 
'*The  Priest  in  Absolution?'^  The  nobk 
Lord  said  the  public  opinion — and  b« 
believed  it  to  be  riffht — was  that  so  one 
more  than  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
himself  disapproved  the  proceedings  of 
this  Society,  and  it  was  diffictilt  to 
understand  how  this  appointment  was 
made.  It  might  be  saia  that  the  Rev. 
Mr.  Cross  was  an  excellent  man ;  but  hs 
hardly  expected  that  would  be  said  bj 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  beoaoae 
there  were  excellent  dersymen  in  ersfj 
Church.  What  we  wanted  in  the  Chnxdi 
of  England  were  clergymen  who  would 
work  honestly  and  consistently  in  ac- 
cordance wil^  the  doctrines  of  that 
Church. 

The  lord  CHANCETiLOR  :  My 
Lords,  my  answer  to  the  Question  of  tk« 
noble  Lord  must  be  in  the  negative.  I 
am  not  aware  of  the  fact  he  has  stated 
in  the  Question.  

The  Bishop  of  CHICHESTER  said 
he  had  instituted  this  sentleman  to  ti^ 
parish  referred  to  in  the  parish  chorck, 
and  in  the  presence  of  the  parishioners, 
after  having  taken  every  possible  pre- 
caution. With  regard  to  this  particnkr 
Society,  how  could  the  Lord  Chancellor 
know  anything  of  it,  when  the  verr 
existence  of  it  he  (the  Bishop  of  Olii- 
Chester)  thought  was  unknown  in  tkst 
House  until  attention  was  called  to  it  bj 
the  noble  Earl  the  Chairman  of  Gom- 
mittees?  Therefore  he  hoped  their  Lofd- 
ships  would  under  these  drcumstanoeft 
extend  their  indulgence  to  the  Lofd 
Chancellor  and  to  himself  with  regard 
to  this  subject. 

Lord  ORANMORE  aot  BROWNE 
said,  that  he  understood  the  answer  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack in  the  sense  that  he  had  made  do 
such  appointment,  f"  No,  no !  "]  11« 
answer  meant,  therefore,  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  did  not  know  that  the 
gentleman  in  question  was  a  member  of 
the  Society  of  the  Holy  Cross. 

Honee  adjourned  at  half-pait  5«t«a 

o'clock,  tiU  HooiUr  n»^ 
Eleren  o'clock. 


S86     Tks  MMtmrranean  Fleet—     {July  6,  1877) 


Beeika  Bay, 


886 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  6M  July,  1877. 


[XUTES.]  —  Sblect    ComoTTBE — Report — 
Public    OmcGS    and    BuHdiiigs    (Metropolis) 
[No.  312]. 
ScFFLT — tofuidtrtd  in  CommitUe — Naty  Esn- 


> — Bsm>iuticnt  [July  2  and  6]  reported. 
PcBLic  BrLLt^—Coneiaertd  as  amenMd — Factors 

Act  Amendment  *  [168]. 
Withdrmwn — Landlonl    and   Tenant    (Ireland) 

Act  (1870)  Amendmont  •  [61]. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dook. 


QUESTIONS, 


BOILER    EXPLOSIONS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tanr  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
■eooont  of  a  boiler  explosion  at  the 
Rarensdale  Forge,  near  Tunstall,  North 
Stafford,  on  the  26th  ult.,  and  bj  which 
tan  persons  lost  their  lires  and  thirty- 
fire  others  were  seriously  figured ;  and, 
whether  he  will  direct  that  some  emi- 
nent leg^  gentleman  be  sent  down  to 
■se  that  a  complete  and  searching  in- 
onify  may  take  place  into  the  cause  of 
Uwt  disaster? 

Ma,  A88HET0N  CROSS,  in  reply, 
■aid,  he  had  reoeired  two  or  three  depu- 
tations from  one  of  the  most  Taluable 
Tolontary  institutions  in  the  country — 
the  Manchester  Steam  Users  Associa- 
tion— and  that    these  deputations  had 
pointed  out  to  him  the  causes  of  rarious 
boiler  explosions,  and  how  it  was  that 
coroners'  inquests  in  such  cases  were 
Tsry  often    not  satisfactory.     He  felt 
bound  to  take  this  opportunity  of  bear- 
ing his  testimony  to  the  extreme  value 
of  that  Association.     In  the  course  of 
the  last  six  months  its  chief  engineer 
had  examined  no  less  than  3,500  boilers, 
and  had  disoorered  748  defects,  84  of 
which  were  dangerous ;   and  the  num- 
ber of  aoeidents  which  this  voluntary 
Aworiation  had  prerented  was,  he  be- 
Hered,  enormous.    On  the  occasion  of 
the  last  deputation,  he  promised  that  as 
■ocm  as  he  reoeired  information  of  any 
Mrious  boiler  explosion  he  would  send 
ooanssl  to  represent  the  Home  Office 


at  the  ooroner's  inquest,  and  this  pro- 
mise he  had  fulfilled  in  connection  with 
the  explosion  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member. 


THE  MEDITERRANEAN  FLEET— 
BESIKA  BAY.— QUESTION. 


Sm  WHiFRID  LAWSON  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
he  has  any  objection  to  inform  the 
House  with  what  object  Her  Majesty's 
Gbremment  hare  ordered  the  Fleet  to 
Besika  Bay  ? 

Mb.  GOUELEY  said,  he  had  a 
Question  to  put  on  the  same  subject — 
namely,  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  If  he  will  be  good  enough 
to  inform  the  House  the  number  and 
names  of  the  vessels  belonging  to  the 
Mediterranean  Squadron  ordered  from 
the  PirsDus  to  Besika  Bay;  and,  why 
they  hare  been  sent  there  in  place  of 
the  Suez  Canal?  He  wished  to  add, 
that  if  the  Answer  was  not  satisfactory, 
he  would  briuff  the  Question  forward 
on  the  Motion  fer  going  into  Committee 
on  the  Nary  Estimates.  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB :  Sir,  the  object  with  which  the 
Fleet  has  been  sent  to  Besika  Bay  is 
that  it  should  be  at  a  conrenient  station. 
The  position  of  Besika  Bay  is  a  central 
one,  which  enables  the  Admiralty  to 
communicate  with  rapidity,  if  necessary, 
with  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Con- 
stantinople, and  with  the  British  Gk)- 
remment,  and  it  is  thought,  therefore, 
to  be  a  most  conrenient  position  for  the 
Fleet.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land (Mr.  Gk)urley)  asks  for  the  number 
and  names  of  the  ressels  which  hare 
been  sent  there.  Of  course,  there  can 
be  no  objection,  if  he  likes  to  more  for  a 
Betum,  to  giro  him  any  particulars  re- 
garding them ;  but  I  may  say  generally 
that  there  are  eight  ressels,  of  which 
seren  are  iron-dads  and  one  an  unar- 
moured  fHgate.  The  iron-dads  are  the 
Alexandra,  the  Swifteure,  the  PaUae,  the 
Sultan,  the  Devaetatiim,  the  Jiupert,  and 
the  Hotepur,  and  the  unarmoured  Mgate 
is  the  JUleiyh,  The  hon.  Oentleman 
asks  why  they  hare  been  sent  there  in 
place  of  the  Sues  Canal.  The  answer 
IS,  that  Besika  Bar  is  a  conrenient  and 
central  station,  and  that  the  Suez  Canal 
is  not  equally  central.  Moreorer,  there 
is  no  partioiilar  reason  why  anr  vessel 
should  be  sent  to  the  Sues  Canal  beyond 
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tlie  one  already,  stationed  there,  wliidi 
I  believe  is  the  Eeseareh,  which  has 
taken  the  place  of  the  Hotipur. 

PARLIAMENT  —  PRIVILEGE  —  REFLEC- 
TIONS ON  THE  SPEAKER  OF  THIS 
HOUSE.— EXPLANATION. 

Mb.  PULESTON  said,  that  after 
consultation  with  various  hon.  Members, 
and  after  hearing  the  satisfactory  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  yesterday, 
he  had  determined  not  to  proceed  this 
Session  with  the  Motion  of  which  he 
had  eiven  Notice,  as  to  altering  the  Bule 
which  enabled  a  Member,  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House,  to  move  any  num- 
ber of  times  that  ''the  Chairman  do 
report  Progress^"  or  that  **  the  Chair- 
man do  leave  the  Chair." 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  it  would  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House  that  yes- 
terday,  when    the    hon.    Member    for 
Leominster  (Mr.  Blake)  proposed  on  a 
question  of  Privilege  to  call  attention  to 
certain  reports  of  speeches  he  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  had  elsewhere  made,  he  expressed 
his  willingness  to  make  an  explanation, 
if  the  Speaker  and  the  House  so  de- 
sired.   As  the  House  had  not  accepted 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leominster  that  his  Motion  should  be 
treated  as  a  question  of  Privilege,  and 
as,  from  the  position  of  the  Motion  on 
the  Notice  Paper,  there  was  no  imme- 
diate prospect  of  the  hon.  Member  being 
able  to  bring    the  matter  before   the 
House,  he  thought  it  right  to  explain, 
in  reference  to  a  report  of  the  expres- 
sions he  used  at  a  meeting  on  the  21st 
of  April,  that  it  was  an  inaccurate  re- 
port, as  he  himself  stated  in  the  House 
shortly  after   the    meeting  was    held. 
Perhaps  he  might  be  permitted  also  to 
remind  the  House,  in  reference  to  that 
report,  that    he  had  always,  publicly 
and  privately,  in   Lreland  as  well  as 
England,  repudiated  any  intention  of 
obstructing  Ihe  conduct  of  Public  Busi- 
ness.     Any  obstruction  which  he  might 
seem  to  the  House  to  have  committed 
had  happened  after  half-past  12,  when 
he  thought  Business  of  importance  should 
cease.    With  regard  to  the  report  which 
purported  to  five  an  abstract  of  a  lecture 
delivered  by  him  on  June  17,  he  wished 
to  say  that  he  had  not  intended  to  use 
words,  nor  did  he  think  he  had  used 
words,  calculated  to  give  any  offence  either 
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to  the  Speaker  or  to  any  hon.  Hemhcc 
of  that  House ;  but,  now  that  he  wv 
the  interpretation  which  had  been  pa: 
upon  part  of  his  observations  by  oertaii 
hon.  Members  of  the  House,  he  hsd 
only  to  express  his  regret  that  he  shooM 
have  made  any  allusion  to  the  Speaktr 
capable  of  misconstruction,  for  he  c«r- 
tainly  had  not  intended  to  say  anyiiuBf 
offensive  to  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa, 
or  hurtful  to  the  feelings  of  any  indivi- 
dual Member  of  that  House.     

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  I  think  no  one  can  hare 
sat  in  this  House  for  a  length  of  tiaia 
without  observing  that   the   House  if 
always  ready  to  accept  in  a  geneiwu 
spirit  any  explanations  of  remarks  oi  a 
personal  character  which  are  made  by 
any  of  its  Members  upon  matters  that 
have    occasioned   difficulty   among  vs, 
especially  when  those  remarks  have  re* 
ference  to  speeches  or  observations  mmie 
by  hon.  Members  outside  the  walk  of 
the  House,  and  reported,  as  they  gsoe- 
rally  are,  in  a  condensed,  and  posablj 
not  altogether  an  accurate,  form  in  t)» 
public  Press.    Therefore,   although  it 
is  impossible  not  to  feel  that  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Leominster  (Mr.  Blake^  wu 
justified,  and  deserved  the  thanks  of 
this  House,  in  taking  notice  of  the  re- 
port of  words  used  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell) — words  which, 
I  am  bound  to  say,  we  all  lament,  aiui 
which  it  woiild  certainly  have  been  bet- 
ter not  to  use — ^yet  we  must  at  the  suut? 
time  feel,  after  what  the  hon.  Member 
has  now  said,  that  it  is  desirable  ve 
should  let  this  matter  drop,  and  that  ve 
shoiild  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  I^t>- 
minster  not  to  take  any  further  steps 
with  regard  to  it.    We  cannot  doabt 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath,  ti- 
though  there  may  be  two  opinions  u 
to  his  mode  of  promoting  Ba8ine0s--ve 
cannot    deny  that   he   has  continiiallj 
taken    exception    to    pioceedinff   witii 
Business  at  a  late  hour,  and  he  nai  al- 
ways given  the  reasons  which  he  nov 
states.    We  may  differ  as  to  whether  he 
has  always  taken  the  best  course;  bat 
as  to  his  motives,  we  have  no  ligbt  to 
ask  anything  beyond  that  which  he  kit 
always  avowed  in  the  House,  and  wbkb 
he  now  affirms.    I  hope  that  after  wbt 
the  hon.  Member  has  said,  the  Hon» 
will  accept  his  apology  and  rest  satiii^ 
Mb.   GLADSTONE:   Ab  one  of  tba 
Members  who  has  held  a  seat  longtK  m 
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this  House,  I  may  perhaps  be  permitted 
by  the  indul^nce  of  the  House  to  ex- 
press my  entire  concurrence  in  the  veiy 
considerate  and  equitable  observations 
which  hare  just  been  made  by  my  right 
han*  Friend  opposite.    I  am  quite  con- 
rinoed   that  in  adopting  that  tone  he 
ia    tftVing  the  course  by  far  the  most 
politio  in  reference  to  the  peculiar  class 
of  difficulties  with  which  he  has  had  to 
contend,   and   I    wish    to  express  my 
g^eat   satisfaction  at  the  fSact  that  we 
have    heard  to-day  the  explanation  of 
the   hon.   Member  for  Meath.    I  will 
express  that  satisfaction  with  one  re- 
mark,   and  I  hope  that  single  remark 
will  be  excused.     It  appears  to  me  that 
if  any  hon.  Member  of  this  House  is  so 
iU-auvised  on  any  occasion  as  to  utter 
disparaging  remarks  outside  the  walls 
of  this  House  in  regard  to  the  House  it- 
self, the  House  is  so  strong  that,  in  my 
opinion,   it  can  afford  very  well,  if  it 
thinks  fit,  to  pass  by  remarks  of  that 
deecription.      But,    oir,    there    is    one 
thin^  we  neither  can  afford  to  do,  nor 
oo^ht  we  to  desire  to  afford  to  do,  and 
that  is,  we  cannot,  in  my  opinion,  tole- 
rate any  attack,  direct  or  inmrect,  on  the 
conduct  of  our  Speaker.    By  * '  Speaker ' ' 
I  do  not  mean  the  present  Speaker,  but 
the  Speaker  as  such  and  as  known  to  the 
House.     His   conduct    is  liable  to  be 
challenged  in  the  House;  and  if  it  is 
challenged  anywhere,   it  ought  to  be 
challenged  in  the  House.      The   very 
beat  Speaker  that  ever  sat  in  that  Chair 
— and,  happily,  it  is  hardly  necessary  to 
draw  a  comparison  between  one  Speaker 
and  another-— cannot  possibly  be  Known 
outside  the  House  as  he  is  known  within 
it ;  and,  therefore,  any  assaiilt  or  attack 
upon   the  Speaker  outside  the  House 
nerer  can  carry  with  it  its  own  cure, 
while  an  attack  within  the  House  ought 
to  carry  its  own  cure.    On  every  occa- 
sion my  feeling  would  be  one  of  great 
leniency  on  the  part  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  attacks  upon   itself;   but  in 
regard  to  remarks  upon  the  Chair  and 
oo  the  impartiali^  of  the  Speaker  in  the 
administration  of  his  high  functions,  I 
hope  that  such  remarks  as  these  will 
always  be  followed  with  vigilance  and 
jealoiisy  by  the  House,  and  that  no  dis- 
position will  be  shown  to  tolerate  any 
offmoe  which  may  be  committed  in  that 
ttiraction. 

Mm.  1^T.Aing  Mid,  he  had  heard  with 
gnat  and  unfeigned  pleasure  the  state- 
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ment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath. 
He  had  never  performed  a  more  painful 
duty  than  that  of  drawing  the  attention 
of  tne  House  to  the  words  used  by  the 
hon.  Mepaber.  He  felt  it  his  duty  to  do 
this,  because  he  knew  that  the  hon. 
Member's  attention  had  been  drawn 
privately  to  these  words,  and  he  had 
failed  to  hear  any  expression  of  regret 
fall  from  the  hon.  Member  in  uiat 
House  with  regard  to  them.  He 
wished,  with  the  indulgence  of  the 
House,  to  explain  why  it  was  he  took 
this  step.  Between  5  and  6  o'clock 
on  Tuesday  morning  last,  when  most 
hon.  Members  were  thoroughly  wearied 
in  consequence  of  the  House  sitting  so 
late,  and  when  otber  hon.  Members 
were  leading  them  round  the  Lobbies  so 
many  times  in  order,  as  was  now  ex- 
plained, to  facilitate  Public  Business,  he 
regarded  that  conduct  as  a  commentary 
on  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath,  as  reported  in  The  Times  and  2%e 
Daily  Telegraph,  One  of  these  was  deli- 
vered in  a  school-room  attached  to  the 
Italian  Church.  He  stated  the  sub- 
stance of  those  speeches  as  nearly  as  he 
could  from  memory,  and  on  being  chal- 
lenged to  produce  the  words,  a  noble 
Lord  opposite  was  good  enough  to 
supply  him  with  a  cutting  of  The  Times 
containing  the  speech  at  Hatton  Garden, 
which,  by  permission  of  the  Chairman, 
he  read  to  the  House.  That  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, after  listening  for  some  time, 
stopped  it,  with  the  intimation  that  it 
shoiud  be  brought  before  the  Speaker 
and  the  House.  He  (Mr.  Blake;  then 
attempted  to  put  a  Question  as  to  the 
truthfulness  of  the  reports,  but  was 
stopped  on  the  ground  that  the  Ques- 
tion was  out  of  Order,  and  he  was  there- 
fore obliged  to  give  Notice  that  he 
would  bring  it  forward  as  a  matter  of 
Privilege,  and  therefore  he  had  no  alter- 
native but  to  put  his  Notice  of  Motion 
on  the  Paper.  That  Motion  he  now 
wished  to  withdraw,  and  he  hoped  what 
had  occurred  would  not  be  lost  on  other 
hon.  Members.  He  had  seen  the  report 
of  a  meeting  held  on  Wednesday  last, 
at  which  reference  was  made  to  trials  of 
physical  strength.     [  CrU$  of  **  Order ! "] 

Mr.  speaker  intimated  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  out  of  Order  in  re- 
ferring to  that  subject. 

Mr.  BLAJCE  then  reneated  he  would 
withdraw  tiie  Motion  'of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 
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Mb.  BIOGAB  :  I  should  not  have 
risen  but  for  one  obsenration  which 
feU  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich,  who  has 
formed  an  opinion  from  an  imperfect 
report.  I  was  present  when  the  speech 
complained  of  was  delivered,  and  it  did 
not  strike  me  at  the  time,  hearing  the 
exact  words  used,  that  mj  hon.  Friend 
did  speak  disrespectMly  of  the  Speaker. 
As  to  the  other  issue,  I  do  not  oner  any 
opinion;  but  so  far  as  the  speech  re- 
ferred to  the  Speaker  of  this  House,  I 
did  not  think  then,  and  I  do  not  think 
now,  that  mj  hon.  Friend  did  speak 
disrespectfully,  or  that  he  intended  to 
do  so. 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 


a 


NAVY— NAVAL  EDUCATION— H.M.8. 
"  INFLilXIBLE." 

OBSEEVATIONS.      RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  T.  BBASSEY,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  course  of  study  pursued 
at  the  Naval  University  at  Greenwich, 
said,  that  the  education  of  naval  officers, 
although  a  less  sensational  topic  than 
other  controversies  connected  with  the 
Navy,  was  a  question  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance. Some  years  ago  he  had  in- 
vited the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  on  the  higher 
education  of  naval  officers,  and  he  had 
never  ceased  to  watch  the  Naval  Uni- 
versity at  Greenwich  with  the  deepest 
interest.  While  admitting  that  the  re- 
sources of  that  University  had  in  the 
main  been  well  applied,  the  recent  Be- 
port  of  the  Committee,  appointed  by  the 
Admiralty  to  inquire  into  the  org^aniza- 
tion  of  the  College,  suggested  some 
doubts  as  to  whether  the  studies  of  half- 
pay  officers,  who  were  voluntary  students, 
had  been  in  all  cases  judiciously  chosen. 
There  was  reason  to  apprehend  that  the 
Naval  Universilyhadfailed  to  removeone 
most  serious  defect  in  naval  education. 
He  referred  to  that  essentially  important 
subject  for  naval  officers,  a  knowledge 


of  forei^  languages.    There  wms  a  two- 
fold object  in  the  establishment  of  t^ 
College  —  first,  to   increase    the  teck- 
nical  knowledge  and  skill  of  offiecn; 
and,  secondly,  to  cultivate  their  geD«ra] 
intelligence.    Such  being  the  objeeti, 
the  question  was  whether  there  was  not 
some  reason   to   apprehend^  from  th« 
Eeport  of  the  Committee,  that  the  study 
of  mathematics  had  been  too  rigorotuly 
insisted  upon.      In  the  words  of  the 
Committee  of  Inquiry — "  The  back-bona 
of  the  instruction  at  the  Naval  College 
consists  of  mathematics."     The  Com- 
mittee did  not  depreciate  the  importanos 
of  mathematics   as  the  foundation  of 
many  branches  of  study  essential  to  a 
naval  officer,  but  they  were  of  opinion 
that  onlv  a  limited  knowledge  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  effective  penormanoe  of 
the  technical  duties  of  a  seaman,  and  ibr 
the  practical  application  of  those  branchet 
of  phjTsics  and  applied  mechanics,  idiidi 
most  immediately  concerned  his  profes- 
sion.   Few  books  coiild  be  more  usefal  to 
a  naval  officer  than  Amotfi  Phytiet^  i&d 
it  was  a  work  which  could  be  mastered 
without  mathematics.    To  the  scientific 
artillerist  and  shipbuilder,  or  to  under- 
stand the  theoiy  as  distinguished  from 
the  practice  of  navigation,  mathematici 
were  essential,  but  they  would  do  no- 
thing to  supply  quickness  of  eye  to  the 
pilot,  or  fertility  of  resource  to  the  sea- 
man.    He  would  like  to  refer  to  some 
remarks  on  this  subject  made  bv  Pro- 
fessor Faraday  in  giving  evidence  befan 
the  Public  Sdbools  Commission — 

**  I  should  like,"  he  said,  **  a  profound  icboltr 
to  indicate  to  me  what  he  underatands  by  tbt 
training  of  the  mind  in  a  litenuy  eenae,  incfaid* 
ing  mathematics  P  What  does  the  mind  kta 
by  that  training  f  Does  it  learn  that  which  «d- 
ables  a  man  to  give  a  reason  in  natural  thiogi 
for  an  effect  which  happens  from  certain  ctoieii 
or  why  in  an^  emergency  or  event  he  does  or 
should  do  this,  that,  or  the  other  ?  It  dost  not 
suggest  the  least  thing  in  these  matters.** 

He  need  not  pursue  the  subject  fdrthsr. 
No  doubt  mathematics  were  of  special 
value  to  naval  officers  and  would  fimn 
the  groundwork  of  any  complete  oovm 
of  naval  education ;  but  in  the  otas  ci 
half-pay  officers,  the  time  at  tiieir  dis- 
posal at  Qreenwich  was  not  suffioie&i  ftr 
a  oomplete  course  of  training,  sad  if 
their  limited  time  were  too  largely  oeet* 
pied  with  mathematics,  there  wodi  te 
reason  to  fear  that  subiects  of 
tical  importance  would  be 
The  students  at  the  College 
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idlsw  Ouptain  Cnrme  informed  the  Com- 
mittae  that  he  studied  10  hours  a-daj. 
T«t,  notwithstanding  their  assiduity, 
the  officers  had  no  time  at  their  disposal 
for  manj  valuable  subjects.  One  lieu- 
taoift&t  stated  in  eyidence  that — 

**  The  lectoret  on  physios  were  bo  few  that  he 
coold  not  poMibly  have  got  his  first-class  certi- 
orate in  them,  or  in  winds  and  enrrenta,  if  he 
had  DC*  aTuled  himself  of  private  tuition.  For 
tK»  laflt  month  there  was  an  extra  lecture  on 
gtf  in,  from  four  to  five  o'clock,  twice  a-week. 
If  he  had  had  the  same  in  physics  it  would  have 
made  a  great  deal  of  difi'erence.  Moreover,  on 
wradi  and  cmrenta,  there  was  no  lecture  dunng 
iha  last  two  months  he  was  there." 

Experimental  physics,  practical  mecha- 
nics, modem  languages,  and  Interna- 
tional Law  were  recommended  by  the 
CVnnmittee  as  alternative  subjects  of 
equal  value  with  the  higher  mathematics. 
In  making  this  recommendation  the 
Committee  had  said — 

**  We  wish  to  guard  ouraelves  against  approv* 
tiif(  a  ooorae  of  study  which  should  be  chosen 
amply  because  it  was  easier.** 

Whatever  the  subject  selected  by  the 
eandidate,  they  recommended  that  the 
rtaadard  of  examination  should  be  such 
as  implied  in  the  student  both  dili- 
gsmoe  and  aptitude.  The  reasons  why 
to  much  importance— he  might  say  un- 
dae  importance — was  given  to  the  mathe- 
matical studies  of  the  senior  officers  at 
(Greenwich  were  not  far  to  seek.  Prior 
to  the  establishment  of  the  Naval  College, 
mathematics  was  the  only  subject,  not 
•Uiedy  of  a  professional  character,  which 
was  systematicaUy  taught  in  the  Navy. 
The  consequence  was  that  the  majority 
of  the  superior  officers,  who  disting^shed 
themselves  by  their  scholastic  attain- 
ments, were  mathematicians,  and  they 
naturally  attached  special  value  to  the 
■object  in  which  they  were  themselves 
most  proficient.  There  was  a  tendency 
generally,  in  educational  matters,  to  get 
mto  a  groove.  This  tendency  was  speci- 
ally pointed  out  in  the  Report  of  the 
Pnbhc  Schools  Commission.  As  they 
jnatly  obaerved,  a  master  could  only  teach 
those  branches  of  knowledge  in  which 
he  had  himself  been  instructed ;  and  it  was 
only  natural  that  he  should  attach  the 
hMiaat  importance  to  those  studies,  in 
vUeh  he  was  himself  proficient.  FoUow- 
sag  the  opinion  of  the  recent  Oreenwich 
Ooomuttae,  he  would  urge  that  the 
of  study  for  commanders  and 
■hoold  be  varied,  and  that  they 


should  be  allowed  to  make  their  own 
choice  of  studies  from  among  the  various 
subjects  which  were  recognized  at  the 
College.  They  shoidd  be  examined 
periodicaUy,  and  as  a  further  guarantee 
for  their  diligence  and  discipline  they 
should  be  placed  on  full  pay  so  long  as 
they  were  permitted  to  reside  at  the 
College.  The  Committee  on  higher 
education  were  of  opinion  that  the  study 
of  French  was  of  particidar  importance, 
and  they  further  reconmiended  that  op- 
portunities should  be  afforded  for  learn- 
ing German.  The  attention  of  the 
Committee  had  been  specially  directed 
to  this  subject  by  several  most  compe- 
tent witnesses.  They  examined  Colonel 
Williams,  who  had  been  for  five  years 
Instructor  in  Fortification  at  the  Eoyal 
Naval  College,  and  who  told  them  that 
ignorance  of  French  and  Cerman  was 
the  thing  from  which  our  naval  service 
suffered  more  than  anything  else.  Com- 
mander Wharton,  who  had  obtained  the 
Beaufort  testimonial,  went  so  far  to  say 
that  French  was  a  far  more  useful  sub- 
ject.for  the  average  naval  officer  to  study 
than  mechanics.  Passing  to  the  evi- 
dence collected  by  the  recent  Committee 
on  the  Naval  College,  he  might  refer 
to  the  evidence  of  Captain  Curme,  an 
officer  who  had  passed  successfully 
through  a  course  at  Oreenwich,  and 
who  expressed  himself  as  follows : — 

**  There  is  no  one  thing  in  which  most  of  us  feel 
our  deficiency  more  than  in  the  fact  that  so  few 
of  us  are  linguists.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  fre- 
quently a  foreign  officer  comes  on  board  one  of 
our  ships  and  it  is  rare  to  find  anybody  that  can 
talk  to  him." 

If  he  were  allowed  to  refer  to  informa- 
tion obtained  from  private  sources,  the 
House  would  be  surprised  to  know  how 
deficient  naval  officers  were  in  the  know- 
ledge of  languages.  In  time  of  war  the 
knowledge  of  languages  was,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  course,  still  more  essential. 
The  advantages  of  a  knowledge  of 
languages  to  a  naval  officer  in  a 
high  command  were  never  more  con- 
spicuously illustrated  than  in  the  opera- 
tions of  the  combined  fleets  off  Car- 
thagena.  The  consultations  with  the 
Admirals  in  command  of  the  combined 
squadron,  and  the  negotiations  with  the 
leaders  of  the  Intramdgentes  required 
the  constant  use  of  many  languages. 
The  success  achieved  by  Sir  Hastings 
Yelverton  in  sustaining  the  honour  and 
authority  of  England,  without  resorting 
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to  open  hostilities,  was  due  not  only  to 
the  tact,  which  he  displayed,  but  to  his 
rare  facilities  for  carrying  on  a  personal 
intercourse  in  many  languages.  Was 
it  not  reasonable  to  infer  uiat  many 
little  wars  might  have  been  prevented 
by  a  timely  explanation  in  the  language 
understood  by  the  enemy?  In  short, 
the  study  of  languages  was  obviously  so 
essential  to  the  efficiency  of  the  Navy 
that  the  sole  question  was  as  to  how  it 
could  be  most  effectually  encouraged. 
The  only  direct  step  which  had  hitherto 
been  taken  by  the  Admiralty  had  been 
to  issue  a  Circular,  in  July,  1874,  invit- 
ing candidates  to  offer  themselves  for 
examination  in  French,  Spanish,  Ger- 
man, Italian,  and  Portuguese.  The 
names  of  successful  candidates  were  to 
be  noted  for  employment  in  flag  and 
senior  officer's  ships,  as  Interpreters  of 
the  First  or  Second  Class.  When  so 
appointed,  those  of  the  First  Class  were 
to  receive  an  allowance  of  2s.  6d,  a-day, 
and  those  of  the  Second  Class  an  allow- 
ance of  Is,  6d,,  in  addition  to  their  pay. 
A  reference  to  the  Navy  list  showed 
that  only  three  commanders  and  10  lieu- 
tenants had  passed  the  examination. 
This  was  a  number  obviously  too  small 
for  the  requirements  of  the  Navy,  and 
the  inference  might  reasonably  be  drawn 
that  further  inducements  were  necessary. 
Admiral  Shadwell's  Committee  had  re- 
ported that  it  would  be  advantageous 
to  the  public  service  if,  under  suitable 
regulations,  officers  could  be  permitted 
to  visit  foreign  countries  for  the  purpose 
of  studying  the  languages.  They  were 
to  be  placed  on  fim  pay  and  allowed 
harbour-service  time  if  on  their  return 
they  could  pass  the  prescribed  examina- 
tion. As  a  further  inducement  to  offi- 
cers to  qualify  as  interpreters,  the  Com- 
mittee recommended  that  all  officers  who 
had  successfully  passed  the  required 
examinations  shoidd  receive  the  extra 
allowance  whenever  they  were  placed 
on  full  pay.  The  Committee  concluded 
their  recommendations  on  the  subject 
of  foreign  langua^s  with  a  reference  to 
the  suggestions  of  Admiral  Milne,  who 
advised  that  on  foreim  stations,  when 
in  harbour,  captains  anould  be  directed 
to  obtain  the  services  of  French  and 
drawing  masters ;  and  that  some  pecu- 
niary aid  should  be  given  by  the  Admi- 
ralty to  young  officers  in  difficulty  to 
pay  such  masters.  He  (Mr.  Brassey) 
most  earnestly  reconmiended  to  the  pre- 
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sent  Admiralty  the  adoption  of 
suff^^estions.  The  English  Navy 
b^md  the  Navies  of  aU  the  other  l&ax^ 
pean  Powers,  except,  perhaps,  the 
French,  in  this  most  valuable  attuii- 
ment;  and  while  the  French  were  im- 
proving very  much  in  this  respect,  aod 
specially  in  their  knowledge  of  I'^g^^***, 
he  was  assured  that  among  the  younger 
officers  of  our  own  Service  mere  was  ertn 
less  diroosition  than  formerly  existed  to 
apply  tnemselves  to  this  study.  In  ^ 
opinion  of  the  responsible  au&orities  at 
OToenwich,  it  was  impossible  to  in^tjt 
the  requisite  knowle^^e  at  the  Nttil 
University.  It  was  in  foreign  countnei 
that  it  could  be  most  effectuafiy  aoqoired. 
Every  naval  officer  ought  to  spend  t 
portion  of  his  half-pay  abroad,  unto  ht 
had  mastered  at  least  one  foreign  lia- 
guage  thoroughly.  The  stron^st  n- 
commendations  on  this  behalf  had  b6«n 
made  by  the  Committee  on  Naval  Edn- 
cation,  and  by  individual  officers  of  ths 
highest  distinction.  He  ventured,  thsn- 
fore,  to  hope  that  the  Admiralty  would  no 
longer  hesitate  to  adopt  theremedialmea- 
sures  required  to  supply  the  most  ssfiou 
educational  deficiency  of  our  Naval  Ser- 
vice. In  urg^ing  the  subject  of  the  reriflaa 
of  the  course  of  study  at  Oreenwidi  on 
the  attention  of  the  Admiralty,  he  wiihsd 
to  guard  himself  against  being  mi*- 
understood.  He  was  not  an  oppo&eat, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  an  advocate  of  a 
special  mathematical  training  for  the 
Navy.  His  remarks  applied  exdusivelT 
to  the  case  of  senior  officers  of  the  nnx 
of  captain  or  commander,  who  went  to 
Greenwich  for  short  periods  as  volontarj 
students,  and  who,  he  ventured  to  main- 
tain, should  be  allowed  a  reasonaUe 
discretion  in  the  choice  of  any  branchM 
of  study,  recognized  and  taught  at  ths 
College,  which  they  might  desire  to 
follow. 

Mb.  E.  J.  KEFiD  rose  to  express  bia 
dissent  from,  the  observations  of  the  boo. 
Member  for  Hastings  (Mr.  T.  Brassey)  co 
the  study  of  mathematics,  though  he  wu 

Suite  at  one  with  his  hon.  Fnend  as  to 
le  importance  of  a  knowledge  of  modscn 
languages.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
distincUy  stated  that  only  a  limitsd 
knowledge  of  mathematicB  was  nsoef- 
sary.  He  (Mr.  Eeed)  was  sorry  to  mt 
that  the  study  of  that  branch  of  aaenee 
was  openly  discouraged  in  that  Hooae. 
Mb.  T.  BBASSinr  said,  the  xema^ 
to   which   reference   was   made  were 
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quoted  from  the  Beport  of  the  Oreen- 
wioh  Oommittee. 

Mb.  £.  J.  BEED  said,  that  it  was 
«liieflj  on  aoooant  of  that  Eeport  that 
he  had  risen  to  address  the  House.    He 
ftdTised  the  Admiralty  to  receive  with 
great  care  the  Eeport  of  that  Oommittee. 
The  connection  which  he  himself  had 
had  with  the  Public  Bervice  had  afforded 
him  opportunities  of  observing,  first, 
the  great  advantage  enjoyed  by  naval 
oAoers  who  possessed  a  competent  know- 
ledge of  mathematics ;  and,  next,  the 
neal  disadvantage  which  naval  officers 
htboored  under  who  had  not  that  know- 
ledge.   It  was  not  too  much  to  say  that 
throughout  the  wholeNaval  Service  there 
was  a  want  of  extensive  acquaintance 
with  mathematics  and  nautical  science, 
and  that  it  suffered  in  consequence.  For 
KBJtance,  the  movements  of  ships  under 
the  helm  were  not  at  all  thoroughly 
wftderstood  by  many  naval  officers  from 
want  of  mathematical  knowledge.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to  the  late 
RofessoT   Faraday  in    support  of  his 
view.    But  it  unfortunately  happened 
that  men  generally  undervalued  that  with 
whieh  they  were  least  acquainted,  and 
tixne  persons  who  were  conversant  with 
tke  wodks  of  Professor  Faraday  know 
thai  one  of  the  greatest  drawbacks  to 
their  value  was  fiiraday's  ignorance  of 
matheoiatics,  even  in  tneir  elementary 
priacxples.  and  his  inability  to  appreciate 
them.      There  were,  no  doubt,  naval 
offioerain  every  grade  who  were  well  ac- 
quainted with  mathematics    and  with 
acasottfie   principles;  but  they  formed 
obIj  a  limited  number,  and  we  were 
sniertng  upon  a  period  when  it  was  in- 
dispensable that  naval  officers  should 
have  mathematical  knowledge  at  their 
ftngera*  ends.   Every  officer  undertaking 
act  only  the  command  of  a  ship,  but  any 
responaible  duties  in  connection  with  the 
■Up,  ought  to  be  thoroughly  acquainted 
with   the    mathematical   principles  on 
which  the  ship  was  regulated  and  in 
eonfimnity  with  which  he  must  handle 
her  in  times  of  danger.     He  was  sorry 
to  have  to  differ  from  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  rendered  such  good  service  to 
the  Nary  on  different  occasions ;  and  he 
asked  the  Admiralty  not  lightly  to  yield 
to  the  pressure  put  upon  them  to  dis- 
eooage  the  study  of  mathematios.    We 
reesnUy  had  an  example  of  the  great 
that  existed  lor  mathematical 
in  naval  matters.    The  8e- 
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cretary  of  the  Admiralty  invited  hon. 
Members  the  other  day  to  go  to  see 
a  model  of  the  InflexihU,  Hon.  Mem- 
bers went  to  see  a  model  of  the  In- 
JUxihkf  but  they  saw  no  such  thing; 
they  saw  a  shell,  but  there  was  not  in  it 
a  single  element  which  would  determine 
the  question  at  issue  as  to  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  weights.  Any  naval  officer 
trained  in  mathematics  must  know  that 
that  model  differed  in  almost  every  par- 
ticular from  the  ship  itself,  and  that  it 
threw  no  light  on  the  solemn  question 
at  issue  as  regarded  her  stability,  and 
that  when  such  a  model  was  placed 
before  him,  his  ignorance,  and  not  his 
knowledge,  was  presumed  upon.  All  he 
could  say  was  that  the  tmng  was  ad- 
justed according  to  what  the  Admiralty 
thought  right  and  proper  to  look  at. 
No  doubt  persons  unacquainted  with 
mathematics  would  be  unable  to  see  in 
what  that  model  failed.  As  a  further 
illustration  he  might  mention  that  the 
Inflexible  and  many  other  ships  de- 
pended for  the  way  in  which  they  should 
be  managed  on  the  manner  in  which 
water  was  let  into  certain  compart- 
ments to  balance  other  compartments, 
and  mathematical  knowledge  was  es- 
sential as  a  basis  for  all  such  proceed- 
ings.   

Mb.  MAO  IVEB  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hast- 
ings (Mr.  Brassey)  with  regard  to  mathe- 
matics rather  than  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr.  Beed),  who 
seemed  to  set  an  undue  value  on  theo- 
retical, as  distinguished  from  practical 
knowledge  in  the  officers  of  the  Navy. 
The  latter  was  possessed  in  a  greater 
deg^e  by  the  officers  in  the  Merchant 
Service  in  consequence  of  the  actual 
knowledKe  and  experience  they  acquired 
while  being  at  sea.  He  maintained  that 
though  there  were  many  good  sailors 
and  engineers  in  the  Navy,  there  were 
far  too  many  who  at  the  pains  of  much 
study  had  acquired  some  share  of  book 
learning,  but  who  yet  failed  in  aknowledge 
of  that  which  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  those  whose  success  in  the  Merchant 
Serrice  depended  upon  the  safe  naviga- 
tion of  their  vessels. 

Mr.  a.  F.  EGEBTON  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hastings  (Mr. 
Brassey)  had  stated  that,  in  his  opinion, 
there  was  too  much  study  of  mathematics 
at  the  Naval  University,  and  too  little 
study  of  modem  languages  and  Inter- 
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national  Law.    For  his  own  part,   he 
was  more  inclined  to  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr.  Eeed),  that 
mathematics  were  really  the  foundation 
of  Naval  science,  and  that  it  was  de- 
sirable that  all  Naval  officers  shotdd  have 
a  competent  knowledge  of  mathematics. 
There  were  only  a  limited  number  of 
hours  in  the  day,  and  of  days  in  the 
term,  and  it  would  be  quite  impossible 
within  the  time  for  many  Naval  officers 
to  study  modem  languages  with  any 
effect.    Many  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hastings,  however,  should 
receive  attention ;  and  if  anything  could 
be  done  to  increase  the  time  that  could 
be  devoted  to  the  study  of  modem  lan- 
guages and  International  Law,  he,  indi- 
vidually, would  be  very  much  gratified. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  also  recom- 
mended that  the  Naval  officers  with  half- 
pay  who  attended  the  College  should  get 
a  further  inducement  to  pursue  their 
studies  by  receiving  full  pay.     Here, 
however,  the  financial  objection  arose. 
It  was  not  without  difficulty  that  they 
could  make  both  ends  meet,    and  he 
could  hold  out  no  hope  that  those  officers 
should  at  present  receive  full  pay.    The 
matter,  however,  was  deserving  of  atten- 
tion,  and  he  should  endeavour  to  see 
whether  farther  inducements  of  any  kind 
could  be  held  out  with  the  view  of  in- 
creasing the    number   of  officers  who 
would  qualify  under  the  Admiralty  Cir- 
cular of  1874.     Under  it,   only  a  few 
officers  had  qualified  as  interpreter ;  but 
he  would  be  veiy  glad  to  see  whether 
something  more  could  not  be  done  to 
induce  them  to  do  so.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Pembroke  had  made  a  very  grave 
imputation  on  the  Constructive  Depart- 
ment of  the  Admiralty,  for  his  remarks 
meant  that  that  department,  in  common 
with  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  had 
exhibited  a  model  of  a  ship  which  did 
not  in  the  slightest  degree  represent  it. 
Now,  he  had  not  the  scientific  reputation 
of  the  hon.  Member ;  but  he  was  speak- 
ing on  the  authority  of  the  department, 
and  he  gave  that  statement  of  the  hon. 
Oentleman  the  most  distinct  and  un- 
qualified contradiction. 

Mr.  E.  J.  HEED  asked  the  hon. 
Oentleman,  whether  he  was  prepared  to 
state  on  his  own  responsibility  that  the 
model  in  question  was  a  model  of  the 
InpxibU  f 

Mb.  a.  F.  EOERTON  said,  most  de- 
cidedly and  emphatically  it  was.    He 

Mr.  A.  F.  EgerUm 


had  seen  Mr.  Bamaby,  and  asked 
whether  the  model  of  Uie  Ii^UmHU  xe- 
presented  the  ship,   first   intact,    and 
then    in    oertain  oonditkma,    and   Mr. 
Bamaby  said  it  did.    He  had  no  goaaoa 
to  doubt  that  statement.     The  laodd 
had  not  been  prepared  lot  this  spsdal 
occasion.    It  had  been  prepared  long 
ago  for  the  Admiralty,  and  submitled  to 
the  Admiralty  as  a  model  of  the  sknt. 
He  thought  the  hon.  Oentleman  migni 
trust  to  ^e  honour  of  the  Constmcton' 
Department  that  they  would  not  piswt 
as  a  model  what  was  not  a  model  of  t^ 
ship.    It  was  almost  incredible  that  per- 
sons in  their  position,  with  their  e^w 
open,  bhould  endeavour  to  mislead  thab 
masters,   the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty, 
and  that  was  what  the  hon.  Member  said 
they  had  done.    He  affirmed  that  the 
model  was  a  model  of  the  InJUxihU  as 
she  floated  in  dock,  and  nothing  eht. 
Of  course,  she  had  not  got  her  eagioH 
in,  and  they  were  not  distributed  as  they 
would  be.    But  that  was  represented  I7 
a  weight  put  into  the  ship  for  the  por- 
pose  of  representing  her  engines.    Ihat 
weight  was  placed  so  as  to  stand  whsra 
the  centre  of  gravity  would  be.   The  boo. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Samuda^  would  corroborate  him.    If  the 
House  believed  the  hon.  Member  for 
Pembroke,  they  must  believe  not  osily 
that  the  Constructor's  Departmoit,  btft 
that  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  had  sK 
themselves  to  deceive  the  House.    That 
was  an  accusation  which  was  not  trse, 
and  which  never  ought  to  have  bsea 
made.    The  hon.  Oentleman  forced  him 
to  speak  of  his  (Mr.  Heed's)  anthoritf. 
He  had  the   highest    respect  for  t]be 
authority  of  the  hon.  Oentleman,  bat 
had  the  hon.  (Gentleman  never  made 
mistakes  ?    Mistakes  made  by  the  hoo. 
Oentleman  had  been  pointed  out  sgtia 
and  again.    The  hem.  Oentleman  was  do 
more  infiEdlible    than    any  other  Ooa- 
structor;   and  when  he  (Mr.  Egertoa} 
was  forced  to  contrast  the  authority  ol 
the  hon.  Gentleman  with  that  of  his  own 
Department,  he  must  say  he  prefatrid 
the  authority  of  his  own.     He  was  wanj 
he  had  been  forced  prematurely  into  tlni 
discussion    in  the   absence    of  Fftpen 
which  would  shortly  be  on  the  Tabb  d 
the  House,  and  to  which  nothing  had 
been  added  to  make  out  a  cose.    He 
thanked  the  House  lor  having  given  Idm 
an  opportunity  for  standing  up  Cor    ' 
own  Department. 
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E.  J.  BEED  said,  the  case  was 
mmfkj  tliis-H)ertain  oflSoials  had  made 
tbev  own  ealculataonS)  and  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Egerton)  rose  in 
his  place  with  the  view  of  influencing 
the  nunds  of  hon.  G^tlemen  as  to  the 
qoestioa  at  issue— 
~        SPEAKER  said,  that  the  hon. 


Member  was  totally  out  of  Ordw  in  the 
obeeuf  aliens  he  was  now  making. 

Ma.  E.  J.  BEED  said,  what  he  wished 
te  state  was  that  there  was  a  question 
ol  oalealation  and  a  practical  issue  be- 
tween the  Adnuialty  and  himself.  He 
nid  that  the  model  was  no  model. 
There  was  not  a  plate  which  represented 
anything  in  the  ship.  It  was  merely  a 
model  weighted  with  lead,  and  weighted 
in  accordance  with  the  calculations  of 
the  Admiralty  Department. 

Sni  MA8SEY  LOPES  said,  the  model 
had  been  made  in  1876  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Admiralty  before  the  ship 
was  oommenoed,  and  had  not  been 
shared  in  the  sli^test  respect  from  the 
time  it  had  been  made  to  the  present. 

Mm.  E.  J.  BEED  said,  that  if  he  had 
beea  out  of  Order  in  having  made  any 
improper  reflections  on  the  Admiralty 
Depcrtmenty  he  hoped  the  House  would 
•Uoid  to  the  Admiralty  a  little  of  the 
lesson  when  the  Admiralty  cast 


uiuvulations  upon  him. 
Sm  CHABLES  W.  DILEE  said,  the 


of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Psmbrdce  i^meared  to  be  that  the  model 
ia  question,  although  not  made  for  the 
pvpose  of  influencing  the  House  in  the 
ooatrorersy  as  between  the  hon.  Member 
ttd  the  Admiralty,  was  nevertheless  ex- 
Inbfted  for  that  purpose,  and,  though 
Bade  years  ago,  it  must  have  a  certain 
sfbcl  on  the  minds  of  those  who  saw  it. 
Ai  he  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  understood 
Us  hon.  Friend,  the  model  was  weighted 
ioeordinff  to  calculations  which  he  dis- 
PQted.  The  question  between  the  hon. 
Msmber  for  Pembroke  and  the  Admi- 
nl^was  00  grave,  and  it  was  so  un- 
dsnrable  that  it  should  be  raised  at  any 
tesre  time,  that  he  hoped  a  Committee 
voold  be  appointed  to  consider  it 

Ma.  G0B8T  reearded  the  question 
httveen  the  hon.  Member  for  Pembroke 
IMr.  BeedJ)  and  the  Admiralty  as  a 
Wstion  ox  mathematics.  It  seemed  to 
Aia  that  the  model  could  not  prove 
Tnsthimstically  the  sUbility  of  the  ship 
---thai  oonld  be  proved  only  by  an 
ttsct  model  of  the  ship,  with  the  weight 


distributed  as  on  board  the  ship.  It 
was  admitted  that  this  was  not  the  case 
with  the  model,  which  was  made  many 
years  ago,  and  not  for  the  purpose  of 
testing  the  stability  of  the  ship.  The 
engines  were  represented  by  a  lump  of 
lead,  and  every  mathematician  knew 
that  that  ooiild  not  produce  the  same 
effect  on  the  stability  of  the  model  as 
the  engines  and  other  weights  that  were 
distributed  over  the  various  parts  of  a 
ship.  The  question  was  very  important, 
and  it  ought  to  be  discussed  as  a  scien- 
tific and  mathematical  one,  without  any 
imputation  of  motives  one  way  or 
another.  He  did  not  understand  the 
hon.  Member  for  Pembroke  to  impute 
any  motives  to  the  Admiralty. 

Me.  a.  F.  EGEETON  desired  to  ex- 
plain that  the  stability  of  a  ship 
depended  upon  the  centre  of  g^vity, 
and  the  lead  purported  to  show  the 
centre  of  gravity.  It  did  not  follow 
because  the  engines  were  not  there,  that 
the  centre  ofgravily  was  not  indicated. 

Me.  SAMUDA  said,  a  piece  of  lead 
might  accurately  represent  the  result  of 
all  the  weights  in  the  ship,  if  the  effect 
of  all  the  weights  in  the  ship,  when 
taken  collectively,  resulted  in  the  same 
effect  on  the  ship  as  the  piece  of  lead 
referred  to  in  the  position  it  was  placed  ; 
and  that  was  what  was  intended  to  be 
done,  the  simple  question  being  whether 
it  was  done  nghtly.  No  doubt,  it  was 
intended  that  the  model  should  be  correct, 
and,  if  it  were,  the  result  was  correct  as 
far  as  the  model  was  concerned. 

LoED  ESUNGTGN  said,  there  was 
an  important  question  of  fact,  about 
which  the  two  highest  authorities  were 
in  conflict,  and  they  ought  to  be  brought 
face  to  face,  because  the  construction  of 
our  future  fighting  ships  was  involved. 
The  Ajax  and  the  AgamemtKm  were 
being  built  on  the  same  principle,  and 
a  second  Agamemnon  was  in  view. 
When  a  controversy  of  this  kind  had 
arisen,  and  had  been  fomented  by  corre- 
spondence in  the  newspapers,  it  was 
due  to  the  public  who  paid  for  the  shipb 
and  thems^TOs,  and  it  would  strengthen 
the  hands  of  the  Oovemment  itself,  if 
some  further  mode  was  devised  for 
ascertaining  the  rights  and  wrongs  of 
this  question.  Suppose  it  should  turn 
out  aiterwards  that  the  Admiralty  were 
in  error ;  the  Gk>vemmont  which  refused 
inquiry  would  be  placed  in  a  very  awk- 
ward position. 
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tlie  vessel  itself,  bb  to  the  stabi^  o^ 
the  citadel,  in  the  event  of  the  woodei 
portions  of  the  ship  being  shot  awmj. 


Mr.  RYLAND8  said,  the  question 
was,  whether  the  Admiralty  was  to  be 
regarded  as  infallible ;  and  it  had  made 
too  many  mistakes  in  the  past  for  that 
conclusion  to  be  accepted.  Wooden 
line-of-battle  ships  were  added  to  the 
Navy,  and  millions  expended  upon  them, 
after  their  uselessness  had  been  estab- 
lished.   

Mb.  D.  JENKINS  was  reminded  by 
this  controversy  of  the  discussion  as  to 
the  construction  of  the  Captain ;  and  he 
thought  it  important  that  the  disputed 
calculations  should  be  cleared  up  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  House  and  the 
country. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  said,  that,  in  com- 
mon with  many  other  hon.  Members,  he 
had  seen  the  model  of  the  InflexihU  ex- 
hibited in  London,  and  while  he  ac- 
quitted the  Admiralty  of  any  intention 
to  mislead,  he  contended  that  that  model 
was  utterly  useless  for  the  purpose  for 
which  it  had  been  intended,  inasmuch 
as  it  gave  the  uninitiated  no  clear  idea 
of  the  principle  on  which  the  ship  was 
constructed.  In  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dockyards  he  had  seen  another  model, 
much  more  carefully  and  elaborately 
worked  out,  and  showing  the  principle 
on  which  the  vessel  was  defended.  From 
that  model  it  appeared  that  the  head 
and  stem — in  other  words,  the  un- 
armoured  parts  of  the  ship— could  not 
be  struck  by  a  shot  in  a  vital  place  un- 
less the  shot  struck  the  ship  six  feet 
under  water.  [Mr.  Eeed  intimated  dis- 
sent.] K  that  was  a  mistake,  then  the 
model  had  been  constructed  under  a 
total  misapprehension  of  the  facts  of  the 
case.  It  was  desirable  that  an  early  op- 
portunity should  be  given  for  a  discus- 
sion of  the  question.  Whether  a  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed,  or  some 
other  course  should  be  taken,  he  did  not 
pretend  to  say,  but  certainly  not  one 
moment  should  be  lost  in  enabling  the 
House  and  the  country  to  come  to  a 
distinct  conclusion  as  to  whether  the 
doubts  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Pembroke  Boroughs  with  regard  to 
the  stability  of  the  vessel's  powers  of 
defence  were  or  were  not  well  founded. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  supported  the  pro- 
posal for  a  Committee,  and  was  of 
opinion  that  there  were  hon.  Members 
of  the  House  competent  to  examine 
witnesses  and  to  report  on  the  subject. 
The  primary  difference  of  opinion  had 
reference  not  so  much  to  the  stability  of 


Captain  PIM,  in  rising  to  move — 

"  That  it  is  inexpedient  to  build  aor  wan 
yessds  of  the  '  Aeamemnon '  cIam  untu  Aai 
type  has  been  tried,  and  that  the  mooejpro- 
poeed  to  be  voted  for  such  pnipote  be  ezpeoM 
in  building  a  Teesel  of  war,  with  fab  an! 
power,  capable  of  cruising  and  hlofkading 
under  sail  alone,  but  able  to  steam  when  neoei- 
sary  300  miles  in  24  hours,  with  a  ooal  aopply 
for  seven  days,  and  with  an  azmameot  finnit 
ing  of  one  armour  mercing  gun  of  the  loogvl 
range,  as  weU  as  Shrapnel  and  Oatling  g«t 
and  torpedo  apparatus," 

said,  that,  if  in  Order,  he  wished  to  add 
the  following  words  to  his  Reeolution  :— 
"  and  that  a  Select  Committee  be  a|»- 
pointed  to  enquire  into  the  whole  qike*- 
tion." 

Mb.  speaker  informed  the  boa. 
and  gallant  Member  that  the  Motion  lor 
a  Select  Committee  could  not  be  put,  as 
Notice  had  not  been  eiren  of  it,  and 
the  other  part  of  the  Motion  affirmed  a 
distinct  proposition. 

Captain  JPIM  said,  in  that  case,  he 
would  confine  his  remarks  to  the  MoCiob 
before  the  House.    A  great  deal  had 
lately  been  said   in    the  public  I^ess 
about  the  InJUxihle   and  her   class  of 
vessels,  and  hon.  Members  had  beea 
invited  to  inspect  the  model  of  the  ^ 
flexihU  at  the  Admiralty.     He,  for  one, 
went  to  have  a  look  at  her  and  would  teD 
the  House  what  he  saw.    The  offiosl  ia 
charge  offered  to  fill  both  ends  to  shov 
her  buoyancy ;  but  he  said  that  thatwu 
unnecessary,  as  the  chances  were  that 
only  one  end  would  be  riddled  at  a  time. 
The  fore  part  only  was  then  fiUed  tt 
his  request ;  but  when  he  (Captain  Pim} 
proposed  to  touch  the  model,  the  official 
interposed,  and  said  that  if  he  did  to 
the  model  would  capsize.    That  proT«d 
to    be    the  case,   for  the    moment  he 
touched  her  she  turned  turtle,  and  wai 
only  saved  from  going  to  the  bottom  bj 
the  quickness  of   the  man  in  cfaai^; 
and  he  was  confident  that  if  the  /s/tf- 
ihU  was  at  all  like  the  model  she  wtmld 
go  to  the  bottom  in  a  similar  manner. 
He  thought  it  would  be  a  monstrooi 
thing  to  send  a  crew  to  sea  in  sock  a 
craft.    He  would  just  give  the  House  a 
description  of  the  InflexihU,    The  J|a- 
memnon  and  Ajax  were  vessels  of  the 
same  type,   only    smaller,    being  only 
280  feet  in  length,  by  66  feet  MM, 
with  a  displacement  of  8,492  tons,  alM 
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astimmted  ooet  of  £350,000  each ;  while 
the  InjUxibU  would  cost  about  £500,000, 
her  length  820  feet  by  75  feet  beam, 
with  a  displaoement  of  11,406  tons. 
Her  aides  at  the  midship  section  or 
citadel  were  42  inches  thick,  including 
24  inches  of  armour,  the  bottom  was 
flat,  the  outer  skin  plating  from  the 
armaor  shelf  to  the  keel  was  composed 
of  ordinaiT  ship  plates  f  ths  of  an  inch 
thick,  doubled  over  30  feet  of  the  bow. 
This  skin  plating  was  rivetted  to  the 
frames  which  were  formed    of   ^-inch 

S.tee,  3  feet  6  inches  deep  at  the  keel. 
ej  tapered  gradually  as  they  rose. 
The  angle  irons  securing  these  frames 
to  the  akin  were  weeS:.  The  inner 
bottom  rivetted  on  to  the  inner  edge  of 
theee  frames  was  composed  of  7-16ths 
of  an  inch  plates  amidsnips  and  f -inch 
plates  at  bow  and  stem.  This  thin, 
weak  bottom  had  to  support  3,150  tons 
of  armour,  the  heavy  boilers,  machineiy, 
guns,  anchors,  cables,  and  stores  carried 
by  the  ship,  and  how  any  naval  archi- 
tect could  <»11  such  a  contriyance  a  ship 
he  was  at  a  loss  to  oonceive.  He  did 
not  wish  to  press  his  opinion  alone  upon 
the  House,  but  would  quote  that  of 
Admiral  Sir  Thomas  Symonds,  at  pre- 
sent the  Gommander-in-Chief  at  Ports- 
moath,  whose  great  experience  no  one 
could  doubt,  in  answer  to  Question 
1,158,  before  the  Committee  of  Designs 
of  Ships  of  War,  he  said — 

'*  I  thoold  be  a£nud  to  go  at  any  great  speed 
at  •»  vith  them  (the  i)eva*tation  class) ;  I 
Uilnlc  they  are  too  low.  I  am  afraid  of  the  low, 
froe^boarded  ships.  I  have  seen  very  heavy 
nas  and  know  no  Umit  to  their  power."  Qaes- 
tioo  1,159 — *'  If  steaming  you  are  obliged  to  go 
St  a  certain  speed,  or  you  drown  yourseliT" 
Qaattion  1,161 — "  I  think  it  depends  upon  the 
ship  bowlf  being  of  a  proper  height,  whether 
ibe  is  smothered  or  not  by  the  sea.**  Qoestion 
1,16S— **  All  I  know  is  that  so  fur  as  I  am  m^- 
siU  eoQoemad,  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  be  in 
OMof  those  vessels."  Question  1,167— '*Ihave 
Bo  aifection  for  thoee  low,  free-boarded  vessels. 
I  am  positively  afraid  of  them." 

He  thought  he  had  said  enough  to  show 
that  it  was  inexpedient  to  build  any 
Okore  ressels  of  such  a  useless  type  as 
the  InJUxihU  or  Divaitaiionf  or  any  of 
ths  class.  They  were  worthless  as  coast 
dsfeaden,  and  for  distant  service  out  of 
tke  qaesdosL  With  respect  to  the  other 
pttt  of  hit  Motion,  he  could  only  say 
that  two  gunboats  such  as  described  in 
tliat  Motion,  properly  handled,  would 
imtocj  any  inm-clad  in  the  world.  Why 


the  Admiralty  persisted  in  building  these 
large,  costly,  unwieldy,  and  eauly  de- 
structible vessels  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
understand,  especially  when  some  20 
gunboats  such  as  described  could  be 
built  for  the  price  of  one  InJUxible, 
Every  sailor  knew  what  smaU  craft 
could  do;  their  value  was  traditional 
in  the  Service  from  the  earliest  times. 
What  did  our  small,  light,  nimble  ships 
do  against  the  Spanish  Armada,  and 
every  reader  of  naval  history  must  re- 
member the  action  of  the  Fan-Fan  and 
Spy  gunboats  against  De  Witt's  large 
flag-ship.  In  fact,  he  did  not  believe 
that  there  could  be  the  smallest  diffi- 
culty in  finding  plenty  of  officers  in  the 
Navy  who,  with  a  couple  of  gunboats 
would  make  short  work  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ship  Inflexible  and  any  of  her 
class.  He  would  not  press  his  Motion 
to  a  division ;  but  he  did  trust  the  Ad- 
miralty would  take  to  heart  the  facts  he 
had  mentioned. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*4t  is  inexpedient  to  build  anv  more  vessels  of 
the  'Agamemnon'  class  until  that  t}^  has 
been  tried,  and  that  the  money  proposed  to  be 
voted  for  such  purpose  be  expended  in  building 
a  vessel  of  war  with  full  sail  power,  capable  of 
cruising  and  blockading  under  sail  alone,  but 
able  to  steam  when  necessary  300  miles  in  24 
hours,  with  a  coal  supply  for  7  days,  and  with 
an  armament  consisting  of  one  armour  piercing 
gun  of  the  longest  range,  as  well  as  Shrapn^ 
and  Gatling  g^uns  and  torpedo  apparatus,"-^ 
{Captain  Fim,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Mb.  E.  J.  EEED  said,  he  was  glad  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gravesend 
could  not  move  for  a  Select  Committee, 
because,  horn  the  moment  the  Govern- 
ment undertook  to  produce  the  Papers 
showing  the  gprounds  on  which  they  were 
led  to  place  reliance  on  the  Inflexible,  it 
was,  in  his  opinion,  desirable  that  no 
further  steps  m  the  matter  should  be 
taken  until  those  Papers  should  have 
been  duly  considered  and  the  facts  of 
the  case  were  fully  before  the  House. 
He  was  glad  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber had  brought  the  question  before 
the  House.  Personally,  he  (Mr.  Beed) 
had  painful  experience  of  the  penalties 
one  had  to  undergo  for  bringing  ques- 
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tions  of  this  kind  before  the  attention  of 
Parliament.    In  this  case,  it  was  clear, 
after  what  had  fallen  from  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  that  he  (Mr.  Beed)  was 
about  to  be  exposed  to  the  penalty  of 
haying  his  professional  ch6u*acter  placed 
in  jeopardy  because  of  the  statements  he 
had  made  as  to  the  stability  of  the  In- 
flexihle.     He  could  not  help,  at  the  same 
time,  observing  that  it  was  very  easy  in 
those  cases  to  cherish  and  act  upon  a 
false  confidence.     The  hon.  Oentleman 
the    Secretary  to    the    Admiralty  had 
taunted  him  (Mr.  Reed)  with  the  mis- 
takes he  had  committed  when  in  office ; 
and  in  connection  with  the  point,  he 
would  ask  the  permission  of  the  House 
to  advert  to  a  single  fact — ^he  did  so  in 
no  spirit  of  retaliation—and  that  was, 
that  during  recent  times  we  had  a  ship 
which  had  capsized  from  want  of  stabi- 
lity, and  that  one,  at  any  rate,  of  the 
officers  who  were  responsible  for  the  /n- 
fl^xihUy  and  who  were  said  to  be  superior 
in  authority  to  himself,  had  prepared  a 
Eeport  on  the  stability  of  the  Captain^ 
in  which  it  was  stated  that  she  would  be 
safe,  even  when  her  ends  had  been  fully 
penetrated ;  yet  a  few  days  after  that  the 
Captain  capsized,   and   600  men  were 
lost.    That  was  his  reason  for  speaking 
of  the  Inflexible,  and,  notwithstanding 
these  attacks,  he  should  still  press  for 
inquiiy,  for  he  had  no  personal  object  to 
serve.   All  he  wanted  was  that  the  truth 
might  be  known,  and  he  would  with- 
draw all  he  had  said,  if  the  Admiralty 
Papers  did  not  bear  out  his  assertions. 
As  for  the  Amendment,  he  could  not  feel 
that  they  were  in  a  satisfactory  position, 
because  they  had  had  no  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  proper  kind  of  ship  to  be 
built,  and  had  passed  a  Vote  which  in- 
volved the  construction  of  another  large 
ship  of  a  kind  the  safety  and  utility  of 
which   had    been    called    in   question. 
The  Government,  he  thought,  had  been 
rather  high-handed  in  the  matter,  and 
they  should  have  given  more  attention 
to  the  whole  question.     He  much  de- 
plored the  attitude  they  had  taken,  and 
was  sure  that  the  construction  of  small 
ships  instead  of  large  ones  would  be 
publicly  urged.    They  had  better  re- 
consider that  question,  and  not  put  the 
House  of  Commons  in  such  a  position 
that  they  would  be  debarred  firom  dis- 
cussing the  question  for  another  year. 
At  any  rate,  a  Select  Committee  nuRht 
have  been  appointed ;  for,  though  he  did 

Mir.  E.  J.  Reed 
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not  doubt  the  oompetence  of  tha  Aim- 
ralty  Board,  its  members  were  aU  at  the 
head  of  dejpartments,  and  oould  sot  gin 
up  their  time  to  the  matter.  The  Go* 
vemment,  in  his  opinion,  ought  to  re- 
consider Uie  subject,  or  the  Hoose  woald 
next  year  take  it  into  its  own  hands. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  that  the  hm. 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Goozify) 
had  already  asked  for  a  Select  Gbn- 
mittee ;  but  he  did  not  know  to  wiiat 
decision  the  Qovemment  had  eome.  H^ 
considered  the  matter  one  of  yerj  great 
importance,  and  now  that  it  had  Dea 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Hook, 
the  House  was  bound  to  have  it 
thoroughly  investigated. 

Abiobal  EOEETON,  while  ha  ^ 
proved  of  a  full  inquiry  into  the  subjeel, 
was  yet  of  opinion  that  the  Hotioii  wae 
one  the  House  oould  not  adopt,  as  it  dic- 
tated to  the  Admiralty  not  only  what  it 
should  not  do,  but  what  it  should  do. 
By  so  doing  they  would  be  taking  Um* 
responsibility  from  the  Admiraltj,  aad 
doing  a  very  unwise  thing.  The  qM»- 
tion  really  was  one  of  fiEU^,  which  oogkt 
to  admit  of  eainr  settlement,  aad  ke 
hoped  that,  oonsidering  the  veiy  geD«il 
alfurm  as  to  the  stability  of  the  ikif, 
there  would  be  an  inquiir  into  the  sfeila 
of  the  case.  Instead  of  refening  th9 
matter  to  a  Committee  of  the  House,  he 
would  refer  it  to  a  Committee  of  sews- 
tific  men. 

Me.  T.  BEASSEY  fully  agreed  with 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Pembroke  (Mr.  Beed),  that  no  Piilia- 
mentary  action  could  be  taken  till  the 
promised  Papers  were  on  the  Tihk 
Those  Papers,  he  was  sure,  would  aoi 
satisfy  the  coimtir,  unless  they  cob- 
tainea  an  indepenaent  Beport  spoor- 
ing the  design  of  the  ship.  The  aitos- 
tion  was  unprecedented  in  the  hiitaty  of 
naval  construction,  that  an  issae  abw 
be  raised  between  two  equally  emisint 
naval  architects,  so  that,  on  their  dit- 
agreement,  nothing  but  indepeodflot 
authority  would  satisfy  the  ovtMk 
world.  The  countnr  would  probsbl; 
insist  on  having  independent  opuaioB, 
and  the  organization  of  the  Admtitky 
could  not  be  perfect  if  the  eminsota* 
who  dedgnea  ships  were  also  tka  *b 
judges  of  thdr  merits.  HevaiyvaA 
wished  that  the  dnigr  ^  iattialiar  ^ 
signs  and  their  fiMl  ^jpKmdwttiri 
altogether  is  '^  ^^4fr    XiW 

very  gratefr  *^«l«l* 
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Pembroke  fbr  urging  upon  the  GK>yem- 
i&ent  the  necessity  for  re-oonsidering  the 
dimenaiom  of  our  ships  of  war.  The 
torpedo  and  the  ram  being  now  acknow- 
ledged to  be  the  most  destructive  wea- 
pons of  naval  warfare,  it  seemed  most 
abeurd  to  put  all  our  eggs  into  one 
bmoket. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUHB  said,  he  could  not  help  feeling 
that  the  House  was  discussing  the  ques- 
tion under  a  double  disadvantage.    In 
the  first  place,  his  riffht  hon.  Friend  the 
Fint  Lord  of  the  Admiraltj  was  unfor- 
tunately absent;    and,   in    the   second 
place,    the    Papers    which    had    been 
ordered,    prepared,    and    which    were 
naeHj,  if  not  quite,  ready,  had  not  yet 
been   distributed  amongst  hon.   Mem- 
ber*.    However,  there  were  one  or  two 
obaervations  which  it  was  possible  for 
hifnaelf  \o  make,  although  he  was  really 
ignorant  of  the  details  of  this  question. 
He  would  state  at  once  that  he  could 
not  adopt  the  suggestion  thrown  out  by 
his  hon.  and  ga&ant  Friend  (Captain 
Pirn),   and  which  he  would  have  em* 
bodied  in  his  Amendment  if  it  had  been 
within  the  Bules  of  the  House  to  do  so 
without  Notice — namely,  to  refer  this 
question  to  a  Select  Committee.     The 
Qovenunent  would  have  a  strong  and 
decided  objection  to  take  that  course; 
and  he  thought  that,  on  reflection,  the 
House  would  itself  feel  that  that  was 
not  the  way  in  which  such  matters  should 
be  dealt  with.    In  point  of  fact,  they 
proceeded  on  the  principle  of  entrusting 
to  a  Department  of  the  Government  the 
doty  of  constructing  vessels,  and  if  the 
House  appointed  a  Select  Committee, 
however    distinguished    its     Members 
Slight  be,  to  examine  and  report  on, 
and  either  confirm  or  overthrow,  the 
decisions  of  that  Department,  they  would 
VMken  uid  dertroy  the  reaponaibUity 
which  at  present  attached  to  the  Admi- 
ralty on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
sad  take  on  tnemselves  a  responsibility 
lor  which  the  House  were  hardlv  pre- 
parwL      On  these  matters  they  had  a 
right  to  call  the  Government  to  account 
if  a&jrthin^  went  wrong ;  and  they  would 
difRve  themselves   Si  that    right  by 
prttinr  their  iwiprim^ur  on  the  action 
iC  a  Cbnmittee.     On  the  other  hand, 
A^  voeld  rabject  the  Public  Service  to 
^Hft  iaaonvenienoe  by  an  inquiry  oon- 
PBiaA  lir  pewons  who,  however  distin- 
I  M  not  possess  the  advan- 
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tage  which  a  Government  Department 
would  have  in  conducting  it.  Now,  it 
was  undoubtedly  the  function  of  the 
House  to  criticize  the  proceedings  of  the 
Gt)vemment,  and  when  a  Gentleman 
of  the  fi;reat  experience  and  high  pro- 
fessional standine  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Pembroke  caUed  attention  to  such  a 
subject  as  this,  it  was  obviously  the  duty 
of  the  Government  carefully  to  consider 
the  observations  he  made.  He  could 
say,  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  that 
while,  on  the  one  hand,  he  thought  it 
absolutely  impossible  to  agree  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee,  it 
would,  on  the  other,  be  quite  right  ikdX 
they  should  consider  among  themselves 
the  observations  that  had  been  made. 
The  matter  should  receive  the  careful 
consideration  of  the  Government.  What 
steps  they  mi&^ht  think  it  right  to  take 
after  they  had  fully  considered  it,  he 
could  hardly  venture  at  the  present 
moment  to  foretell ;  but  they  were  fully 
sensible  of  the  g^eat  responsibility  that 
rested  on  them,  and,  whatever  was  done, 
there  would  be  no  deficiency  on  their 
part  as  regarded  an  earnest  desire  to 
take  the  right  course. 

Mb.  NOEWOOD,  while  agreeing  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  it  was 
impossible  to  discuss  the  question  with 
advantage  in  the  absence  of  the  promised 
Papers,  was  strongly  of  opinion  that  it 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
It  was  a  most  important  matter  from 
every  point  of  view  in  which  it  might 
be  regarded.  The  question  had  been 
raised  in  a  most  deliberate  and  direct 
manner,  and  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr.  £eed), 
whether  correct  or  not,  could  not  be 
ignored.  The  House  was  not  compe- 
tent to  pronounce  an  opinion  without 
further  information ;  but  the  allegations 
having  been  made  deliberately,  and 
without  any  reservation  whatever,  it  was 
their    bounden    duty  to  ascertain    the 

Sounds  on  which  the  charge  rested, 
e  admitted  that  it  would  be  difficult 
to  find  among  the  Members  of  the  House 
a  sufficient  number  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
possessed  of  scientific,  or  professional 
Knowledge  in  respect  to  shipbuilding  to 
form  a  Committee ;  but  they  could  easily 
obtain  a  Committee  by  the  addition  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  of  plain  common  sense 
who  would  be  able  to  form  a  sound 
opinion  upon  the  evidenoQ  which  might 
be  offered  to  them« 
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Mb.  BENTINCK  believed  that  all 
these  doubts  and  discussions  arose  horn 
the  circumstance  that  neither  the  House 
nor  the.  country  had  confidence  in  the 
Board  of  Admiralty.  For  himself,  he 
regarded  the  present  constitution  of  that 
Board  as  a  practical  absurdity.  If  they 
had  any  confidence  in  its  construction, 
these  doubts  and  discussions  would  not 
arise.  He  went  further  than  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hastings  (Mr.  Brassey)  as 
to  the  absurdity  of  putting  all  our  eggs 
in  one  basket.  He  maintained  that  a 
man-of-war  which  coidd  not  be  handled 
and  make  her  passage  to  any  part  of  the 
world  under  canvas  and  independently 
of  her  machinery  was  not  an  available 
ship  in  time  of  war.  His  strong  con- 
viction was,  looking  to  the  aspect  of 
European  affairs  and  the  present  posi- 
tion of  the  British  Navy,  that,  so  far  as 
they  knew  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  the  view  of  augmenting  the 
strength  of  the  Navy — they  were  not 
equal  to  the  exigencies  and  requirements 
of  the  country. 

Mb.  SAMTJDA  said,  he  had  great 
sympathy  especially  with  the  first  part 
of  the  Motion  now  before  the  House 
for  suspending  the  building  of  ships  of 
the  Inflexible  type.  When  it  was  pro- 
posed originally  to  build  the  Inflexible 
he  stated  the  opinion  he  then  held — ^that 
it  was  altogether  a  retrograde  movement 
and  a  very  g^at  mistake.  To  that  opi- 
nion he  still  adhered,  whether  the  ques- 
tion of  stability  was  right  or  wrong. 
From  the  beginning,  our  object  had 
been,  in  the  construction  of  our  iron- 
clads to  cover  the  whole  water-line  with 
armour.  But  the  Committee  of  Desigpi 
thought  fit  to  propose  to  do  away  with 
side  armour,  and  build  up  a  central 
citadel ;  and  when  that  desigpi  was  ac- 
cepted by  the  Admiralty,  a  great  step 
backward  had  been  taken  in  the  con- 
struction of  our  iron-clads.  It  was  a 
radical  mistake.  He  believed  the  best 
thing  that  could  now  be  done  with  the 
Inflexible  would  be  to  get  rid  of  the  900 
tons  of  coal  she  was  constructed  to  carry 
in  her  unarmoured  ends  and  substitute 
900  tons  of  armour,  with  which  her  two 
ends  should  be  protected.  He  would 
strongly  press  on  the  (Government  the 
necessity  of  not  committing  themselves 
to  the  building  of  a  new  ship  of  the 
Inflexible  class  at  present. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  hear  from  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  it  wm 
not  intended  to  have  a  GommiMion  to 
consider  the  condition  of  the  ImflexAh, 
In  regard   to  the  particular  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Pem- 
broke (Mr.  BeedV  he  thought  not  only 
that  it  would  be  improper  to  bmld  other 
vessels  on  the  plan  of  the  InfUxthU^  b«t 
that  the  construction  of  that  ship  heraelf 
should  not  be  proceeded  with  until  n 
inquiry  had  shown  that  she  ^ommttd 
sufficient  stability  and  buoyancy.     1m 
his  opinion  a  Committee  of  that  Hoqm 
was  the  proper  authority  to  examina 
into  this  question,  as  they  had  already 
voted  £500,000  for  this  ship,  and  vvt 
now  asked  to  vote  sums  for  constroctinfr 
other  vessels  of  a  similar  chamcter,  and 
which  might  possess  similar  defects.    It 
would,  however,  be  unfair  to  the  Admi- 
ralty for  hon.  Members  to  disoiui  tius 
subject  and  to  take  a  division  wi^toot 
having  before  them  those  Papers  wfaidi 
it  was  necessary  to  see  before  they  cam« 
to  a  definite  decision  on  the  subject 

Mb.  BYLANDS  remarked  that  any- 
one who  searched  the  records  of  tb« 
House  for  the  last  80  or  40  years  would 
find  that  most  important  questions  re- 
lating to  the  adnunistration  of  pahho 
Departments  used  formeriy  to  be  re- 
ferred to  Committees  of  the  Honte. 
Questions  of  administration  ought  to  b« 
referred  to  Select  Committees,  in  order 
that  the  House  might  keep  its  hcAd  on 
the  various  important  mittten  which 
from  time  to  time  came  before  it.  Lat- 
terly, however,  we  had  been  driftix^  ta 
a  totally  opposite  direction,  and  maaj 
questions,  instead  of  being  refemd  to 
Select  Committees  of  that  House,  were 
considered  by  Departmental  Committees, 
in  which  permanent  servants  of  thB 
Crown  occupied  leading  poaitionfl.  If 
the  House  wished  to  control  the  0<P|^' 
diture  of  the  country,  it  moat  not  iBov 
the  inquiries  to  pass  out  of  its  huids 
into  those  of  the  servants  of  the  Cnnrn 
engaged  in  the  great  spending  Depsrt- 
ments.  He  ap^aled  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  give  them  two  ti- 
surances — first,  that  no  step  diouM  be 
taken  with  regard  to  the  new  Agamem- 
non until  next  year ;  and,  seoondly,  thtt 
he  would  re-consider  his  dedsioo  coa* 
coming  the  Inflexible, 

Captain  PkICE  joined  in  the  q>pMl 
which  so  many  hon.  Members  had  mm 
to  the  Government  to  institute  some  ia- 
quiry  into  the  Inflexible.    HeoouUsot 


913       The MediUrran$<m  Fleets    {July  6,  1877) 


Bmka  Bay, 


914 


«ae  any  harm  in  such  an  inqoiiy.  In- 
deed, ne  believed  g^at  good,  generally 
■peaking,  would  result  from  it,  both  as 
regarded  the  stability  and  rolling  of 
their  iron-clad  fleet.  They  were  now 
aastxred  that  the  model  of  the  InJUxihle 
had  not  been  made  for  the  occasion ;  and 
it  was  desirable  that  it  shoiild  be  ascer- 
tained whether  it  was  made  as  models 
Qsaall  J  are,  and  whether  a  perfect  model 
erer  was  made  for  such  purposes.  The 
building  of  vessels  like  the  InJUxihle 
ongfat  to  be  stopped  until  the  matter 
bad  been  investigated,  and  if  the  Amend- 
ment was  pressed  to  a  division  he  should 
vote  for  it. 

Sib  ANDBEW  LU8K  said,  they 
were  asked  to  appoint  a  Committee,  be- 
cause the  experts  did  not  agree.  In  his 
experience  as  a  magistrate  he  had  never 
known  two  scientific  experts  to  agree, 
and  he  always  found  that  he  was  left  to 
draw  the  best  conclusions  he  could  from 
the  rival  evidence.  He  did  not  think 
the  House  ought  to  be  caUed  upon  to 
undo  the  work  of  years,  simply  because 
a  difference  of  opinion  between  pro- 
fessional men  occurred  upon  one  par- 
ticolar  point.  The  responsibility  was 
with  the  Admiralty,  and  it  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  remain  there. 

Ma.  MAO  IYER  said,  he  could  ima- 
gine no  good  coming  from  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee ;  but  as  public 
interest  had  been  so  much  aroused  on 
this  matter,  he  thought  it  woidd  be  an 
excellent  thing  when  the  Inflexible  was 
completed  that  the  hon.  It^mber  for 
Pembroke  should  have  the  opportunity 
of  capsizing  the  ship  if  he  oomd. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,''  put. 

THE    MEDITERRANEAN    FLEET— 
BESIKA  BAY.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Ma.  OOURLET,  who  had  the  foUow- 
ing  Notice  on  the  Paper : — 

**  To  call  attention  to  the  &ot  of  the  Hediter- 
nomn  Flcjci  hiring  been  ordered  to  Bedkm 
Bay,  «ad  to  mqoire  of  Her  Hajefty't  Oovem- 
a«ii  the  namee  and  type  of  inipa,  and  why 
th*T  have  been  eent  there  in  place  of  to  Egy^t ; 
m,  farther,  to  inqnire  the  number  and  deecnp* 
tioB  of  ihipe  oompoaing  the  Channel  and  North 
&••  Sqnadroos,  and  nature  of  the  manaearrea  in 
vUch  it  is  iatendad  to  exerdae  the  officert  and 
a«  d  the  atTcral  eqiiadrofia,** 

torn  to  address  the  Chair,  when 


Mb.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  was  out  of  Order,  inasmuch  as  he 
had  abroad  J  spoken  on  the  Question  that 
he  do  leave  tne  Chair. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  as 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  GK)urlej)  was  out 
of  Order,  he  wished  to  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  making  a  few  observations  upon 
the  question.  The  House  had  been  for 
three  hours  and  a-half  discussing  the 
question  of  the  construction  of  ships  of 
war ;  hut  what  he  wanted  to  know  was, 
what  these  ships  were  for?  Before 
voting  money  to  be  expended  on  the 
Navy,  he  thought  it  as  well  to  know 
what  the  Government  intended  doing 
with  the  ships.  He  should  like  to  know 
why,  in  this  crisis  of  affairs,  the  Oovem- 
ment  had  thought  it  ri^ht  to  alarm 
Europe  by  ordering  the  Fleet  to  Besika 
Bav  r  He  thought  it  would  have  been 
well  if,  before  aoingthat,  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  the  House  a  little  more 
into  its  confidence.  [Admiral  Sir  Wil- 
LiAH  Edmonstonb  :  No,  no !  ]  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  said  **  No ; '' 
but,  perhaps,  he  would  admit  that  there 
was  at  least  some  argument  on  the  other 
side.  He  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  was  not 
one  of  those  who  had  been  very  hostile 
to  the  past  policy  of  the  GK)vemment ; 
indeed,  he  had  separated  himself  from 
many  of  his  hon.  Friends  on  that  point. 
He  honestly  confessed  he  had  seen  very 
little  to  fina  fault  with  in  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  conducted  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  country.  When  he  saw 
the  Blue  Book  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session,  he  felt  that  there  was 
nothing  shown  in  those  Papers  which  he 
should  wish  to  find  faiilt  with.  Indeed, 
he  felt  that  the  Opposition  oould  not 
make  out  a  case  against  the  Oovern- 
ment.  As  matters  went  on,  the  House 
and  the  country  had  become  more  and 
more  re-assured — a  result  to  which  the 
recent  speeches  of  Lord  Salisburr,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  greatly  contributed.  Nothing, 
indeed,  oould  have  been  better  than  the 
speech  of  Lord  Salisbury,  in  which  he 
warned  the  country  not  to  fight  against 
a  nightmare,  and  in  which  he  sought  to 
dissipate  the  absurd  notion  of  those  who 
were  frightened  by  the  progress  of 
Bussia,  by  advising  them  to  consult  a 
large  map.  After  that  speech,  he  felt 
more  than  ever  re-assured,  and  his  con- 
fidence in  the  Government  had  become 
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greater  than  it  had  been  before.  Well, 
after  all  that  had  taken  place,  he 
thought  it  was  a  most  unfortunate  time 
to  arouse  new  anxiety  by  the  removal  of 
the  Fleet,  eyen  for  better  anchorage,  to 
Besika  Bay.  He  was  alarmed  chiefly 
for  this  reason — that  the  movements  of 
the  Fleet  had  been  the  weak  part  of  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  Government  all 
along.  When  last  year  they  sent  it  to 
Besika  Bay,  they  took  credit  for  the  step 
being  supposed  to  be  an  indication  that 
they  were  favourable  to  the  cause  of  the 
Turks;  but  the  countiy  was  much  re- 
lieved by  the  assurance  of  Lord  Derby, 
in  answer  to  a  deputation,  that  it  had 
been  despatched  there  solely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  protecting  the  Christian  popula- 
tion. What,  however,  happened  later 
on  ?  The  Fleet  was  ordered  away  from 
Besika  Bay  by  Lord  Salisbury  during 
the  progress  of  the  Conference,  in  order 
that  the  Turks  might  not  by  its  presence 
be  induced  to  place  undue  rehanoe  on 
the  assistance  of  England,  so  that  there 
were  three  versions  given  at  the  time  to 
account  for  the  position  of  the  Fleet. 
That  being  so,  mere  might  be  some 
other  reason  now  for  its  having  been  or- 
dered to  Besika  Bay  besides  that  which 
had  been  assigned.  It  was,  it  appeared, 
sent  there  now,  because  Besika  ^ay  was 
a  better  place  for  anchorage  than  where 
it  was  stationed  a  few  weeks  ago.  But 
even  so,  it  was,  he  thought,  an  unfor- 
tunate proceeding  on  the  part  of  the 
GK)vemment  to  order  it  there,  because 
in  the  present  disturbed  state  of  Europe 
it  was  most  dangerous  to  do  anything 
which  might  be  misinterpreted,  and  be- 
cause it  would  produce  the  impression 
that  something  more  was  meant  by  the 
step  than  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer seemed  to  imply.  It  might  be  sup- 
posed, as  it  seemed  to  him,  that  it  was 
a  hint,  or  a  warning,  or  a  threat  to  one 
or  other  of  the  contending  Powers.  His 
opinion  was,  that  if  we  were  to  attempt 
anythine  of  that  sort  we  might,  in  spite 
of  ourselves,  become  parties  to  some  ex- 
tent in  the  conflict  now  going  on.  But 
it  was  said  that  the  Government  had  no 
regard  in  the  course  which  they  pursued 
in  reference  to  the  Eastern  wieistion  to 
anything  but  British  interests.  Well, 
British  interests  were  the  interests  of 
justice  and  freedom  and  humanity  all 
over  the  world;  and  if  it  was  not  for 
the  purpose  of  protecting  interests  of 
that  kind,  it  was,  he  could  not  help 
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thinking,  a  great  pity  that  the  Timet  had 
been  moved  at  all,  especially  ii^  as  s 
consequence,  great  uneasiness  wv 
created.  He  had  deemed  it  right 
speaking  for  nobody  but  himself,  to 
make  these  few  remarks,  and  althoock 
he  did  not  wish  the  Chanoellor  of  ne 
Exchequer  to  reply  to  them,  should  h# 
think  that  to  do  so  would  not  be  oonds- 
cive  to  the  interests  of  peace,  he  ooold 
not  refrain  from  expressing  his  rsj^nc 
at  what  had  occurred.  In  conftlnsKwi. 
he  would  merely  express  a  hope  that 
the  Oovemment  would  adhere  to  a 
policy  of  strict  neutrality,  which  he  be- 
lieved to  be  the  wisest  for  the  ooontzy, 
and  the  best  calculated  to  secure  the  ap- 
probation of  thepeople.  

Thb  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  Sir,  I  am  afraid  frtnn  one  r»- 
mark  which  fell  from  the  hon.  Barcx&vt 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  that  the  answer  which  I  gave 
a  little  while  ago  may  have  been  misua- 
derstood.  I  think  he  spoke  of  my 
having  given  as  a  reason  why  the  flset 
has  been  sent  to  Besika,  that  it  affimlsd 
good  anchorage.  I  did  not,  however* 
say  anything  about  good  anchongss. 
I  said  that  me  reason  why  it  was  sent 
there  was,  that  the  situation  is  a  ooavs- 
nient  and  central  one  for  the  purpose  of 
communication  between  our  Ambaassdor 
at  the  Porte  on  the  one  hand,  and  thi 
British  Government  at  home  on  the 
other.  I  am  sorry,  I  may  add,  that  it 
should  be  supposed  that  there  ii  toj- 
thin^  in  that  answer,  or  in  the  scdoo 
wnidi  the  Government  have  taken, 
which  should  be  open  to  such  an  obser- 
vation as  the  hon.  JBaronet  made  about 
alarming  Eorop^  by  a  step  which  might 
be  taken  as  a  hint,  or  a  warning,  or  t 
threat,  by  either  of  the  parties  to  the 
war.  That,  it  appears  to  me,  is  a  ? ei; 
unnecessary  construction  to  put  upon 
the  course  which  we  have  adopted.  It 
would  not,  I  think,  be  convenient  at  thi* 
present  moment  to  enter  into  a  genenl 
discussion  of  our  foreign  policy.  I 
would,  however,  say  this  much-*We 
spent  a  fortnight  a  few  weeks  ago  io 
discussing  fuUy  the  position  of  afltin 
and  explaining  the  policy  of  the  Goren- 
ment,  and  we  have  since  laid  on  the 
Table  despatches  in  which  that  polioj  ii 
set  forth  in  the  most  distinct  maniMr  is 
communications  of  a  diplomatio  chsaD- 
ter.  There  is,  tiierefore,  no  need  aov 
for  further  explanation  in  the 
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Nobody  who  reads  those  despatches 
owef alljr,  and  also  the  language  used  by 
Mmiflters  in  the  course  of  the  debate  to 
wluoli  I  have  just  referred,  can,  it  seems 
to  me,  refuse  to  admit  at  least  this — that 
we  h«re  stated  our  Tiews  and  intenticms 
^iritla^  as  much  clearness  and  minuteness 
mm  Hjm  erer  been  done  in  any  diplomatic 
despatches  with  respect  to  tho  war  which 
is  now  going  on.  Wi^  regard  to  the 
wmr  BOW  going  on,  our  policy  has  been 
to  maintain  the  principle  of  strict  neu- 
trality. We  hare  also  said  that  we  will 
take  due  cognizance  of  ^e  maintenance 
and  protection  of  British  interests.  We 
have  gone  even  beyond  the  enunciation 
of  the  doctrine,  which  might  be  looked 
upon  as  a  tnusnu  of  regsra  for  British 
interests,  by  specifying,  with  a  detail  for 
wlkich  I  find  no  precedent  in  similar 
cirsimistaiices,  the  particular  points 
which  we  oonsidered  those  interests  to 
embrace.  In  discharging  the  duty 
whieh  rests  upon  us  we  haTe,  I  be- 
lierre,  been  supported  by  the  confidence 
of  the  oountiy.  I  do  not  think  it  would 
•emre  any  good  purpose  now  to  enter 
into  a  generial  debate  on  this  question, 
and  I  nope,  therefore,  the  House  will 
allow  us,  after  the  long  discussion  we 
hare  had,  to  go  into  Oommittee. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
0fr00d  U» 


SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 
SuFTLT — eomidered  in  Oonmiittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 
(1.)  £193,890,  Admiralty  Office. 

(20  £207,900.  Coast  Ghiard  Serrice 
and  Koyal  Naral  Beserres,  &c. 

Lord  ESLENOTON  took  occamon, 
while  regretting  the  absence  of  the  right 
hon<  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  and  its  cause,  to  express  his 
dinatiafaction  with  the  present  state  of 
the  Naral  Bosorve,  observing  that  he 
did  not  beliere  it  was  placed  upon  such 
a  footing  that  we  could  rely  on  it  in  a 
case  of  sudden  emergency.  The  subject, 
bad,howeTer,he  admitted,  receiTed  more 
attention  firom  the  present  Head  of  the 
Admiralty  than^firom  any  of  his  Prede- 
in  offioe/  and,  as  he  was  not  able 


to  be  in  the  House,  he  would  content 
himself  with  giving  Notice  that  he  would 
bring  the  question  before  the  House  on 
a  future  occasion. 

SiE  ANDEEW  LUSK  nursued  a 
similar  course.  He  had  much  to  notice 
about  the  Naval  Eeserve;  but  as  the 
First  Lord's  illness,  which  they  all  so 
much  regretted,  prevented  his  attend- 
ance, he  would  say  no  more  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  would  like,  however,  to  know 
the  present  number  ? 

Mr,  a.  F.  EOEBTON  said,  the  num- 
ber of  the  Naval  Besarve  was  17,217,  of 
whom  a  little  over  13,000  were  in  the 
First  Olass. 

Oapxaik  PIM  said,  that  he  had  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper  to  move  the  reduc- 
tion of  die  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £151,700, 
being  the  amount  to  be  devoted  for  pro- 
vidi^  for  17,000  men  of  that  Force,  but 
diat  ne  would  npt  press  his  Motion  to  a 
division  in  the  abscmoe  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
although  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  explain 
his  reasons  for  wishing  to  move  the  re- 
duoticm  of  the  Vote.  In  the  first  place, 
the  Boyid  Naval  Beserve  existea  only 
(m  paper,  every  available  British  sea* 
man  was  enrolled,  uid  the  total  number 
reached,  say,  18,000  men,  as  shown  in 
the  Beport  of  the  Admiral  lately  in 
command  of  that  contingent,  in  the  fol- 
lowing words : — 

''It  would  appear  that  we  possen  naariy  all 
the  A.B.'8.  in  the  Mercantile  Marine  that  oom- 

Sly  with  the  oonditiona  laid  down.  The  number 
oatfl  between  12,000  and  13,000  men,  and  the 
entries  about  keep  pace  with  the  diflchargea.** 

Now,  what  did  this  mean  ?  Why,  that 
in  the  British  Mercantile  Marine,  which 
con^sted  of  some  25,000  ships  and 
200,000  men,  at  least,  there  were  only 
18,000  real  British  seamen  employed, 
the  rest  being  foreigners  and  riff-raff  of 
the  worst  description.  In  the  event  of 
war,  the  Mercantile  Marine  would  be 
almost  of  as  much  importance  to  the 
nation  as  the  Boval  Navy,  and  must  be 
largely  employed  to  lay  out  coal  for  our 
war-ships,  and  bringback  grain  for  our 
own  consumption.  The  foreign  element 
in  the  crews  could  not  be  depended 
upon,  and  therefore  the  Oovemment 
dared  not  take  any  of  these  18,000  men 
out  of  the  merchant  ships  in  wliich  they 
were  serving.  Practically,  for  this  reason, 
there  was  no  Naval  Beserve,  and  to 
^end  mon^  upon  it  under  this  condi- 
tion of  afikirs  was  a  sheer  waste.    Our 
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so-oalled  Eojal  Naval  Eeserre  was  a 
sham  and  a  delusion. 

Mb.  T.  BEASSEY  expressed  approval 
of  the  course  taken  by  the  Admiralty  in 
encouraging  the  committees  of  training 
ships  in  their  efforts  to  prepare  boys  for 
the  Navy.  With  reganl  to  the  Naval 
Artillery  Volunteers,  he  hoped  that 
whenever  a  complete  brigade  of  them 
should  have  been  formed,  the  Admiralty 
would  entertain  the  question  of  increasing 
the  very  small  emoluments  of  the  officers 
instructing  the  brigade. 

Captain  PEICE  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther there  were  any  stokers  in  the  Naval 
Eeserve  ?  He  had  understood  that  there 
were  none,  and  he  thought  that  the 
question  was  important.  It  was,  as  he 
knew,  constantly  the  practice  to  send 
men  from  the  deck  to  act  as  stokers,  and 
that  was  obviously  not  the  proper  way 
of  supplying  a  deficiency.  Their  duties 
were  most  important,  and  required  close 
attention  to  make  Uiem  efficient.  He 
would  like  to  mention  the  seamen  of  the 
Marine  Pensioners'  Eeserve.  That  Ee- 
serve had  recently  been  started,  in  order 
that  younger  men  might  not  be  lost 
sight  of,  and  various  inducements  were 
offered  them ;  but  there  was  a  large 
class  of  men,  such  as  artificers  and  police, 
who  could  not  avail  themselves  of  that 
Eeserve,  and  he  wished  to  know  whether 
they  could  not  be  in  any  way  organized. 
They  deserved  to  be  regarded  as  worthy 
of  notice. 

Mb.  GOUELEY  said,  he  thought  it 
desirable  that  the  men  of  the  Eoyal 
Naval  Eeserve  should  be  brought  to- 
gether, say,  at  certain  points  of  the 
coast,  and  accustomed  to  drill  and-  tho- 
rough experience  in  the  duties  which 
they  mignt  be  called  upon  to  perform. 
What  was  wanted  was  a  system  under 
which  4,000  or  5,000  men  could  be  sent 
out  for  practice  once  a-year,  instead  of 
as  at  present  by  driblets ;  and  he  trusted 
that  the  Admiralty  woiild  call  out  the 
men  for  that  purpose,  and  for  inspec- 
tion.   

Mb.  mac  IVEE  approved  of  the 
training  of  boys  for  the  Naval  Service. 
He  could  not  agree  as  to  the  sufficiency 
of  the  Mercantile  Marine  to  furnish  the 
Naval  Eeserve,  as  there  were  not  so 
man^  able  seamen  in  the  Mercantile 
Marine  as  there  should  be. 

Mb.  OOSCHEN  hoped  the  Oovem- 
ment  would  not  embark  on  any  new 
system  of  Eeserve  as  regarded  artificers 

Captain  Pirn 


and  stokers,  who  occupied  a  dilEeral 
position  from  that  of  the  seamen.  TIm 
whole  Efystem  of  Eeserve  was  that  ti 
drilling  men  and  preparing  them  i& 
times  of  peace  for  the  duties  they  would 
have  to  oischarge  in  times  of  war,  and 
its  object  was  that  the  authorities  migitt 
be  able  to  lay  their  hands  on  ^e  iii€ft 
when  they  were  wanted ;  but  it  was  one 
thing  to  have  a  Eeserve  of  men  whose 
duties  were  of  a  special  kind  and  another 
to  maintain  a  class  of  ordinazy  artificers 
whose  duties  were  alwavs  the  same,  and 
who  required  no  speciai  drilL  The  Go- 
vernment, then,  would  merely  throw 
money  away  if  it  adopted  that  scheme. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  was  very  sorry  to 
hear  the  account  of  the  Naval  Bewifs 
as  given  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  (}ravesend ;  but  he  believed  tht 
tendency  of  modem  appliances  wis  to 
reduce  the  number  of  men  required. 
Whatever  arrangements  were  mads  fir 
a  Naval  Eeserve,  they  must  contemplsts 
that  they  could  not  put  them  on  board 
the  Fleet  without  g^reat  inoonveniecoe  to 
the  trade  of  the  country. 

Captain  PDi  hoped  tiie  OovemmeBt 
would  encourage  the  Eoyal  Naval  Ar- 
tillery Volunteers,  by  which  means  thej 
would  soon  possess  a  real,  and  not  a 
sham,  Eoyal  Naval  Eeserve.  He  wodd 
undertake  to  raise  30,000  Naval  Vdoo- 
teers  within  a  twelvemonth,  really  effec- 
tive men,  always  on  the  spot,  and 
always  ready  for  service,  and  who  would 
cost  less  than  half  that  number  of  so- 
called  Eeserves,  not  one-tenth  of  whoa 
could  be  relied  upon  when  wanted.  In- 
stead of  the  useless  coast  defenders  we 
ought  to  have  light  draught  fast  gofi- 
boats,  armed  with  the  long^t  range  gont 
and  manned  by  the  Naval  Yolante«t 
stationed  round  our  coast.  The  nation 
would  then  be  not  only  efficiently  do* 
fended,  but  capable  of  taking  the  offen- 
sive in  any  part  of  the  world  on  the 
shortest  notice.  He  earnestly  hoped  thit 
the  Admiralty  would  give  attention  to 
this  deeply  important  subject.  It  wii 
impossible  to  speak  too  highly  of  tbe 
good  ^alities  oi  the  Eoyal  Naval  Ar- 
tillery Volunteers,  who,  instead  of  nnxn- 
beriuR  only  500  men,  ought,  and  essilj 
could  oe,  made  50  times  as  strong. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £109,002,  Bdentifio  Branoh. 
OAFTADr  PEICE  referred  to  the  Isrgt 
charge  for  clerks  at  Oreewioh  Ccdlege. 
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(4.)  £76,930,  Yietualling  Yards  at 
Some  and  Abroad. 

(5.)  £66,150,  Medical  Establishments 
at  Home  and  Abroad. 

(6.)  £21,316,  Marine  Divisions. 

(7.)  £78,010,  Medicines  and  Medical 
Storeay  Ac. 

(8.)  £8,147,  Martial  Law  and  Law 
Charges. 

(9.)  £130,134,  Misellaneous  Services. 

(10.)  £880,796,  Half-Pay,  Eesenred 
Half- Pay,  and  Betirement  to  Officers  of 
the  Navy  and  Boyal  Marines. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  a  tom,  not  exceeding  £759,940,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expense 
of  HiHtaxy  Pensions  and  Allowances,  which  will 
eome  in  oonne  of  pajnnent  during  the  year 
•n^ng  on  the  Slsi  day  of  March  1878." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum, 

(U.)  £279,981,  avil  Pensions  and 
Allowances. 

(12.)  £168,280,  Freight,  &c.  on  ao- 
ooont  of  the  Army  Department 

House  returned, 

Besolntions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
i^  next; 

Committee  to  sit  again  thte  day, 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 

Beeolutions  [2nd  and  5th  July]  re- 
perisd. 

First  Seven  Besolutions  agreed  to. 

Eighth  Besolution  read  a  second  time. 

Ma.  BOOBD,  in  moving  to  reduce 
the  Vote  by  £315,  said,  that  was  the 
smoont  of  one  year's  rent  of  manorial 
lights  over  Plumstead  Common,  due 
under  a  lease  minted  by  the  lords  of 
the  manor  to  me  War  I>epartment  in 
1873.  He  objected  to  that  lease,  because 
it  hindered  the  preservation  of  the  com- 
mon a«  an  open  space  for  the  enjoyment 
of  the  inhaoitants,  and  because  it  in- 
volred  a  waste  of  public  money.  After 
the  passing  of  the  Metropolitan  Com- 
mons Act  in  1866,  it  was  zbund  impos- 
to  proceed  by  a  scheme  under  that 


Act  on  account  of  litigation  which  was 
then  before  the  Courts.  This  was  settled 
in  1871  by  the  judgment  of  Lord  Chan- 
cellor Hatherley  in  favour  of  the  com- 
moners ;  but  shortly  afterwards,  on  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  endea- 
vouring to  promote  a  scheme  under  the 
Act,  they  found  the  lease  that  had  then 
just  been  taken  an  insuperable  obstacle, 
and  nothing  had  been  done  in  conse- 
quence up  to  the  present  time,  although 
it  was  understood  that  negotiations  were 
on  foot.  The  rights  of  the  lords  were 
of  no  value  whatever  to  the  War  De- 
partment, for  they  only  extended  to  the 
minerals  beneath,  and  not  to  the  surface 
of  the  common.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wanted  to  obtain  control  over 
the  surface  of  the  common,  he  must  ac- 
quire the  rights  of  the  commoners.  He 
might  say  there  were  no  commoners ;  but 
that  was  disposed  of  by  the  judgment 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  1871,  from 
which  he  (Mr.  Boord)  read  extracts 
showing  that  the  existence  of  a  body  of 
commoners  was  abundantly  proved. 
Their  number  was  immaterial — one  was 
as  g^ood  as  100  for  the  purpose.  It  was 
not  worth  while  to  demonstrate  the  ne- 
cessity for  preserving  open  spaces  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  tne  metropolis,  that 
was  a  subject  all  were  ag^reed  upon.  In 
years  gone  by,  it  was  nrobablv  possible 
for  the  military  and  tne  public  to  use 
the  common  simultaneously;  but  now, 
owing  to  the  increased  weight  of  artil- 
lery, the  ground  was  so  cut  up  that  in 
winter  it  was  a  sea  of  mud,  and  in  simi- 
mer  a  waste  of  dust  and  sand.  If,  as 
he  had  understood  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  a  former  occasion  to  contend, 
he  had  a  prescriptive  right  of  user  of 
the  common  for  military  purposes,  of 
what  possible  use  could  the  lease  be  to 
him?  The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded 
by  moving  the  reduction  of  the  Vote. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  seconded 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
**  £2,986,000."  in  order  to  insert 
*'  £2,985,685,"— (i/r.  ^oorrf,)— instead 
thereof. 

Me.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
could  not  see  what  particular  interest 
the  constituents  of  his  hon.  Friend  had 
in  this  matter.  The  real  fact  was  that 
his  Predecessors  had  been  advised  that 
it  would  be  an  advantage  to  them  to 
have  the  rights  of  the  lord  of  the  manor, 
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and  80  he  had  taken  a  lease  of  them, 
jufit  as  the  Goyemment  had  done  at 
Aldershot,  Strensall,  and  other  places 
where  they  exercised  troops.  If  the 
commoners  had  anjriehts,  let  them  take 
measures  to  establiBh  them ;  but,  hitherto, 
any  attempts  of  that  kind  which  had 
been  made  had  been  scouted  out  of 
Court.  He  hoped  the  House,  therefore, 
would  support  what  had  been  done  in 
Committee.  He  was  only  acting  in  the 
pubHo  interest  in  what  he  had  done,  and 
when  his  hon.  Friend  asked  what  Rood 
would  it  do  him  to  take  a  lease  of  the 
rights  of  the  lords  of  the  manor,  his 
answer  was,  that  his  legal  advisers  told 
him  it  would  do  him  good.  An  attempt 
had  been  made  to  inv^date  those  rights, 
but  it  had  failed. 

Question  put,  "That  '£2,986,000' 
stand  part  of  the  Besolution." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  146 ;  Noes 
59 :  Majority  87.— (Div.  List,  No.  224.) 

And  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven 
of  the  dock,  further  Proceeding  stood 
adjourned  till  this  day. 

And  it  being  five  minutes  to  Seven  of 
the  dock,  House  suspended  its  Sitting. 


House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of 
the  dock. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 


(< 


THE  ROBERTS  COURT  MARTIAL. 
MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDBS8S. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  Beport  upon  tne  Table 
of  this  House  on  the  proceedings  in  the 
Court  Martial  on  Captain  Roberts,  94th 
Begiment,  and  to  move — 

*<That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  that,  in  view  of  the  cir- 
cumstances  disclosed  upon  the  proceedings,  She 
Mrill  be  pleased  to  reinstate  Captain  Roborts  in 
his  rank  in  the  Army," 

said,  the  case  placed  the  discipline  and 
the  administration  of  the  Army  in  a 
very  unpleasant  light,  and  it  had  at- 
tracted considerable  attention,  not  only 
among  military   men,  but  among  the 
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publio  at  large.    Having  had  his  aitab* 
tion  drawn  to  it,  he  had  on  diAnal 
occasions  put  Questions  in  tliat  Hovae  to 
the  right  non.  Gentleman  the  Secretazr 
of  State  for  War ;  and  on  lookine  ba^ 
to  his  replies,  the  right  hon.  Gentleaiaa, 
he  (Mr.  Jenkins}  thought,  must  enter- 
tain some  resentment  at  having   been 
made  the  instrument  of  equivocal  state- 
ments.    He  had  never   seen    Captain 
Roberts,  and  he  had  taken  up  this  mat- 
ter entirely  upon  public  grounds.     The 
case  was  a  serious  one  for  all  parties 
concerned;  it  affected  the  right  of  aa 
individual  to    receive  justice,  and  the 
House  was  the  proper  tribunal  to  eoo- 
sider  it.    Captam    Eoberts    had    been 
dismissed  from  the  Service  on  the  gitmnd 
that  he  was  un£t  to  associate  with  gen* 
tlemen,  while  an  issue  was  raised  dis- 
tinctly, though  he  submitted,  improperij, 
by  the  Deputy  Judge  Advocate  G^enl 
in  his  charge  to  the  court  martial  as  to 
the  character    and   reputation   of  hii 
commanding  officer.    Tnere  wore  ample 
precedents  for  the  course  he  was  ihm 
taking.    Last  Session   a   similar  esse 
had  been  brought  before  the  House  by 
a  then  Conservative  Member  who  wis 
now  a  most  distinguished  Judge.    Cap- 
tain  Boberts  was  an  officer  who  had 
served  his  country  for  20  years  with 
distinction,  and  when  in  the  92nd  BiA^ 
landers  he  was  decorated  with  the  Li- 
dian  medaL     Having  gone  on  half-^j 
in  consequence  of  the  imiees  of  his  mih, 
he  was  subsequently  appointed  to  a  c^ 
taincy    in  the    9iih    Begiment.    Tbai 
occurred  on  the  30th  December,  1874, 
and  as  it  was  alleged  that  fo^  the  tixat 
he  interfered  with  and  stopped  the  pro- 
motion of  subalterns  in  me  regiment, 
he  would  not  be  looked  upon  as  a  very 
welcome  addition.    It  was  during  the 
stay  of  the    regiment  at  Belfast  that 
this  officer  of  20  years'   service,  deoe* 
rated  with  the  Indian  medal,  and  agaiait 
whom  from  first  to  last  not  a  singis 
atom  of  evidence  could  be  adduced,  wu 
subjected  to  a  course  of  treatment  at  tk* 
hands  of  a  combination  of  his  superior 
officers  which  at  length  drove  him— or, 
at  all  events,  induced  him — ^to  apply  tat 
leave  to  retire.    He  wrote  a  Memoras* 
dum    embodying   his    grievances,  sad 
committed  it  to  a  friend,  without  gi^uic 
him  permission  to  use  it  in  any  offiosi 
way,  and  simply   for   the  pnrpose  of 
getting  his  opinion  as  to  the  steps  bs 
ought  to  take  in  the  matter.    The  Me- 
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SMVttadnm  was  handed  by  the  gentle- 
man to  whom  he  had  Bent  it  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ennia  (Mr.  Staopoole),  who 
coBsnlted  with  the  Members  for  Glare 
(Lord    Franda    Conyngham    and    Sir 
Oolmaa  CPLoghlen).      These  laid  their 
beads  together,  and  resolved  to  go  to 
the   Military   Seoretaiy  at  the  Horse 
Golds,  and  make  some  representations 
to  him  in  reference  to  the  case,  based 
upon  the  documents,  in  Captain  Tloberts' 
£ftToar.     They  did  not  deposit  the  paper 
in  the  War  Office,  but  in  consequence 
of  ststements  alleged  to  be  contained  in 
the  doonments   Captain    Eoberts  was 
plaeed  nnder  arrest.    A  court  martial 
waa  held,  and  he  (Mr.  Jenkins)  had  to 
reflect  rather  strongly  on  the  manner  in 
which  officers  and  g^tlemen  considered 
it  prc^per  to  give  eridence  in  courts  of 
that  sort.    !nie  evidence  showed  that 
Captain  Roberts  gave  no  authority  to 
send  the  document  to  the  Military  Se- 
cretary;  that  his  friend  gave  no  such 
authority;   and  it  was  ra^er  hard  on 
him    that,   in    these    circumstances,  it 
•honld  have  been  so  forwarded,  although 
it  miffht  be  in  accordance  with  militioy 
theonea  of  righteousness.    The  Articles 
of  War  were  apparently  not  considered 
•o  binding  in  the  Army  as  wasgenerally 
supposed.    The  Articles  of  Wax  made 
vroriaion  fbr  an  officer  who  felt  aggrieved 
by  the  conduct  of  his  superior  officer 
forwarding  his  complaint  to  the  Com- 
inander*in-Ohief;  but  Captain  Boberts 
was  deterred  from  taking  that  course 
beeausehe  had  been  informed  that  on 
two  ooeasBOtts  other  officers  had  endea* 
^^oured  to  get  their  grievances  carried 
to  head-quarters,  and  had  failed.    That 
was  a  matter  which  demanded  inquiry 
oa  the  part  of  the  Horse  Chiards.    Then 
^ame  the  period  during  which  Captain 
Roberta  was  kept  in  custody.     He  was 
■meted  on  the  20th  of  April,  and  not 
brought  to  trial  until  the  27th  of  July, 
Although  frt>m  the  facility  with  which 
pAcera  might  have  been  obtained  both 
Hi  Belfkst  and  from  Dublin  fbr  the  pur- 
pose, he  might  have  been  brought  to 
trial  within  a  week.    That,  again,  was 
mt  in  aoeordanoe  with  the  i^cles  of 
Wsr,  which  said  that  an  officer  under 
■nest  should  be  tried  within  a  reaaon- 
kUe  time.     Captain  Boberts  was  not 
tritd  unto  68  days  after  his  arrest,  and 
tba<  waa  not  within  a  reasonable  time. 
What  waa  the  reason  for  this  long  de- 
tetioa?    He  believed  the  reason  was 


that  an  endeavour  might  be  made  to 
induce  Captain  Boberts  to  withdraw  the 
grave  imputations  which  he  had,  in  the 
"Memorandum"  he  had  signed,  brought 
against  his  commanding  officer.  A  letter 
was  written  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief  on  the  2drd  of 
May,  stating  that  ELis  Boyal  Highness 
was  aware  that  Captain  Boberts  had 
made  g^ve  charges  against  his  com- 
manding officer,  and  felt  bound  to  give 
him  an  opportunity  of  proving  those 
charges,  adding,  however,  that  on  con- 
sideration of  the  grave  consequences 
that  might  ensue,  if  Captain  Boberts 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  he  had 
made  the  charge  under  mistaken  im- 
pressions, he  was  at  liberty  to  make 
"  such  retractations  of  the  offensive  impu- 
tations as  might  enable  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  to  permit  him  to  retire  from  the 
Service."  How  could  any  officer,  having 
signed  a  Memorandiim  to  which  he  was 
prepared  to  adhere,  accede  to  such  a 
proposal  as  that?  The  first  statement 
of  importance  contained  in  the  Memo- 
randum was  this — **  I  was  relieved  from 
the  command  of  mv  company,  which 
was  in  perfect  order."  His  commanding 
officer.  Lord  John  Taylour,  had  exceeded 
his  authority  in  thus  summarily  reliev- 
ing an  officer  of  his  company  in  the  face 
of  the  fact  that  the  company  was  in 
perfect  order.  Had  the  company  not 
been  in  good  order  the  case  might  have 
been  different;  but,  as  matters  stood, 
there  was  no  excuse,  especially  in  time 
of  peace,  for  the  commanding  officer 
takmg  such  a  hasty  step  as  assuming  a 
right  to  dismiss  Captain  Boberts  from  a 
position  which  he  held  by  virtue  of  the 
Queen's  commission.  It  was  an  arbi- 
trary act,  and  calculated  to  make  Cap- 
tain Boberts  feel  that  he  was  made  the 
subject  of  injustice.  One  of  the  wit- 
nesses, Lieutenant  M'Kinlay,  who  had 
since  unfortunatelv  died  by  his  own 
hand,  took  over  tne  company,  and,  in 
doing  so,  certified  that  it  was  in  perfect 
order,  and  that  he  was  satisfied  with  the 
state  of  the  accoutrements,  ftc,  and 
although  he  gave  evidence  before  the 
court  martial  to  the  effect  that  they  were 
in  an  unsatisfactory  condition,  yet  it 
might  be  presumed  that  the  first  evi- 
dence in  the  shape  of  the  certificate  as 
to  fitness  and  order  was  correct,  espe- 
cially when  it  was  remembered  that  he 
had  admitted  that  as  senior  lieutenant 
he  had  a  chance  of  succeeding  Captain 


927 


TheSoherti 


(00MM0N8J 


Court  MariM. 


9SB 


Boberts.  The  eyidenoe  of  the  oom- 
xnanding  officer  was  denied  by  other 
witnesses  equally  credible.  Captain 
Boberts  was  accused  of  inefficiency^  and 
the  commanding  officer,  Lord  John 
Taylour,  said  that  he  did  not  know  his 
drill,  and  that  he  was  unable  to  give 
the  order  "Change  companies  fours 
about,"  until  he  was  told  by  his  ser- 
geant; but  he  (Mr.  Jenkins)  had  been 
informed  there  was  no  such  order  known 
in  the  drill  of  the  Army.  There  was, 
on  the  contrary,  eyidence  g^ven  before 
the  court  martial  that  Captain  Boberts 
was  by  no  means  deficient  in  intelli- 
gence, that  he  was  well  informed ;  but 
that,  on  the  other  hand,  he  had  a  dis- 
inclination to  improve  himself  in  profes- 
sional matters  such  as  rendered  his 
example  anything  but  beneficial  to 
young  officers.  Captain  Boberts  com- 
plained that  he,  an  officer  of  20  years' 
standing,  was  sent  for  80  or  90  days  to 
drill  three  times  a-day,  and  do  the 
goose  step  with  half-dad  recruits,  and 
in  conspicuous  places,  where  the  officers 
of  other  regiments  could  and  did  look 
on.  Lord  John  Taylour  admitted  that 
Captain  Boberts  was  sent  to  drill  for 
those  days  because  he  had  made  no 
progress  in  his  drill ;  but  he  denied  it 
was  with  half-clad  recruits,  although  he 
admitted  it  was  in  the  last  squad.  In 
reference  to  this.  Major  General  Bell, 
commanding  officer  of  the  district, 
stated  that  he  had  been  34  years  in 
the  service,  and  he  had  never  seen  an 
officer  at  drill  with  recruits;  and  al- 
though Captain  Boberts  might  have 
been  rusty,  having  been  five  years  on 
half-pay,  it  was  a  military  indignity  that 
he  should  be,  by  direction  of  his  com- 
manding officer,  placed  on  drill  with 
recruits  for  80  or  90  days,  without  the 
protection  of  the  presence  of  a  supe- 
rior officer.  What  would  have  been 
the  feelings  of  any  hon.  Member  under 
the  circumstances  ?  Would  he  not  have 
felt  that  there  must  have  been  a 
motive  for  such  treatment,  and  would 
it  not  have  been  natuial  that  he 
should  have  given  expression  to  his 
feelings  ?  Li  addition  to  this  indignity, 
Captain  Boberts  was  ordered  to  attend 
all  courts  martial  as  a  supernumerary, 
which  was  like  sending  him  as  a  child 
to  school  to  learn  that  which  he  already 
knew.  The  consequence  was  he  was 
pointed  out  to  all  officers  as  a  man 
who  was  unfit  to  discharge  his  duty. 

Mr.  E.  Jfinkim 


Yet  there  was  evidence  that  ha  bad  % 
theoretical  knowledge  of  his  djMtjp  tat 
when  Lord  John  Taylour  was   aakcd 
what  was  the  reason  for  objecting  to  hii 
sitting  as  a  member  of  a  Court,  tli* 
answer  was  that  Captain  Boberts  did  not 
take    the  evidence  in  his  own    haad- 
writing ;  but  there  was  nothing  tmnsnal 
in  that,  for  the  evidenoe  was  generaDj 
taken  down,  not  by  the  Preaident  of  a 
regimental  court  martial,  but  by  a  tnb- 
altem  officer.    Captain  Boberts  had  ako. 
on  the  death  of  a  man  belonging  to  it, 
been  deprived  of  the  command  of  hk 
own  company — a  step  for  which  a  |v»- 
cedent  could  not  be  named,  and  imply- 
ing that  he  was  not  fit  to  take  100  me% 
through  the  streets  of  Belfast    When 
he  entered  the  regiment  he  had  leave  of 
absence,  which  was  afterwards  renewed, 
on  account  of  the  imminent  death  of  hit 
wife,  and,  although  he  had  four  mooths' 
leave  out  of  10,  it  was  not  imputed  that 
there  was  any  want  of  good  udth  abovt 
the  medical  certificate  relating  to  the 
wife's  condition.     Un.der  all  the  drcoiB- 
stances  it  was  not  surprising  that,  in 
the  written  statement.  Captain  Boberts 
should  have  spoken  of  unmsguised  hos- 
tility ;  and,  though  a  judicious  friend  at 
his  elbow  might  have  advised  him  sot 
to  put  such  conclusions  on  paper,  thef 
were  probably  no  stronger  than  anyons 
else  would  have  arrived  at  had  he  dmb 
exposed  to  similar  treatment.    The  wit- 
nesses who  had  failed  to  observe  any  of 
the  provocations  which  Captain  Bobflrti 
received  could  not  recollect  that  they 
were  present  on  the  occasions  when  it 
was  offered ;  but  it  was  shown  that  oa 
several  occasions  the  orderly-book  hsd 
been  snatched  out  of  his  hands,  and  he 
had  rushed  out  of  the  orderly-room,  ooo* 

Elaining  of  the  manner  in  which  he  lisd 
een  treated.  On  the  part  of  the  com- 
manding officer  there  must  have  bean  a 
certain  animus,  some  concealed  motiTB 
— his  treatment  of  Captain  Boberts  vai 
so  severe  and  degrading,  and  in  laj 
other  Army  of  Europe  it  would  haw 
compelled  him  to  give  ''  satisfactifflL^ 
Here  it  was  supposed  to  be  suffident  to 
go  to  head-quarters  for  justice,  andO^n 
tain  Boberts  was  dragged  there  in  sp& 
of  himself  through  me  error  of  a  Men- 
ber  of  Parliament.  Was  the  Hoiuft 
satisfied  with  the  result?  He  was  le- 
quitted  of  the  first  charge,  and  foond 
guilty  on  the  second,  framed  under  tbs 
105th  Article  of  War,  of  '*  making  bim 
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iaipatmtuma  on  the  oondoot  of  the  oom- 
aiandmy officer,"  with  a  reoommeiidation 
to  mmvatal  conmderatioa,  for  a  reaaon 
vUeli  amooited  to  aoquittal ;  for  a  man 
eoqM  woi  be  goflty  of  inaking  false  im- 
wrtatiopa  if  he  were  innocent,  as  he  was 
dsdarod  to  be,  (tf  wilful  malice  or  in- 
tsntiofial  fals^iood.  It  seemed  to  him 
thai  to  adyise  Her  Majesty  on  suoh  a 
fiadiBg  to  degrade  an  officer  was  a  very 
strong  preceding ;  and  he  had  thooght 
it  his  duly  ta  ask  the  House  to  j<nn  him 
in  aaking  Her  Msjesty  to  restore  this 
gsatleman  to  his  former  position,  in 
otdsr  that  jostice  might  be  done,  and 
that  Oaptain  Boberts  might  not  go  down 
to  his  grave  feeling  that  he  had  been 
dishonoured  b j  such  eharges  and  by  an 
imjnst  Terdict.  The  hon.  Oentleman 
eoDcloded  by  moving  for  the  Address  of 
whkh  he  had  gzren  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  ksTe  oat  from  the  wofd  "That"  to  the 
tad  of  Che  Qnettion,  in  order  to  tdd  the  words 
*aa  humble  Addreei  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jaitT,  fiiayuig  that,  in  Tiew  of  the  droumstenoei 
iwJoMd  upon  the  prooeedinge  of  the  Ck>iirt 
lUitial  opon  detain  Roberto,  She  will  be  gra- 
rwualj  pleaaed  to  reinstate  him  in  his  rank  in 
Che  Aimy/'~(irr.  Jtftrorrf  Jmkint,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Qnestioa proDoeed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

GsnaAX.  SHXTTE  said,  he  rose,  he 
nost  confBSs,  with  feelings  of  such  in- 
dignation at  the  attack  which  had  been 
made  npon  the  officers  of  the  EngHsh 
Anny,  tiiat  he  could  hardly  reply  with 
bsooming  coQlness.  The  officers  of  the 
Mth  Begiaont,  who  had  giTen  evidence 
st  this  court  martial^  had  been  virtually 
■wascd  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Jea^as)  of  want  of  truth  and  of 
kooov  and  of  everything  of  which 
British  officers  were  proud.  No  accusa- 
tion could  be  more  unfounded  or  unjust. 
It  was  only  within  the  last  three  days 
hs  had  read  the  proceedings  at  the 
eoart  martial,  and  the  reason  he  had 
Ml  saiiier  acquainted  himself  with  the 
nbjsct  was,  because  he  did  not  think 
tksi  House  a  proper  Gourt  of  Appeal  in 
tkase  matters.  [*'  Oh,  oh !  "1  It  was 
sot  it  to  be  a  Court  of  Appeal  on  mili- 
Uiy  qaastions ;  and  if  ita  authmity  in 
thssapasttj  were  reeogniied,  why  should 
sot  sfveiy  seiieaot,  corporal,  or  private 
ia  the  Amy  who  thought  he  had  a  griev- 
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ance  come  to  it  for  redress?  As  for 
the  case  itself,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
Captain  Eoberts  could  not  object  to  any 
part  of  the  treatment  he  had  received, 
though  he  mieht  well  wish  to  be  pre- 
served from  his  friends.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Ennis  (Mr.  Stacpoole),  in 
his  examination,  had  declined  to  say 
from  whom  he  had  received  the  incor- 
rect and  insubordinate  document  of  com- 
plaints, which  he  gave  to  the  military 
authorities,  alleging  that  he  had  not  the 
permission  of  the  person  from  whom  it 
had  come;  but  the  Court  had,  in  his 
opinion,  neglected  their  duty  in  not  in- 
sisting on  an  answer  to  the  question, 
for  under  the  Idth  clause  of  the  Mutiny 
Act  they  had  ample  power  to  enforce  it. 
Captain  Boberts  was  in  rather  a  hard 
position,  supposing  that  he  had  never 
given  the  document  to  be  used  as  it  was, 
and  naturally  he  might  have  supposed 
that  any  real  friend  in  whose  possession 
it  came  would  have  consulted  some  officer 
of  experience  as  to  the  expediency  of 
giving  it  to  the  Military  Secretary,  who 
would  have  known  that  to  give  it  to 
that  officer  at  the  Horse  Ouards  would 
be  simple  insanity.  That  was  the  most 
incom^ete  part  of  the  whole  story,  and 
an  answer  should  have  been  given  to  the 

Suestion  for  the  sake  of  both  parties, 
t  was  impossible  that  the  court  martial 
could  have  decided  otherwise  than  it  did, 
for  no  harsh  treatment,  whether  real 
or  imaginary,  could  be  accepted  as  an 
excuse  for  a  gross  breach  of  discipline ; 
but  he  agreed  with  the  general  recom- 
mendation to  mercy.  The  document 
which  had  been  mentioned  as  a  state- 
ment of  Captain  Boberts's  grievances 
was  too  monstrous  to  be  passed  over; 
and,  considering  that  it  contained  com- 
plaints of  ''an  organized  system  of 
persecution,"  of  ''  intemperate  and  in- 
sulting language,"  of  a  denial  of  the 
usual  leave,"  and  of  ''his  life  having 
been  made  intolerable  for  the  last  12 
months,"  he  could  only  say  that  no 
honest  friend  would  ever  have  let  it 
come  under  the  notice  of  the  authorities, 
unless,  which  was  not  the  case,  there 
were  positive  proof  that  all  the  accusa- 
tions it  contained  were  strictly  correct. 
But  with  respect  to  Captain  Boberts 
himself,  he  could  not  altogether  with- 
hold his  ^rmpatby,  as  when  he  was 
ordered  to  join  the  94th  he  had  been  20 
years  in  the  Service,  but  had  only  passed 
18  months  with  a  regiment.    He  might 
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fairly  ask,  then,  whether  it  was  just  and 
proper  to  send  as  captain  to  a  regiment 
a  man  who  had  never  had  more  than 
18  months  of  regimental  life  and  that 
in  time  of  the  Mutiny  in  India,  when 
there  were  few  opportunities  probahly 
of  learning  the  details  of  drill  ?  They 
had  it  from  the  colonel  and  two  majors 
of  the  regiment  that  he  was,  as  was 
only  natural  under  the  circumstances, 
utterly  ignorant  of  the  rudiments  of 
drill.  What  on  earth,  then,  was  the 
colonel  to  do?  He  could  not  very 
well  employ  a  company  of  formed  sol- 
diers in  marching  about  the  barrack 
yard  in  order  to  teach  an  officer  who 
knew  nothing.  The  colonel  of  the  regi- 
ment felt  that  the  best  course  was  to 
drill  that  officer  with  the  first  class  of 
the  recruits  without  arms.  He  (General 
Shute)  did  not  say  that  if  he  had  been 
the  colonel  he  would  have  done  the 
same;  but  it  was  a  great  trial  to  a 
colonel  to  have  in  his  regiment  an 
ignorant  captain  who  might  ruin  the 
simplest  movement  in  the  field,  and 
who  he  and  those  under  him  found 
it  impossible  to  teach — in  fact,  an  exem- 
plification of  the  vulgar  saying,  that  "you 
cannot  teach  an  old  dog  new  tricks." 
Throughout  the  whole  of  those  pro- 
ceedings there  was  not  an  instance  in 
which  the  colonel  was  proved  to  have 
been  either  intemperate  or  insulting 
towards  Captain  Eoberts.  It  was  al- 
leged that  the  colonel  had  snatched  the 
defaulters'  book  out  of  Captain  Eoberts's 
hand  in  the  orderly  room.  There  was 
no  proof  of  that ;  but  if  a  commanding 
officer  had  to  do  with  an  ignorant, 
stupid  officer  who  was  not  up  in  the 
interior  economy  of  his  company,  or 
his  troop,  and  was  very  slow  in 
finding  a  prisoner's  defaulters'  sheet, 
he  might  naturally  in  such  a  case 
take  the  book  out  of  his  hand  and 
look  at  it  himself.  Then  it  was  said 
that  Lord  John  Taylour  was  not  so  inti- 
mate and  so  on  with  Captain  Boberts  as 
with  some  of  the  other  officers  of  the 
regiment ;  but  though  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  colonel  to  be  courteous  to  all  his 
officers,  it  was  not  possible  that  he  could 
be  on  the  same  free  and  intimate  terms 
with  an  officer  who  knew  nothing  of  his 
duty  as  with  one  who  was  a  zealous, 
painstaking,  good  young  man,  com- 
petent in  his  duties.  Again,  he  asked, 
would  colonels  of  repiments  be  doing 
their  duty  to  the  puoHo  or  to  the  tax- 
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payers  if  they  retained  in  their  np* 
ments,  imless  they  could  not  bdp  it,  t 
man  who  was  totally  oseleas  aa  la 
officer?  A  commanding  officer  ahravi 
wished  a  funeral — ^when  100  men  wen 
marched  through  a  town  and  wen 
inspected  by  everybody — to  be  ooa- 
ducted  by  a  good  officer,  and  it  wai 
nothing  astonishing,  therefore,  if  Lord 
John  Taylour  did  not  employ  an  inoom- 

Eetent  officer  on  such  an  occasion.  For 
ims^,  he  agreed  with  the  cami 
martial,  and  he  maintained  that  Captaia 
Eoberts  was  not  justified  in  saying  that 
the  colonel  had  wished  to  get  rid  of 
him  in  order  to  give  a  step  of  promotioii 
in  the  regiment.  In  conclusion,  he  held 
that  if  the  proceedings  of  courts  marciil 
of  this  kind  were  liable  to  be  set  asd« 
by  political  influence,  insubordination  ta 
our  regiments  would  be  encouraged, 
and  that  our  Army  would  not  long  re- 
main what  it  had  hitherto  been,  pro- 
bably the  best  disciplined  in  Europe. 

Mb.  hop  wood  said,  the  hon.  tsd 
gallant  General  who  had  just  spokon 
had  partly  admitted  the  fact  that  Gtp- 
tain  Eoberts  had  not  been  treated  in  t 
manner  becoming  to  men  of  fair  min^ 
and  that  he  had  received  less  than  oom* 
mon  justice.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
Judge  Advocate  (General  would  say  that 
this  was  not  a  case  which  justified  th« 
expression  of  strong  language.  The 
House  of  Commons  was  a  Court  of  Appeal 
to  everyone  in  the  kingdom  who  had  bea 
wronged,  and  on  so  glaring  a  case  as  thif 
the  House  of  Commons  ought  not  to  be 
asked  to  speak  with  bated  breath.  He 
took  rather  a  lawyer's  view  of  the  caie. 
He  hoped  others  would  take  the  vier  «f 
human  freedom ;  and  if  there  wai  t 
wrong,  it  ought  to  be  heard  in  that  H<Ase 
without  any  fear  of  injury  being  done  to 
the  discipline  of  the  Army.  It  was  dear 
from  the  evidence  that  Captain  Boberti 
was  not  received  in  a  friendly  maoacr 
when  he  first  entered  the  regiment  He 
wrote  the  letter  to  which  i^erence  had 
been  made,  and  which  had  been  msde 
public  through  the  action  of  three  Mem- 
oers  of  Parliament.  It  miffht  not  bsft 
been  a  discreet  letter.  The  hon.  sad 
gallant  General  complained  of  ita  betof 
circulated ;  but  Captain  Eoberts  said  be 
was  not  responsible  for  that  whidi  tbe 
the  three  Members  of  Parliament  did, 
and  that  it  was  unreasonable  to  saj  be 
was.  He  (Mr.  Hopwood)  alao  Mid  it 
was  unreasonable,  and  few  meB|  usImi 
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tbflj  placed  the  diadpline  of  the  Army 
abore  all  riffht  and  juetioe,  would  say  it 
^aa  reasonable.    Then  as  to  the  find- 
ings of  the  court  martial.    It  acauitted 
Captain  Boberts  of  ^e  charge  that  he 
ha   had  made  wilfully  false  and  mali- 
cioua  statements  with  reference  to  the 
cokmeL  In  fact,  by  its  verdict  of  acquit- 
tal of  one  of  the  charffee,  it  affirmed  the 
truth  of  a  large  part  of  Captain  Eoberts's 
oornnlaint     against     his     commander. 
Could  any   one    doubt,  who  read  the 
facta  of  the  case,  that  Captain  Boberts 
had   been    subjected   to  an   organized 
mtam  of  annoyance?     The   evidence 
showed  that  most  clearly.     It  was  a 
praienoe  to  say  that  he  could  not  march 
a  company  through  a  town  properly. 
Any   volunteer  officer  could   do  that. 
Was  it  true  that ' '  his  life  was  intolerable 
and  his  position  insecure  ?  "    It  was  not 
necessary  that  the  court  martial  should 
express  an  opinion  upon  that,  but,  no 
do^bt,  his  life  was  intolerable.    There 
was  abundant  evidence  to  show  that  the 
gallant  gentleman   was  treated    in   a 
manner  which  was  unbecoming,  and  he 
appealed  to  the  House  to  express  in 
unmistakable  terms  its  opinion  of  such 
treatment,  and  to  say  that,  whether  in  the 
Army  or  elsewhere,  it  should  not  be 
tolerated. 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr. 
Jealdns)  had  brought  very  grave  charges, 
not  only  against  the  officers  of  Uie  94th 
He^uaent,  but  also  against  the  superior 
mihtary  authorities,  and  had  not  even 
spared  the  denartment  over  which  he 
had  an  humble  control.  But  if  the 
House  would  permit  him  to  adhere 
amply  to  the  matters  at  issue,  he  trusted 
he  would  in  a  short  time  be  able  to  show 
that  the  conduct  of  the  Government  or 
of  the  Horse  Guards  could  not  be  justly 
impugned.  In  spite  of  what  had  been 
■aid  on  the  other  side,  the  great  and 
primary  objection  to  a  Motion  of  that 
■ort  was,  that  it  constituted  an  appeal 
to  that  House  from  the  ordinary  legal 
tribunal  ["No!"flik?"Hear!"J  Hon. 
Members  said  "  No ; "  but  during  a  long 
Mriss  of  years  that  had  always  been 
the  opinion  of  high  authorities  in  that 
House.  Lord  Bussell  had  laid  down 
tins  principle  as  follows : — 


"What  I  vlrii  to  gmd  the  Hoom  scmiiict  ii 
^mmim^  aa  siitboritT  whioh  ii  properly  giren 
1*  eovta  asrtul  <A  this  coimtry  without  extra- 
mHuxj  aeoeenty  and  without  any  suffideiit 


reason,  bo  that  any  person  who  may  be  hereafter 
led  into  improper  conduct  which  may  expoee  him 
to  a  court  maitial  may  be  told  that  he  may  have 
the  whole  Question  re-opened  before  this  House, 
b^  whom  there  will  be  a  different  finding  and  a 
different  sentence,  not  acknowledged  by  the 
tribunal  which  had  formerly  tried  and  con- 
demned him.  Sir,  I  think  that  to  establish 
such  a  precedent  would  be  to  shake  the  discipline 
of  the  Army,  and  not  only  to  relax  obedience, 
but  to  make  all  officers  on  courts  martial  afraid 
to  do  their  duty  in  certain  cases  under  the  ap- 
prehension of  their  being  re- tried  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  House.*' 

Some  12  years  since  the  "  Simla"  court 
martial,  which  had  already  been  referred 
to,  but    which    was  distinguishable  in 
many  particulars  from  the  present  case, 
was  discussed  in  the  House,  and  on  that 
occasion  Lord  Hampton,  then  Secretary 
for  War,  and  his  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Badnor  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington)  and    General  Peel,  both  ex- 
Secretaries  for  War,  Sir  John  Karslake, 
and  other  high  authorities,  all  concurred 
in  the  view  of  Lord  Bussell's  which  had 
been  dted.    There  was  also  an  absolute 
objection  to  discussing  in  the  House  of 
(Commons  questions  which  depended  en- 
tirely upon  the  evidence  adduced  at  a 
legal  trial.    How  was  it  possible  that 
hon.  Members  generally  could  give  the 
time  and  attention  necessary  to  study 
and  master  evidence  taken  during  10  or 
12  days,  so  as  to  be  enabled  to  come  to 
a  just  decision  as  to  the  matters  at  issue  ? 
and  he  (Mr.  Bentinck)  protested  against 
the  course  taken  by  tne  hon.  Member 
for  Dundee,  who,  for  the  space  of  an 
hour,  had  read  isolated  portions  of  the 
evidence  without  the  context.    He  (Mr. 
Bentinck)  could  conceive  no  proceeding 
more  calculated  to  mislead  and  perplex 
the  judgment  of  the  House.    But  com- 
ing to  the  actual  merits  of  the  case  the 
main  points  were  these^first,  had  the 
law  been  fairly  and  eflBciently  adminis- 
tered ?  and,  secondly,  had  either  wrong 
or  injustice  been  done  to  Captain  Roberts  r 
Now  the  circumstances  antecedent  to  the 
court  martial  wore  these.   In  September, 
1875,  in  consequence  of  confidential  re- 
ports, the  Military  Secretary  wrote,  that 
His  Boyal   Highness  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  was  of  opinion  that  Captain 
Boberts'sremaining  intho94thBegiment 
would  be  of  no  advantage  to  the  Ser- 
vice, and  suggested  his  immediate  re- 
tirement. 

Oknebal  Sib  GEOBGE  BALFOUB 
rose  to  Order.  He  said,  documents  were 
being  referred  to  which  were  not  at  pre- 

2  H  2 


935 


The  Roherii 


(COMMONS) 


Court  MmrUa. 


Bent  before  the  Hoase,  and,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  quoted,  he  must 
produoe  them. 

Mr.  speaker  :  K  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  quoting  official  dociiments, 
it  is  no  doubt  the  practice  they  should 
be  laid  upon  the  Table. 

Me,  cavendish  BENTINCK  said, 
thej  were  already  printed  in  the  Ap- 
pendix to  the  Blue'Book. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
again  rose  to  Order,  and  said,  they  were 
not ;  and  he  wanted  a  promise  that  these 
documents,  now  they  had  been  quoted, 
should  be  produced. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  said, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  had  ad- 
mitted in  his  speech  all  that  he  desired 
to  say  on  this  subject. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
again  rose  to  Order,  amid  cries  of 
"Order!"  from  the  Ministerial  Benches. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  have  already 
stated  what  the  practice  of  the  House 
is,  and  having  made  that  statement,  I 
presume  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
having  quoted  official  documents  will 
lay  them  Defore  the  House. 

Mr.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK  was 
proceeding  to  say,  that  on  April  5 
Captain  Roberts  was  under  orders, 
when 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said  :  I  must  again  rise  to  Order.  \^Loud 
cries  of  **  Order ! "]  It  is  you  who  are 
calling  out  ''  Order "  that  are  in  dis- 
order, and  I  am  the  person  who  is  in 
Order.  

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  must  address  his  obser- 
vations to  the  Chair. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR: 
Then  I  address  myself  to  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  again  ask,  whether  these 
official  documents  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  ought  not 
to  be  produced^ 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  said,  the  commu- 
nication in  question  was  set  forth  in  the 
Papers  submitted  to  the  House. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  re- 
sumed by  saying  that  in  consequence  of 
these  and  other  Reports,  and  particu- 
larly a  Report  made  by  General  Bell, 
commanding  the  Belfast  district,  to  the 
effect  that  Captain  Roberts's  remaining 
in  the  94th  Regiment  was  not  desirable, 
and  that  he  to<^  no  interest  in  his  regi- 
ment or  duties,  and  occupied  the  plcu^e 
of  an  efficient  officer,  the  Horse  Guards 
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determined  that  Captain  Roberts's 
ment  by  sale  should  be  immediatriy  pr»> 
ceeded  with,  and  this  final  dedsiaa  ws 
communicated  to  Captain  Roberts  on  tb» 
5th  April,  1876.  Two  days  subeequentlT. 
and  on  the  7th  April,  the  docmacct 
which  had  been  referred  to  as  ''Csptein 
Roberts's  case,"  was  brought   to  tfa* 
Military  Secretary  by  three  Membsn 
of  Parliament,  the  noble  Lord  die  Mem- 
ber for  Clare  (Lord  Francis  ConTB^ 
ham),  the  right  hon.  and  leaned  Men- 
ber  for  Clare  (Sir  Colman  OTLof^tlea), 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Ennis  (Mr. 
Staopoole).     Now,  this  document  was 
broucrht  not  as  a  prirate  memorandno, 
but  for  a  pubHo  purpose,  and  it  wst, 
therefore,  in  eveiy  sense,  a  pubEe  docQ- 
ment,  and  a  libel  clearly  published,  bodi 
from  a  military  and  a  civu  point  of  new. 
Under  these  circumstances  the  MifitBij 
Secretary  had  no  altemattre,  by  reasoo 
of  the  accusations  which  the  docmnc&t 
contained,  but  to  act  as  he  did,  ebe  h« 
would  have  been  guilty  of  a  dear  negkcl 
of  duty,  and  when  such  scandab  wtre 
alleged,  have  been  liable  to  the  suspiekn 
of  shielding  Lord  John  Taylour.  A  tnsl 
by  court  martial  then  beoune  impstm- 
tiye ;  but  Captain  Roberts  had  no  grooad 
of  complaint ;  because,  before  HMwiiihTng 
the  court.  His  Royal  Hi^mess  gave  kin 
the    opportunity  of  retiring  from   ^ 
Army,  as  decided  on  April  4th,  on  re- 
tracting the  offensive  imputation  sgaisft 
his  commanding  officer;  axkd  he  (Hr. 
Bentinck)    desired    to    maintain   moit 
strongly  that  the  letter  of  His  Soyil 
Highness,  to  whieh  exception  had  bm 
taken,  was  not  only  intended  to  mtv 
Captain  Robeits,  but  was  most  kind  tid 
considerate  in  its  terms.     But  Csptaia 
Roberts  declined  the  proffered  assistaiioe, 
and  elected  to  stand  by  the  result  of  ^ 
court  martial,  which  thus  could  not  be 
avoided.    Well,  then  came  the  onsiCioB 
as  to  whether  the  prisoner  had  a  hot 
trial ;     and    could    anyone    donbt,  kf 
asked,  who  had  read  the  papers,  tbii 
that  question  must  be  answered  is  t^ 
affirmative        The  prisoner  was  food 
guilty  on  the  second  charge,  with  s  r»- 
commendation  to  mercy,  on  the  grondf 
stated.     It  became  his  (Mr.  BentiDck*!] 
clear  duty  to  advise  Her  Majesty  to  eoe- 
firm  the  sentence  upon  the  simple  grosod 
that  there  was  abundant  eridease  to  go 
to  what  may  be  termed   the  laititsiy 
jujT ;  but  he  was  bound,  in  canduu,  to 
add,  that^  in  his  opinion,  the  finding  of 
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xh»   court  martial  waa  right  and  jnst, 
mad  he  failed  to  see  how  they  could  have 
AzriTed  at  any  condusion  more  favour- 
able to  the  prisoner ;  who  also,  by  the 
ft^aoxiB  favour  of  Her  Majesty,  had, 
Dj  the  permission  g^ven  to  receive  the 
▼mine  of  his  commission,  obtained  the 
utmost  extent  of  mercy  which  could  be 
Aooorded  him,  compatible  with  his  non- 
retentum  in  the  Army.    The  late  hour 
would    not    permit  him  to  discuss   at 
len^;th  the  evidence  g^ven  in  the  case, 
even  assuming  he  was  bound  to  do  so, 
wluoh  he  contended  he  was  not ;  but  in 
ovder  that  the  House  might  know  the 
exact   truth    with  regard    to    Captain 
Boberts's  entire  unfitness  for  the  posi- 
taon  which  he  held  in  the  regiment,  he 
would  cite  the  evidence  of  that  most  dis- 
tinguished  officer,    General    Bell,  who 
oocmnanded  the  district,  and  who  was  a 
diaioterested  witness  in  every  particular. 
Maior  General  Bell  deposed  that  when 
he  inspected  the  94th  Kegiment,  on  the 
6th  and  7^  July,  1875,  Captain  Boberts 
was  quite  unacquainted  with  his  driU, 
and  that  he  reported  Captain  Boberts's 
inefficiency  to    the    Mihtaiy  Secretary 
and  to  the  Adjutant  General,  and  the 
result  of  his  Beport  was  that  His  Boyal 
^^g^"****    suggested   Captain   Boberts 
ahonld  retire  ;  that  the  Military  Secre- 
tary asked  his  (General  Bell's)  opinion 
as  to  the  advisability  of  Captain  Boberts 
remaining  in  the  Service,  and  he  replied 
that  Obtain  Boberts'sretirement  was  ne- 
ccassry  for  the  good  of  the  Service  ;  and 
on  cross-examination    by  the  prisoner, 
General  Bell  said  that  it  was  with  his 
knowledge  and  sanction    that  Captain 
Boberts  was  drilled  shoulder  to  shoulder 
with  last  joined  recruits  in  the  barrack 
square,  because  he  considered  him  un- 
acquainted with  drill ;  and  being  further 
asked  by  the  prisoner  whether  he  con- 
sidered it  just  that  he  (Captain  Boberts) 
should  have  been  deprived  of  the  pay- 
ment of  his  company,  because  he  was 
inefficient  at  his  drill.  General  Bell  re- 
plied that  he  was  deprived  of  his  com- 
pany because  his   commanding   officer 
had  reported  him  thoroughly  inefficient, 
he  considered  his  commanding  officer 
vae  right  in  doing  so.    The  officers  of 
the  regiment  gave  similar  testimony, 
and  he  (Mr.  Bentinck)  could  also  adduce 
much  evidence,  if  necessary,  of  a  similar 
purport*    Under  these  droumstanoes  he 
submitted  that  the  case  for  asldng  a  re- 
vinon  of  this  oourt  martial  had  entirely 


failed.  The  trial  disclosed  neither  ille- 
gality nor  injustice,  and  he  asked  the 
House  to  reject  a  Motion  which  had  no 
substantial  basis,  and  which  was  ex- 
pressed in  terms  unsupported  both  by 
rarliamentary  precedent  and  public 
policy. 

SiE  ALEXANDEB  GOBDON  said, 
he  did  not  know  Captain  Boberts,  and 
was  only  anxious  that  justice  should  be 
done  in  his  case.    He  had  gone  carefully 
through  it,  and  he  feared  from  what  was 
contained  in  the  Papers  that  a  series  of 
mistakes  had  been  committed  with  re- 
gard to  Captain  Boberts  from  the  very 
commencement.    He  had  requested  to 
see  Captain  Boberts's  commission,  and 
found  tnat  it  was  signed  by  His  Boyal 
Highness  the  Commander-in-Chief  and 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War.    They,  therefore, 
when  they  signed  it,  must  have  believed 
him  to  be  efficient;   and,   if  he  were 
inefficient,  it  was  a  mistake  to  put  him 
on  full  pay.    What  security  had  the  . 
House  that  such  commissions  were  *  not 
being  issued  every  year?     The  court 
mardal  had  in  effect  condemned  Lord 
John  Taylour  and  General  Bell.    It  was 
the  duty  of  the  House  to  look  after  the 
young  men  who  went  into  the  Army. 
He  md  not  ag^ee  with  the  terms  of 
the  Motion  of  the    hon.  Member    for 
Dundee    (Mr.  Jenkins),    and    he    was 
aware  of  the  difficulties  in  carrying  out 
a  Besolution  worded  as  that  was;  but 
the  recommendation  of  the  court  martial 
was  the  ground  on  which  he  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  show  some  leniency 
to  Captain  Boberts.     There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  recruit  drill,  and  other 
irritating  duties,  had  been  put  on  this 
unfortunate  officer  solely  for  the  purpose 
of  driving   him  out  of  the    regiment. 
After  being  put  to  recruit  drill,  he  was 
sent  to  the  adjutant  drill,  and  then  to 
musketry  drilL     He  was  then  sent  back 
to  recruit  drill,  and  was  drilled  in  the 
public  barrack    square  with    half-clad 
recruits.     He  had,  in  fact,  been  treated 
with  indignity,  and  his  punishment  had 
been  greater  than  he  deserved.     The 
practice  of  suspending  a  captain  from 
the  command  of  his  company  was  quite 
unknown  20  years  ago,  and  was  never 
mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Begiilations. 
Beviewing  the  proceedings  of  the  court 
martial,  he  contended  that  its  members 
had  neffleoted  their  duty  in  not  asking 
for  ex^anations  and  checking  irregu- 
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larities  in  the  conduct  of  the  prosecution. 
The  court  martial  did  not  appear  to  have 
contemplated  so  severe  a  punishment  as 
that  which  had  been  inflicted.  If,  in- 
stead of  dismissal,  Captain  Boberts  had 
been  allowed  to  retire,  discipline  would 
have  been  sufficiently  vindicated. 

Mr.  ANDEESON  said,  he  had  never 
heard  a  lamer  defence  than  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Judffe  Advo- 
cate General.  There  was  no  desire  to 
turn  that  House  into  a  regular  Court  of 
Appeal  from  courts  martial  in  all  sorts 
of  cases.  All  that  was  wanted  was,  that 
in  cases  of  flagrant  injustice  there  should 
be  a  right  of  appeal.  If  such  a  right 
did  not  eidst,  he  wondered  where  officers 
of  the  Army  would  be  in  the  hands  of 
such  despots  as  Lord  John  Taylour.  After 
reading  the  evidence,  he  had  nohesitation 
in  saying  there  had  been  a  great  deal  of 
injustice  done  to  Captain  Eoberts,  and 
that  he  had  been  the  victim  of  gross 
despotism  and  cruelty.  He  thought,  also, 
that  the  sentence  of  the  court  martial 
was  more  severe  than  the  evidence  and 
even  the  finding  justified.  As  to  Cap- 
tain Eoberts*s  letter,  it  was  exceedingly 
mean  to  have  used  it  as  it  had  been 
used.  Before  taking  it  for  that  purpose 
warning  should  have  been  given  that  it 
might  be  so  used.  Let  the  House  recom- 
mend Her  Majesty  to  take  a  more  lenient 
view  of  the  case.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  always  be  found  ready  to  take  up 
such  flagrant  cases  of  injustice. 

Mk.  FORSYTH  said,  that  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Brighton  (General  Shute)  had  said  that 
the  House  of  Commons  ought  not  to  be 
a  Court  of  Appeal  from  the  sentences  of 
a  court  martial ;  and  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Judge  Advocate  General  had 
said  the  same,  quoting  Lord  Bussell. 
But  Lord  Bussell  had  qualified  his  opi- 
nion by  adding — "without  sufficient 
reason.*'  If  there  was  to  be  no  appeal 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  an  officer 
condemned  by  a  court  martial  could 
have  no  redress.  He  could  not  bring 
an  action  in  a  Court  of  Law,  and  he 
would  be  without  a  remedy.  He  (Mr. 
Forsyth)  quite  agreed  that  the  House  of 
Commons  ought  not  to  interfere  unless 
a  strong  case  were  made  out.  But  the 
question  was — Whether  in  the  present 
instance  such  a  case  had  not  been  estab- 
lished ?  The  short  facts  were  that  Cap- 
tain Boberts — an  officer  of  20  years* 
standing,  who  had  been  for  five  years 
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in  the  Gt>rdon  Highlanders — i 
ferred  to  another  regiment,  and  y*^ 
drilled  with  common  recruits.  All  }» 
had  done  was  to  state  this  fact,  and  it 
was  admitted  to  be  unprecedented,  Mil 
an  insult  to  a  captain,  by  the  witnectai 
for  the  prosecution.  The  answer  of 
Lord  John  Taylour — "  Not  to  my  know- 
ledge," was  an  admission  that  be  hid 
ordered  Captain  Boberts  peremptorily  to 
** leave  the  room."  ["Oh! "J  To  re- 
fuse leave  of  absence  without  reasoa 
insulting.    It  was  simply — 

**  Hoc  Yolo,  sic  jabeo,  sit  pro  ratioQe 

A  recommendation  to  "merdful  onuB- 
deration"  always  had  weight  with  & 
Judge  in  a  Criminal  Cou^,  and  yet  in 
this  case  the  sentence  was  almost  ts 
heavy  as  it  could  have  been  if  there  hid 
been  no  such  recommendation.  No 
money  received  for  his  oommission  oonid 
compensate  Captain  Boberts  for  tlw 
social  injury  done  to  him  while  his  md- 
tence  remained  in  force. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  fop- 
ported  the  Motion.  He  was  snipriied 
to  have  heard  it  opposed  as  nnoonstitB- 
tional,  when  all  that  was  asked  wu. 
that  the  recommendation  of  the  oooit 
martial  should  be  acted  upon,  and  tiu: 
Captain  Boberts  should  be  re-instated  ifi 
his  former  rank,  even  if  only  for  om 
day,  so  that  he  might  be  relieved  of  tKe 
stigma  of  having  been  dismissed  froni 
the  Army.  In  this  case,  when  Csptant 
Boberts  asked  for  leave  to  send  in  lu« 
papers,  permission  was  refused.  Thfte- 
upon  he  sent  to  a  firiend  in  Londo&ft 
private  letter,  which  was  subseqasotlj 
communicated  to  the  military  sotbo- 
rities.  He  did  not  defend  the  inteop^ 
rate  language  of  that  letter,  which  htd 
constituted  the  charge  against  him ;  h^ 
it  must  be  remembered  that  it  va* 
written  when  Captain  Boberts  wa«  b- 
bouring  under  fe^ings  of  indignation  it 
the  renisal  of  his  colonel  to  give  hio 
leave  of  absence.  He  (Sir  Ocdmu 
O'Loghlen)  admitted  that  it  was  a  ndf- 
take  on  the  part  of  himself  and  of  tvo 
of  his  Friends  that  that  letter  vu 
handed  to  the  Military  Secretair,  ts^ 
he  took  his  share  of  the  responttUfitj. 
It  was,  however,  shown  to  the  ^^^^^ 
Secretary  merely  to  save  time,  and  wA 
no  intention  that  it  should  be  put  fa- 
ward  officially.  The  Military  Seorstsrt 
forwarded  the  letter  to  the  A4JQtiBt 
General,  and  the  result  was  the  oooii 
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maiiiml  which  remored  Oaptain  Boberts 
from  the  Army.     In  bis  opinion,  tbe 
chmrge  brougbt  against  Oaptain  Eoberts 
was  the   Tagaeet  upon  wbiob    a  man 
eoold  be  put  upon  bis  trial.     Still,  tbat 
point  had  been   decided  by  tbe  Judge 
Adyocate  General,  and  consequently  tbe 
Hofoae  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.    The 
question  arose,  however,  whether  there 
were  not  facts  in  the  case  that  justified 
them  in  asking  for  an  Address  to  the 
Crown  to  cany  into  effect  the  recommen- 
dation to  mercy,  because  the  eyidence 
diadoeed  circumstances  of  the  greatest 
oppression  on  the  part  of  the  colonel  of 
the  regiment.     Further,  the  court  mar- 
tial had   acquitted  him    of  the   more 
•erioos  imputations — namely,  of  malice 
and  untruthfulness.    Under  all  tbe  dr- 
eumstances,  he  hoped  the  Secretaiy  of 
State   for   War  would  re-consider  tbe 
case,  and  restore  this  much  aggrieved 
gentleman  to  his  former  rank. 

Ma.     OATHOBNE    HARDY    said, 
there  was  a  great  deal  in  tbe  present 
ease  that  was  of  a  very  painful  charac- 
ter.    There  could  be  no  doubt  that  up 
to  the  time  Captain  Eoberts  was  placed 
in  the  94th  Begiment  his  character  was 
unimpeacbable,   and,  indeed,  remained 
m,  till   these  proceedings,   which  had 
been  caused  by  tbe  intemperate  letter  of 
which  BO  much  had  been  said.     He  was 
rather  surprised,  however,  to  find  tbat 
the  hon.  and  gallant  General  opposite 
(Sir  Alexander    Gordon)    should  have 
quoted    the  respectful    language  of   a 
purely  formal  document  as  a  voucher 
for  Captain  Boberts's  character. 

6iB  ALEXANDER  GOHDON  said, 
he  produced  tbe  document,  not  as  a  cer- 
tificate of  character,  but  as  a  certificate 
of  efficiency. 

Ma.  GATHOBNE  HARDY  remarked 
that  that  only  made  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member's  conduct  the  more  extraordi- 
nary, considering  the  lan^age  he  had 
nied.  The  hon.  and  gcdlant  Member 
most  be  perfectly  well  aware  that  officers 
were  moved  from  half-pay  to  full-pay 
without  undergoing  any  new  examina- 
tion. That  had  been  done  in  Captain 
Roberta's  case,  and  no  one  could  pre- 
tend that  it  was  done  with  ill  will.  On 
the  ooatraiy ,  Captain  Roberts  was  treated 
with  every  oonsideration,  and  when  he 
fetmd  it  disagreeable  to  go  with  the  20th 
Bsffiment,  he  was  allowed  to  go  into  the 
Mta«  whm,  according  to  his  own  ad- 
tumaatk,  for  a  time  things  went  smoothly. 


Now,  what  was  it  that  in  course  of  time 
made  things  not  go  smoothly  ?  Was  it 
any  ill-feeling  in  the  minds  of  the  other 
officers  against  Captain  Roberts,  or  was 
it  a  display  of  such  complete  inefficiency, 
amounting  almost  to  a  by-word  in  the 
regiment,  on  Captain  Roberts's  part  as 
to  render  him  quite  unfit  for  his  posi- 
tion? No  one,  he  thought,  who  had 
read  the  whole  of  the  documents,  and 
not  isolated  passages  of  them,  could 
have  any  doubt  on  the  subject.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Sir  Alexan- 
der Gordon)  thought  it  not  inconsistent 
with  his  duty  as  a  General  of  the  Army 
to  impute  misconduct  to  the  court  mar- 
tial. But  tbat  court  martial  was  ad- 
mitted by  tbe  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Stockport  (Mr.  Hopwood)  to  have 
acted  with  great  fairness  and  considera- 
tion. Yet  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man spoke  of  that  court  martial  in  a 
manner  which  would  have  been  unbe- 
coming in  a  civilian,  and  was  still  more 
so  in  an  officer  of  the  Army.  [*'  No, 
no  ! "]  The  fact  was  that  not  a  single 
officer  who  sat  on  the  court  martial  was 
an  officer  of  the  94th  Regiment.  They 
were  all  independent  members,  without 
favour  or  afiection,  and  they  had  no  in- 
terest except  to  do  justice  to  the  officer 
who  was  brought  before  them.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  spoken 
of  Captain  Roberts  having  been  sub- 
jected to  treatment  in  the  regiment  cal- 
culated to  produce  irritation  on  his  part. 
But  the  evidence  of  independent  wit- 
nesses went  to  show  that  there  was  no 
such  intention,  but  tbat  Captain  Roberts 
was  an  inefficient  officer,  and  they  strove 
to  make  him  efficient.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Clare,  having  been  Judge  Advocate 
General,  went  with  two  other  Members 
of  Parliament,  taking  a  formal  document 
containing  a  statement  of  charges,  to  the 
Military  Secretary  of  His  Royal  High- 
ness. The  Military  Secretary  was  not 
a  private  secretary,  but  an  official,  acting 
as  assistant  to  the  Commander-in-Chief, 
and  therefore  he  was  only  an  instrument 
in  passing  on  a  document  with  which 
be  could  not  deal  himself,  either  to  His 
Royal  Highness,  or  to  the  Adjutant  Ge- 
neral, who  was  responsible  for  the  disci- 
pline of  the  Army.  He  would  venture 
to  say  that  there  was  no  official  who, 
when  three  Members  of  Parliament 
brought  him  a  document  referring  to  a 
public  matter,  would  not  have  supposed 
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that  he  was  to  deal  with  it  officially. 
The  evidence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ennis  (Mr.  Stacpoole)  was  to  the  effect 
that  he,  in  company  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Clare  County  (Lord  Francis 
Oonyngham  and  Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen) 
went  to  Sir  Alfred  Horsford,  who  de- 
clined at  first  to  see  three  Members  of 
Parliament,  but  was  willing  to  see  one. 
But  when  he  was  informed  that  the 
matter  would  be  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment, he  said  he  would  see  the  three. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson)  had  said  that  the  conduct  of 
Sir  Alfred  Horsford  was  **  mean ; "  but 
a  bolder,  a  more  gallant,  or  more 
straightforward  officer  than  Sir  Alfred 
Horsford  there  was  not  in  the  Army. 
Sir  Alfred  Horsford  did  his  duty;  he 
referred  the  letter  to  the  Adjutant  Q-ene- 
ral.  The  letter  was  not  marked  pri- 
vate, and  therefore  it  was  not  a  private 
communication,  but  was,  as  stated  at 
the  time,  to  be  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment. And  then  an  opportunity  was 
given  Captain  Eoberta  oy  His  Hoyal 
Highness  to  withdraw  the  document. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  read  a 
letter  in  proof  of  that  statement.  That 
was  the  letter  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dundee  (Mr.  Jenkins)  said  suggested 
to  Captain  Boberts  a  dishonourable 
course.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Hardy) 
no  dishonour  to  call  upon  a  man  to  say 
whether  he  persisted  in  certain  charges 
he  made  against  the  officers  of  his  regi- 
ment, and  if  he  could  not  retract  or  ex- 
plain them,  that  he  should  put  them  in 
a  form  in  which  they  should  be  consis- 
tent with  military  discipline.  He  re- 
fused, and  there  was  no  other  course  in 
justice  to  the  officers  whose  conduct  was 
impugned,  and  to  Captain  Boberts  him- 
self, than  to  bring  him  to  a  court  mar- 
tial. The  hon.  Member  for  Dundee 
complained  of  the  delay  which  had  oc- 
curred. That  delay  was  made  with  no 
intention  to  injure  Captain  Eoberts,  and 
certainly  a  large  part  of  it  was  at  his 
own  request.  The  trial  by  court  mar- 
tial was  held,  the  charges  being  for 
making  certain  statements  which  were 
false  in  themselves,  and  for  making 
them  wilfully  and  maliciously.  He  was 
acquitted  on  the  latter,  but  found  g^ty 
of  the  former.  So  fiir  as  regards  the 
organization  of  which  Captain  Boberts 
complained,  there  was  no  trace  what- 
ever in  the  evidence.  The  only  charge 
he  made  was  that  against  his  command- 

Mr.  QaihonM  Hardy 


ing  officer.  It  was  wit2i  great 
that  he  (Mr.  Hardy)  referred  to  the  eti- 
dence  given  before  the  court  mazlMl; 
but  when  a  charge  was  made  a^aiiMt  a 
commanding  officer,    it   was    nglit   to 
see  whether  that  commanding  offieec. 
Colonel  Lord  John  Tayloor,  waa  actmg 
in  defiance  of  his  superior  offieers»  or  m 
obedience  to  what  they  thought  li^kt. 
One  charge  was  that  he  hmddepnved 
Captain  ]£>berts  of  the  oommand  of  ka 
company.      Major   General   Bell    was 
asked  what  wcmld  be  the  duty  of  tbe 
commanding  officer,  where  a  compoay 
was  suffering  from  the  neglect  of  tke  offi- 
cer in  command ;  and  his  reply  was,  **  to 
deprive  him  of  that  command ;  "  wldA 
was  done.    He  was  charged  with  bang 
an  inefficient  officer.  Major  General  Bd 
inspected  his  regiment  six  months  after 
undergoing  drill,  and  he  was  asked  if 
all  the  officers  were  equally  aeqaaisled 
with  their  driU.     The  re^y  was  that 
they  were  not  equally  acquainted  with 
their  drill,   and  that  Captain  Boberts 
was  quite  unacquainted  with  it    Ihot 
was  the  statement    of  the    inspeetbig 
officer,  who  was  quite  an  independsott 
witness.     Major  General  Bell  said  hs 
was  asked    as   to    the   advisabiH^  of 
Captain  Boberts  remaining  in  the  Anay, 
and  his  reply  was  that  ms  retbeoMBt 
was  necessary  for  the  good  of  tiie  Ser- 
vice.   That  was  said  by  Major  Qmenl 
Bell  with  the  immense   responsibility 
which  attached  to  him,  and  the  Hoq» 
would  not  think  of  doubtinK  the  evidsneo 
of  an  officer  in  the  position  of  Ma|€r 
General  Bell,  who  was  responnble  not 
only  to  the  Commander-in-Chictf  in  lie- 
land,  but  also  to  the  Horse  Ghiards  autho- 
rities.  With  reference  to  the  next  diafge 
— that  of  being  sent  to  drill  with  the  le- 
emits — itwasa^itythataomeof them  were 
in  mufti ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  vnsj 
officer  when  h^  went  into  the  regimeitf 
had  to  drill  shoulder  to  ahoulderwitli 
the  recruits.  No  doubt,  Captain  Bob«ti 
was  in  a  peculiar  poeition.    He  was  a 
man  of  20  years'  service.    He  had  for- 
gotten his  drill,  and  if  he  did  not  hks 
to  learn  it  in  the  position  in  whichhewai 
placed,  he  might  have  gone  bade  to  M 

Say  and  retired  from  the  Arm^.  M^ 
General  Bell  expressed  an  opmion  thit 
the  commanding  officer  was  quite  lig^ 
in  refusing  leave  to  an  officer  vhe  wm 
not  efficient  in  his  drill.  There  was  ao 
doubt  that  Lord  John  Taylow  was  t 
strict  officer,  and  he  never  denied  tbst 
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ke  had  put  this  officer  to  vecroit  drill, 
and  that,  in  his  Tiew,  he  ought  to  retire 
from  the  Service.    He  might  cite  another 
tnstanoa  of  the  ineffici^icy  of  Captain 
Boherta.     He  had  been  told  to  make  a 
reoomizanoe  report   himaelf;  but,  in- 
stead of  doing  so,  he  had  obtained  the 
serrioea  of  a  sergeant  to  draw  it  up  for 
him.     It  was  much  to  be  regretted,  he 
might   add,  that  Captain  Boberts  had 
gone  into  the  94th  Benment ;  but,  at 
all  oTenta,  when  he  was  brought  back  to 
fiill  pay,  and  when  the  money  due  to 
him  was  jnven  him,  he  had  the  o^>or- 
tiiaity  of  retiring.    It  was  further  al- 
leged that  a  book  had  been   snatohed 
from  him  by  Lord  John  Taylour ;  but  in 
•ooordance  with  the  evidenoe  of  Captain 
Hanrey,  the  book  had  been  taken  from 
him  in  the  quietest  manner,  while  every 
one  of  the  witnesses  stated  that  they  had 
never  seen  anything  insulting  in  the  con- 
daot  of  Lord  John  Taylour  towards  him. 
It  was  dear  that  Captain  Boberts  was 
in  the  wrong  plaoe,   and  that  he  had 
violated  mihtary  discipline  in  a  manner 
whieh  amounted  to  a  very  grave  offence. 
That  he  was  guilty  of  a  breach  of  disci- 
pline was  admitted,  and  as  to  the  appeal 
stf  mimridoriimn  which  was  made  on  his 
behalf,  he  would  remind  the  House  that 
Obtain    Boberts   mig^t  have    retired 
from  the  Army  with  his  money ;  but  he 
endeavoured  to  destroy  the  character  of 
his  commanding  officer  and   to  injure 
that  of  his  brother  officers,  that  he  took 
the  diances  of  a  court  martial  with  that 
object,   and  that  he  had  been    found 
gmhy  of  misrepresentation.  These  were 
grave  military  offences,   but   in   com- 
pliance with  the  verdict  of   the  court 
martial  that  mercy  should  be  shown  him, 
ahhouKh  he  was  sentenoed   to    retire 
from  the  Service,  he  received  his  moner. 
That  was  the  judgment  pronounced  m 
his  case,  and  although  the  House,  in- 
floeneed  by   kindly  feelings,  miffht  be 
disposed  to  take  the  side  of  an  old  offi- 
Mr  who  had  done  meritorious  service 
before  he  entered  the  94^  Begiment, 
be  hoped  it  would  not  set  itself   up 
•Rtinst  the  verdict  of  a  court  ™^^^*<" 
Mmittedly   fair,    whose   sentence   was 
iBitigated  in  the  most  lenient  manner  by 
tbose  by  whom  it  had  to  be  revised. 

LoftD  FBANCI8  CONTNOHAM,  as 
MM  of  those  who  had  been  alluded  to  as 
gotsg  to  the  Horse  Ouards,  on  the  part 
of  Captain  Boberts,  wished  to  say  one 
wd  in  explaaation.     He  thought  it 


was  his  duty  to  do  so,  and  see  the  Mili- 
taiy  Secretary.  They  went,  however, 
as  Members  of  that  House,  and  not  in  a 
private  capacity.  He  believed  the  case 
of  Captain  Boberts  was  a  very  hard  one, 
and  on  that  account  he  wished  to  obtain 
a  remedy  from  the  military  authorities. 
At  the  same  time,  he  fully  admitted  that 
Sir  Alfred  Horsford  could  not  have  acted 
other  than  he  did.  He  implored  the 
House  to  rem^nber  that  this  was  the 
case  of  a  man  who  had  for  many  years 
served  his  eoimtry  faithfully,  and  who 
was  a  widower. 

Mb.  STACPOOLE  reminded  the 
House  that  Captain  Boberts  ^ve  no 
authoritv  to  anyone  to  give  this  docu- 
ment alluded  to  to  the  Military  Secre- 
tary, and  under  all  the  circumstances 
he  hoped  the  House  would  support  the 
Motion  brought  forward  by  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Jenkins). 

Mb.EINQ-HABMAN  opposed  the 
Motion,  saying  it  was  a  oommon  thing 
far  officers,  after  a  long  absence,  to  Im» 
w&Di  back  to  the  goose  ^tep. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  137  ;  Noes 
72 :  Majority  65.— (Div.  List,  No.  225.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  '*  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

"THE  PRIEST  IN  ABSOLUTION." 

RBSOLUTIOV. 

Mb.  WHALLET  rose  to  draw  atten- 
tion to  The  Priest  in  Ahtolutum,  and  to 
move — 

"  That,  haring  regard  to  the  state  of  the  Law 
which  renders  the  puhlication  of  an  obscene 
book  an  offence,  althoogh  the  person  pnbUdiinff 
it  be  not  actuated  by  any  desire  to  depraTO,  and 
to  the  absence  of  any  power  in  the  Education 
Department  to  interfere  with  the  religious 
teaching  in  public  elementary  schools  or  to  make 
any  inquiry  thereon,  this  House  is  of  oninion 
that  the  doctrines  and  practices  set  f  ortn  in  a 
book  entitled  The  Prittt  in  AhwhUioHf  and  car- 
ried out  under  the  name  of  the  Confessional  br 
certain  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England, 
do  tend  to  deprare  and  are  dangerous  to  the 
best  interests  ol  society  and  of  religion." 

The  hon.  Member  had  only  ooomienoed 
lus  observations  when 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  a^Kmmed  at  a  <^usrter  ehm  One 
oTekck  till  Monday  nezL 
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Lordships  with  the  sereral  cases.   Vat 
would  refer  to  some    Peerages  which 
appeared  in  the  XTnion  BoU.    Belon 
doing  that,  howoTer,  he  would    state 
that  great  misconception  preraHed  as  to 
what  that  Boll  was.     It  was  not  ea- 
bodied  in  the  Act  of  Union,  neither  was 
it  to  be  found  in  the  Treaty  of  UnioB, 
but  it  was  a  cony  of  the  Great  Boll  tliat 
used  to  be  called  in  the  Pariiament  ci 
Scotland.    In  May  of  1707,  when  the 
Act  of  Union  was  passed,  an  Order  was 
sent  from  this  House  to  the  Lord  Clerk 
Begister  to  send  up  an  authentic  list  of 
the  Peerage  of  Scotland  as  it  then  stood. 
In  1708  a  list  was  according  sent  ap  to 
this  House,  and  a  Ck>mmittee  was  ap- 
pointed to  consider  it.    The  Committee 
reported  upon  it,  and  it  was  accepted  as 
an  authentic  list  of  the  Peerage  as  it 
then  stood.     The  Peers  were  entered 
upon  the  Boll  according  to  precedence 
fi;iTen  to  them  by  the  Decreet  of  Bank- 
ing of  1606 ;  but  this  was  not  final.    It 
was  styled  an  interim  Decreet,  and  it 
was  open  to  any  Peer  who  felt  himself 
aggrieved  by  being  put  too  low  or  not  ia 
his  proper  place,  to  apply  for  the  rectifi- 
cation of  the  Decreet  of  Kanking.    This 
was  done  in  the  case  of  the  £srl  of 
Buchan,  who  applied  to  the  Court  of 
Session  to  produce  the  Decreet  of  Bank- 
ing, because  he  alleged  that  he  had  bees 
put  below  certain  Peers,  and  it  was  de- 
cided in  his  favour.     That  dedsion  was 
confirmed,  ratified,  and  approved  by  an 
Act  passed  through  the  Scotch  PtrHa- 
ment  in  1633.     He  mentioned  that  as 
an  instance  in  which  the  Decreet  d 
Banking  was  not  finaL    Several  Peer- 
ages had  been  added  to  the  Boll  since, 
among  which  were  Lord  Braemar  in 
1703,    Lord    Colville    of   Culxoss  and 
Somerville  in   1823,  the  Marquess  of 
Queensberry  in  1812,  Lord  Morton  in 
1835,  the  Marquess  of  Huntly  in  18S6, 
Lord  Herries  in  1858,  and  Lord  Kiniooi 
in   1868.    He  need  not  mention  other 
Peerages  which  had  rather  been  restored 
to  the  Boll  than  entered  upon  it.    Tbe 
noble  Duke  concluded  by  moving  kii 
Besolution. 
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Public  Bills  —  Seewd  Beading  —  Indosure  * 
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B^ort—lilQw  Forest*  (129). 

Committee — Local  Qovermnent  Board's  Provi- 
sional Orders  Confirmation  (Joint  Boards)  * 
(131.) 
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(103),  and|MM<Mf. 

PAKLIAMENT— ELECTION  OF  REPRE- 
SENTATIVE PEERS  FOR  SCOTLAND 
—EARLDOM  OF  MAR. 

EESOLUnOK. 

The  Duke  op  BUCOLEUCH  rose  to 
move  a  Besolution  designating  tbe  place 
and  precedence  in  whicn  the  title  of  Mar 
be  called  at  all  future  elections  of  tbe 
Bepresentative  Peers  for  Scotland.  Tbe 
noble  Duke  said,  be  would  not  enter  into 
tbe  controversy  tbat  bad  been  raised  by 
tbe  rival  claimants  to  tbe  ancient  Earl- 
dom of  Mar — be  would  merely  remind 
tbeir  Lordships  tbat  at  the  death  of  tbe 
last  Earl  of  Mar,  32  years  ago,  two 
claimants  appeared  to  the  title,  tbe  Earl 
of  Kellie,  and  Mr.  GkK>deve  Erskine. 
They  claimed  tbeir  right  to  tbe  Earldom 
on  different  grounds  and  under  different 
circumstances  ;  but  be  would  not  detain 
their  Lordships  by  going  into  details — 
suffice  it  to  sav  tbat  the  claims  of  the  two 
parties  were  beard  by  tbeir  Lordships' 
House,  that  the  bearing  occupied  counsel 
on  both  sides  were  beard  at  the  Bar, 
and  be  believed  that  upwards  of  500 
documents,  charters,  and  writs  were  pro- 
duced. It  was  decided  by  tbe  Commit- 
tee of  Privileges,  and  afterwuds  ad- 
judged by  that  House,  tbat  the  Earl  of 
Kerne  bad  made  good  bis  claim  to  the 
Earldom  of  Mar,  created  by  Queen  Maiy 
in  1565,  and  tbat  Mr.  Ooodeve  Erskine 
not  had  made  good  bis  opposition  to  tbat 
claim.  What  was  usual  in  tbat  House 
when  a  Scotch  Peerage  was  decided  was 
done  on  that  occasion.  An  order  was 
immediately  given  to  tbe  Lord  Clerk 
Bec^ter  in  Scotland  to  insert  in  the 
BoU  of  Peers  of  Scotland  caUed  for  at 
tbe  elections  of  Bepresentative  Peers, 
tbat  Peerage  at  its  proper  place  and 
precedence.  He  bad  a  hst  ojf  the  cases 
in  which  this  bad  been  done  on  previous 
i)oca8ion ;  but  be  would  not  trouble  tbeir 


Mo9ed  to  resolve, 

That  apon  bearinff  the  petition  of  the  Eiri  d 
Mar  and  KeUie  th&  House  doth  order  thift  ■! 
all  future  meetinge  of  the  Peers  of  Sootini 
assembled  under  any  Roral  Prodamstum  lor 
the  election  of  a  Peer  or  Peers  to  represent  tte 
Peers  of  Scotluid,  the  Lord  aerk  Regisler,  or  tki 

Clerks  of  Session  officiating  in  his  nanic,  do  (^ 
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tiUe  of  Mar  in  the  Roll  of  Peen  of  Scotland 
Pu-liaiiMiit  caDed  at  such  elections  in  the  place 
precedence  to  which  it  has  heen  declared 
by  this  resolution  and  judgment  of  this  House 
CO  26th  February  1876  to  be  entitled  according 
to  tlie  date  of  the  creation  of  that  Earldom,  and 
in  no  other  place,  with  a  saving  nevertheless  as 
wttU  to  the  said  Earl  of  Mar  and  Kellie  as  to  all 
other  Peers  of  Scotland,  their  rights  and  places 
opoQ  farther  and  better  authority  showed  for 
tike  sune. — (7^  Duke  of  Buceletteh.) 

The  Marquess   op  HUNTLY   rose 
to  more  the  Previous  Question,  saying 
that  he  resetted  that  on  the  subject  of 
a  Scottish  I'eerage  there  should  be  any 
difference  of  opinion  in  their  Lordships' 
House.    The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Bocdeuch)  had  entered  into  the  region 
of  histoxy,  and  traced  that  of  Scotch 
Peerages  from  1606  down  to  1875  ;  but 
lie  (the  Marouess  of  Huntly)  ventured 
to  more  the  Frevious  Question  on  the 
gToond  that  such  a  Besolution  as  that 
which  the  noble  Duke  had  concluded  by 
morin^,  was  ultra  pires  of  their  Lord- 
•hioe'  jurisdiction.    He  further  took  the 
preliniinary  objection  that  this  Petition 
was  not,  as  was  the  ordinary  course,  a 
Petition  to  the  Crown.    The  usual  and 
proper  course  was  for  the  claimant  to 
nare  presented  his  Petition  to  the  Crown, 
and  the  Crown  would  then  have  referred 
the  matter  to  their  Lordships'  House, 
and  they  would  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  inquiring  into  the  question.     This 
Petition  was.  however,  presented  directly 
to  their  Lordships'  House,  which  had 
propria  ri  not  power  to  inquire  or  to 
make  any  such  Order.    The  noble  Duke 
had  referred  to  the  cases  of  other  Scotch 
Peerages;  but    he    (the    Marquees  of 
Huntlv)  ventured  to  sav  that  if  they 
could  have  a  Betum  of  all  Scotch  Peer- 
ages— which,    he  admitted,   would    be 
difficult  to  get — which  had  been  added 
to  the  Union  Boll  since  the  Act  of  Union, 
he  would  find  not  a  single  instance  of 
a  Peerage  having  been  struck  off  the 
Boll  and  inserted  again  at  a  different 
date.    In  every  instance  the  insertion 
of  the  Peers  on  the  Union  Boll  of  Scot- 
land allowed  them   to  be  represented 
in  their  Lordships'  House,  and  in  not 
one   case  had  tnere  been  one  of  the 
Peerages  inserted  on  that  Boll  altered 
to  a  later  date.    All  that  he  desired 
was  that  the  Peers  of  Scotland  should 
retain  their  rights  and  privileges.    The 
Decreet  of  Banking  in  1606  was  issued 
by  tha    Commissioners  who  were  ap- 
pointed by  James  the  First  of  England 


and  Sixth  of  Scotland  for  that  purpose, 
and  all  the  Scottish  Peers  were  entered 
on  it  in  their  order  of  precedence — so 
that  he  was  disposed  to  regard  it  as  a 
very  important  judicial  document,  and 
one  certainly  of  much  greater  import- 
ance than  ike  noble  Duke  seemed  to 
think  it  was.  In  the  Decreet  the  first 
Earldom  of  Mar  was  ranked  at  about 
the  date  of  1457 — two  centuries  before 
the  Decreet  of  Banking  was  issued; 
whereas  the  second  Earldom  was  in 
1565,  about  40  years  before  that  issue. 
The  effect  of  the  Besolution  of  the  noble 
Duke  would  be  to  extinguish  the  Peer- 
age of  1457,  and  to  substitute  for  it  that 
of  the  Earldom  of  1565,  and  it  would 
be  absurd  to  suppose  that  those  who 
made  up  the  Decreet  in  1606  were  not 
aware  of  this  title  40  years  after  its 
presumed  creation.  Apparently  they 
knew  nothing  of  it,  and  this  was  surely 
a  strong  argument  in  favour  of  the 
ancient  Earldom.  If  there  had  been 
any  ground  for  the  Besolution  at  all, 
it  ought  to  have  been  moved  within 
a  month  or  so  of  the  settlement  of  the 
claim  to  the  Mar  Peerage;  but,  inas- 
much as  that  had  taken  place  in  1875, 
surely  the  better  course  would  have  been 
to  consult  the  Committee  of  Privileges ; 
or,  at  all  events,  so  long  a  time  having 
elapsed,  a  Commission  might  have  been 
asked  for  to  investigate  into  all  matters 
connected  with  the  Scotch  Peerage, 
rather  than  their  Lordships  should  have 
been  asked  to  attempt  to  settle  a  diffi- 
cidt  Peerage  case  by  a  Besolution  of 
this  character.  This  was  a  question 
in  which  the  whole  of  the  I^eerage 
of  Scotland  was  concerned.  They  were 
a  very  small  body,  and  he  thought 
that  any  Besolution  submitted  to  their 
Lordships  tampering  with  an  historic 
Peerage  of  very  ancient  date,  which 
had  been  fixed  by  the  Decreet  of 
Banking  at  1475,  and  which  was  ac- 
knowledged accordingly  at  the  time  of 
the  Union,  ought  to  be  very  carefully 
considered  before  it  was  adopted.  He 
hoped  that  this  discussion  would  be  the 
means  of  calling  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion to  the  case  of  Uie  Scotch  Peerages 
—which  might  be  truly  called  long- 
suffering  Peerages.  He  hoped  the  time 
would  come  when  all  those  who  had  a 
right  to  call  themselves  Scotch  Peers 
would  have  a  seat  in  their  Lordships' 
House.  Limited  in  number  as  they 
were,    he  believed   that   all   of  them 
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were  far  earlier  in  date  than  400 
Peerages  of  England.  Their  Lordships 
would,  he  hoped,  be  very  cautioua  before 
they  struck  this  anoient  Peerage  out  of 
its  place  on  the  KoU,  and  substituted  for 
it  a  modem  Peerage.  Such  a  proceed- 
ing was  contrary  to  precedent,  and  there- 
fore, without  entering  into  the  contro- 
versy which  had  been  raised  as  to  who 
was  Earl  of  Mar,  he  now  took  the  liberty 
of  moving  the  Previous  Question. 

And  it  was  then  movedf  "That  this 
Question  be  now  put." — {The  Marquess 
of  Huntly.) 

Thb  Ea&l  of  BEDESDALE  said,  the 
first  objection  raised  by  the  noble  Mar- 

rss  (the  Marquess  of  Huntly)  was  that 
proceeding  ought  to  have  been  by 
Petition  to  the  Crown ;  but  his  position 
was  untenable,  because  in  all  cases  of 
dispute  in  respect  to  Privilege  they  were 
settled  by  Petition  to  that  House,  who 
were  perfectly  competent  to  do  what 
they  were  asked  to  do  by  the  Petition. 
That  was  a  matter  of  universal  practice, 
and  was  one  which  had  been  resorted  to 
on  numberless  occasions — and  their  Lord- 
ships would  agree  that  it  was  a  reason- 
able and  proper  course  to  be  pursued  in 
a  matter  of  that  kind.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess said  that  the  noble  Duke  asked 
them  to  strike  out  a  Peerage.  But  the 
Besolution  did  nothing  of  the  sort — it 
proposed  to  order  that  that  Peerage 
should  be  called  in  the  place  and  pre- 
cedence that  had  been  adjudged  to  it. 
At  the  time  that  the  Decreet  of  Banking 
was  made  there  was  no  Earldom  of  Mar 
held  by  an  Erskine,  the  heir  of  that 
family  then  sitting  in  Parliament  as 
Lord  Erskine.  The  House  had  juris- 
diction to  dedare  the  right  to  a 
Scotch  Peerage,  and  had  always  held 
that  the  Committee  of  Privileges  was 
the  only  tribunal  to  decide  questions 
of  Peerage.  The  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Marquess  amounted  simply  to  this 
— that  the  House  should  declare  that 
it  had  no  jurisdiction  in  the  matter. 
Having  found  a  particular  date  for  a 
Peerage,  it  was  now  proposed  only  to 
place  it  on  the  Boll  at  that  date.  From 
the  time  of  the  death  of  the  last  heir 
male  to  the  Earldom  of  Mar,  in  1377, 
there  was  no  proof  of  anyone  having  sat 
in  Parliament  as  Earl  of  Mar,  except 
under  new  creations  to  persons  in  no 
way  descended  from  the  okL  Earls.  But 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Eellie)  came 

The  Marquess  of  Huntly 


forward  and  claimed   the  Pegtag»  m 
having    been    created    in    1565;     and 
show^  that  his  ancestors  sat  as  liord 
Erskine  up  to  29th  July  in  that  jmtx^ 
and  two  days  after  aa  Earl  of  M«r»  th* 
Queen's  marriage  having  taken  plaet 
in  the  interval.     His  opponent  claimed 
that   it  did  not  date  from  1565,    but 
from  a  much  earlier  date ;  bat  he  ooold 
show  no  ground  for  his  contentioo^  and 
the  decision  of  the  House  was  that  down 
to  1565  there  was  in  reality  no  Earl- 
dom of  Mar  held  by  an  Erddne ;  and, 
therefore,  the  person  claiming  from  Cha 
earlier  descent  was  not  Earl  of  Mar,  but 
the  person  claiming  from  the  creation  of 
1565  was.    Whether  that  dedaion  was 
right  or  wrong,  it  was  the  decision  of 
tl^  Hoiise ;  and  the  Earl  of  Mar  now 
asked,  in  accordance  with  that  decunon, 
to  be  called  in  his  place  on  the  Bofl 
as  established   by  that  decision.    Thm 
noble  Marquess  said  that  it  ought  to 
have  been  done  at  once;  and  he  (tha 
Earl    of    Bedesdale)    wished   it  had 
been.    If  it  had  been,  it  would  have 
prevented  a  soene  of  confusion  which 
took  place  at  the  election  of  last  Tear, 
when  a  person  came  forward  ana  de- 
clared the  Earl  of  Kellie  not  to  be  the 
Earl  of  Mar  that  waa  entitled  to  vote. 
The  House  ought  to  take  care  that  soeh 
a  scene  should  not  occur  again.    If  Mr. 
Erskine  could  come  forwa^  and  make  a 
claim  to  the  Earldom  of  Mar,  and  estab- 
lish his  claim  under  the  earlier  title, 
then   indeed   the  case  would    be  dif- 
ferent.   His  opinion  was  that  the  Eail 
of  Mar  and  Kellie  having  estabiiihed 
his  claim,  his  name  ought  to  be  called 
in  the  HoU  of  Peers  in  the  place  deter- 
mined by  the  House,  and  not  in  ao- 
cordaace  with  the  view  of  the  noble 
Marquess.    He  therefore  trusted  their 
Lordiships  would  not  agree  to  hb  Mo- 
tion.   

Thb  Eabl  of  MANSFIELD  ooi- 
sidered  there  was  no  precedent  for  whit 
had  been  done.  The  whole  foundation 
of  this  claim  arose  from  very  onnoiii 
circumstances.  One  Thomaa  Bandog 
had  written  a  letter  on  the  last  day  of 
July,  1565,  in  which  he  saya  that  to 
honour  the  feast  of  Queen  Mary's  ma^ 
riage  Lord  Erskine  waa  made  Earl  of 
Mar ;  and  it  was  stated  that  when  tbe 
letter  waa  produced  hia  noUe  and  Isansd 
Friend  near  him  (Lord  Chelmsford}  tsid 
it  waa  a  gossiping  letter,  and  nothiag 
more — ^particularly  the  poatacriptom  af 
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hidiii^  to  the  Earl  of  Mar.    He  thought 
fitlle  importance  was  to  be  attached  to 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Bandolph.    The  Com- 
mittee of  Priyileges  having  come  to  a 
dedflion  on  the  25th  February,  1875; 
on  the  fbDowing  day  it  was  reported  to 
the  House,  whereupon  it  appeiured  upon 
the  Journals  that  the  Lord  Clerk  Begister 
shonld  insert  the  name  of  the  Earl  of 
Mar  on  the  Boll,  datine  from  the  creation 
of  1566.     But  when  mej  came  to  do  so 
thej  were  very  much  puzzled,  because 
they  found  that  there  was  no  such  name 
there.    The  Committee  came  to  the  Be- 
Bolution    that   the    claim  to  the    Mar 
Peerage  created  in  1565  was  proyed,  but 
they  never  said  one  word  about  the 
Peerage  created  in  1457,  and  therefore 
that  Peerage  remained  to  the  present 
moment.     The  Committee  of  Priyileges, 
in  their  Beport,  unfortunately  came  to 
an  erroneous  conclusion,  founded  upon 
no  facts  whatever.    Had  that  Committee 
taken  the  opinion  of  those  versed  in 
Scotch  Law  they  might  have  avoided 
certain  errors  into  which  they  had  fedlen. 
The  Decreet  of  Banking  was  one  of  the 
most    solemn    decrees   that    was    ever 
passed.    It  was  found  that  many  mis- 
oonoeptions  had  arisen  as  to  the  titles  of 
Becvteh  Peers,  and  that  Public  Business 
vas  impeded,  because  they  were  always 
fighting.     It  was,  therefore,  found  ne- 
nmtLTj  to  establish  the  rank  and  pre- 
cedence of  Scotch  Peers  by  the  Decreet 
of  1606,  and  in  that  Decreet  the  name 
of  the  noble  Earl  was  not  to  be  found. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  Besolution 
prepoeed  was  ultra  vir$$,  and  that  they 
eoold  only  act  upon  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  of  Privileges. 

Loan  SELBOBNE  said,  that  he  did 
not  propose  to  follow  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Mansfield)  in  his  speech  as  to 
the  grounds  of  the  decision  adopted  by 
the  House  in  1875.  They  were  all 
aware  that  both  before  that  decision  and 
afterwards  there  were  persons  who  en- 
tertained different  opinions  on  the  merits 
of  the  case;  but  their  Lordships,  he 
thought,  must  hold  that  it  having  been 
decided  in  a  particular  way  by  the  Be- 
iolution  then  arrived  at,  it  was  a  ques- 
tion which  was  determined,  so  far  as  that 
decision  went,  and  that  it  was  binding 
on  their  Lordships.  The  present  discus- 
*>oii  must  prooeea  upon  that  assumption. 
Asfaming,  therefore,  that  that  decision 
vas  binding  upon  the  House,  he  should 
ptoeeed  to  state  the  reasons  which  led  him 


to  believe  that  their  Lordships  could  not 
with  prudence  or  propriety  ad<^t  the 
Besolution  which  had  been  moved  by 
the  noble  Duke.  There  were  two  reasons 
which  he  would  put  before  their  Lord- 
ships as  grounds  for  inducing  them  not 
to  do  so.  As  he  understood,  the  effect 
of  the  Besolution  would  be,  in  the  first 
place,  to  do  that  which  was  not  con- 
sistent with  the  Besolutions  of  1875 ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  instead  of  sup- 
porting and  fortif^g  the  authority  of 
what  was  then  done,  it  would  tend  as 
much  as  anything  could  to  destroy  and 
throw  discredit  upon  their  Lordships' 
authority.  Their  Lordships  ought  to  oe 
careful,  in  a  matter  involving  questions 
of  law  of  great  nicety,  before  they  as- 
sumed a  jurisdiction  which,  as  far  as  he 
was  aware,  they  had  never  before  exer- 
cised. The  noble  Duke  in  the  first  place 
affirmed,  that  the  House,  on  the  26th  of 
February  1875,  had  declared  the  Earl  of 
Mar  and  Kellie  to  be  entitled  to  a  par- 
ticular precedence  according  to  the  date 
of  the  creation  of  the  Earldom,  which 
the  Besolution  of  the  House  said  was  in 
1565.  He  (Lord  Selbome)  did  not  so 
read  the  Besolution  of  1875.  That  Be- 
solution, after  affirming  that  the  peti- 
tioner, Lord  Kellie,  had  made  out  a 
claim  to  the  dignity  of  Earl  of  Mar 
created  in  1565,  proceeded  to  direct  that 
at  all  future  meetings  of  the  Peers  of 
Scotland  for  the  election  of  a  Bepresen- 
tative  Peer  the  Lord  Clerk  Begister 
should 

"  call  the  title  of  the  Earl  of  Mar  according 
to  its  place  in  the  Roll  of  Peers  of  Scotland 
called  at  such  election,  and  receire  and  coont 
the  vote  of  the  Earl  of  Mar  claiming  to  vote 
in  rifl^t  of  the  aaid  Earldom,  and  permit  him 
to  take  part  in  the  proceedings  in  such  election." 

But  that  was  a  very  different  thing  from 
saying  that  the  title  should  be  called 
according  to  the  date  of  the  crea- 
tion of  the  Earldom.  And  not  only  did 
he  (Lord  Selbome)  think  that  the  natural 
meaning  of  those  words  was  that  it 
should  be  called  according  to  the  actual 
place  in  which  it  stood  in  the  Boll  of 
Peers,  but  he  might  appeal  to  what  had 
been  said  by  the  noble  Earl  the  Chairman 
of  Committees,  who  virtually  admitted 
the  same  thing — because  he  said  it  was 
a  pity  that  what  was  now  proposed  to 
be  done  was  not  done  at  that  time.  The 
natural  meaning  of  the  words  was,  that 
the  noble  Earl  should  be  called  at  the 
place  in  which  his  name  appeared  up  to 
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that  time  on  the  Boll  of  Peers.  Although 
these  questions  of  Peerage  were  in  form 
settled  by  the  House  of  Lords,  they 
all  knew  that  the  real  tribunal  which 
settled  them  was  the  Committee  of  Pri- 
vileges, and  the  Committee  of  Privileges 
had  decided,  on  grounds  inconsistent  with 
the  supposition,  that  the  ancient  Earl- 
dom had  been  restored,  although  the  De- 
creet of  Banking  was  relied  upon  as  evi- 
dence of  a  contrary  understandmg  in  1 606. 
If  so,  the  only  Earl  of  Mar,  in  1606, 
must  have  been  the  holder  of  the  dignity 
found  by  the  House  to  have  been  created 
in  1565 ;  and  every  Earl  of  Mar,  from 
that  date  till  the  Union,  had  sat  in  the 
Parliament  of  Scotland,  and  had  been 
ranked  on  the  Union  Boll  and  ever  since, 
in  the  particular  order  of  precedence 
assigned  to  the  Earldom  by  the  Decreet 
of  Banking.  That  Decreet  rested  on 
Boyal  authority,  and  was,  by  that  autho- 
rity, ordered  to  be  observed  by  every- 
body, imless  it  should,  in  any  particular 
case,  be  rectified  by  the  Court  of  Session, 
at  the  instance  of  some  party  a^^rieved. 
It  had,  in  one  case — that  of  the  Earldom 
of  Buchan — been  so  rectified :  and  an  Act 
of  the  Scottish  Parliament  was  passed  in 
1633,  to  confirm  that  decision  in  Lord 
Buchan's  favour.  Until  legally  rectified 
— if  there  was  any  error,  and  error  was 
not  to  be,  assumed — for  the  Crown  could 
eive  an  earlier  precedence  even  to  a 
dignity  created  in  1565 — that  order  of 
precedence  was  equivalent  to  a  declara- 
tion of  the  Sovereigpi,  the  fountain  of 
honour.  The  place  of  the  Earl  of  Mar 
in  the  Decreet  of  Banking  was  not  the 
only  anomaly  there — the  Eeurl  of  Suther- 
land also  was  not  ranked  according  to 
the  date  of  the  creation  of  that  &rl- 
dom,  as  it  had  been  recogpiized  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  If  the  House  took 
upon  itself  to  alter  the  Boll  in  this 
case,  why  should  it  not  do  so,  if  asked, 
in  the  case  of  the  Earldom  of  Suther- 
land also?  The  Union  Boll  was 
solemnly  referred  to  in  the  Statute  of 
1847  as  an  authentic  List  of  the  Peer- 
age of  Scotland :  and  the  House  had 
never  altered  it,  except  by  adding  names 
when  a  right  to  any  Peerage  not  en- 
tered in  that  Boll  had  been  established. 
The  effect  of  the  Besolution  of  1875  was 
not  to  strike  out  any  existing  Peerage, 
but  the  Lord  Clerk  Kenster  was  directed 
to  call  the  title  of  the  Earl  of  Mar  in  its 
existing  place  and  precedence.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  a  matter  of  serious 
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importance  when  their 
asked    to  interfere  with    the    existiiig 
precedence  on  the  Union  Boll  of  th# 
existing  Scotch  Peers.    There  ought  to 
be  some  precedent  for  such  a  proeeediiig; 
but  none  had  been  referred  to,  and  if 
there  were  no  such  precedent,  their  Loird- 
ships  would  concur  with  him  that  none 
ought  to  be  made — at  all  events  nona 
ought  to  be  made  by  a  Besolution  like 
this.      He  thought  nothing  would  be 
more  objectionable  than  for  the  Hoow 
to  take  upon  itself,  in  this  way,  to  rectify 
any  error,  if  error  there  were,  in  thie 
ranking  of  the  Peerage,    and  in  the 
Decreet  of  1606.      Acts  of  Parliament 
had  been  thought  necessary  in  1 B47  and 
1851,  to  give  the  House  power  to  inter- 
fere, in  certain  cases,  with  the  manner 
of  calling  the  Peers  of  Scotland  at  Elec- 
tions of  Bepresentative  Peers,  and  to 
regulate    the    conditions  under   which 
that  power  was  to  be  exerdsed.    The 
only  safe  and  prudent  course  was^  to 
keep  within  the  limits  of  that  Statutoiy 

power.  

The   LOBD   CHANCELLOB  could 
not  avoid  thinking  that  the  Beeolatioa 
which  the  noble  Duke  had  submitted 
might  lead  their  Lordships  into  a  posi- 
tion   of    considerable    embarrassmmt. 
The  form  of  the  Besolution  had  been 
slightlv  altered ;  but  even  in  the  amelio- 
rated form  in  which  it  appeared  on  the 
Paper,  their  Lordships,  by  adopting  it» 
would,   under  the  guise  of  passing  a 
Besolution,  make  a  judicial,  or,  if  not  a 
judicial,  a  legislative  declaration.    Two 
years  ago  a  Committee  of  Privileges  in- 
vestigated the  claim  to  the  Earldom  of 
Mar,  and  he  well  remembered  that  the 
inquiry  extended  over  a  great  length  of 
time,  and  involved  some  of  the  moA 
difficult  questions  in  tracing  Peertges 
that  could  well  be    imagined.     As  a 
Member  of  the  Committee,  he  concuired 
in  the  Besolution  at  which  the  Com* 
mittee     arrived,    although     he    nerer 
recollected  a  case  in  which  sympathj 
was  more  elicited  for  the  claimant  who 
did  not  succeed.    That  gentleman  hid 
been  generally  supposed  to  be  entitled 
to    the    Earldom,    and    he    had  been 
accepted  by  all  who  were  related  to 
the  family,   and,   among  the  rest,  bj 
the   particular  family  who  aflerwardi 
became  his  opponents.    After  the  moit 
patient     investigation,     however,    tlu 
Committee  of  I^vileges  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  that  Mr.  Ooodeve  ErskiM 
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bad  not    substantiated  his  claim,   and 
th«t   Liord  Kellie  had  made  good  his 
eUim    to    the  Earldom  which  had  its 
ongin  in  the  year  1565.    That  conclu- 
sion  was  affirmed  by  their  Lordships' 
Hooae,  and,  in  his  opinion,  was  oonclu- 
sire.     The  order  made  on  the  occasion 
bj  the   House  was  entirely  affirmatiye ; 
bat  if  the  Resolution  of  the  noble  Duke 
were  adopted,  the  decision  so  arrived  at 
would  be  re-opened  and  supplemented 
by  that  which  was  not  a  natural  corol- 
lary, but   something  very  different  and 
much  hig^her,  and  which,  in  the  shape 
of  a   Heeolution,   would  be  a  judicial 
declaration  or  a  legislatiye  act.  Further 
than  that,  b^  adopting  the  Eesolution, 
their  L«ordships  would  affect  the  Union 
BoU  of  Scotch  Peers,  which,  by  the  Act 
of  1 847  y  wras  declared  to  be  an  authorita- 
tire  liat  of  the  Peers  of  Scotland  as  they 
stood  before  the  Union.    It  appeared 
trwn  the  same  Act  that  sundry  Peerages 
of  Scotland  had  since  been  added  by 
order  of  the  House  of  Lords  at  different 
times.     There  was  nothing  said,  how- 
erer,  about  subtracting  from   the  Ust. 
It  stood  as  an  authentic  list,  and,  except 
the  additions,  nothing  appeared  to  have 
beoi  done  to  it.    That  Act  was  a  very 
strong   expression  of  the  view  of  the 
Legidatnre— that,   if  anything  was  to 
be  done  in  the  Union  EoU,  it  was  to  be 
done  by  legislatiye  authority,  and  not 
merely   by  a  vote  of  the  House.     It 
seemed  to  him  their  Lordships  would 
be  taking  a  yery  dano^erous  course  in 
doing  now  by  Besolution  of  the  House 
what  was  supposed  in  1847  to  require 
the  authority  of  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
Therefore,   he  thought  they  ought  to 
hesitate  before  they  accepted  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Duke.   In  his  opimon, 
the  most  satisfactory  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  question  would  be  to  appoint  a 
Select  Committee  to  consider  the  matter 
of  the  Petition  of  the  Earl  of  Mar  and 
KelHe  and  the   precedents    applicable 
thereto,   and  to  report  thereon  to  Uie 
House. 

Loan  DENMAN  said,  that  he  had 
before  expressed  an  opinion  that  no 
Besolution  of  either  House  would  stand 
finn  unless  it  was  supported  by  the  law 
of  the  land,  and  he  considered  that  it 
vould  be  a  Tory  unfortunate  step  to 
tske  for  the  House  to  bind  itself  to  any 
psrtioular  Resolution. 

Tbb  Duxx  of  BUOOLEOOH  ex- 
pnsiad  his  willingness  to  withdraw  his 


Motion,  and  to  accent  a  Besolution  in 
the  terms  mentionea  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord. 

Then  the  said  Motion  and  the  origi- 
nal Motion  were  (by  leaye  of  uie 
House)  withdrawn. 

Then  it  was  moved^ 

That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  matter  of  the  petition  of  the  Earl  of 
Mar  and  Kellie  presented  on  the  6th  of  June 
1877,  and  the  precedents  applicable  thereto; 
and  to  report  thereon  to  the  House. — {The  Lord 
ChaneeUor.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

And,  on  Tuesday,  July  17,  the  Lords  follow* 
ing  were  named  of  the  Committee : — 


Ld.  Chancellor. 
Ld.  President. 

D.  Somerset. 

E.  Doncaster. 
E.  Mansfield. 
£.  Qranville. 
E.  Redesdale. 
L.  Elphinstone. 


L.  ColriUe  of  Culross. 
L.  Meldrum. 
L.  Rosebery. 
L.  Chelms/ord. 
L.  Penzance. 
L.  Selbome. 
L.  Blackburn. 
LGordon  of  Drumeam. 


ENDOWED   SCHOOLS  ACTS.^ 

KOTION  FOB  AK  ADDRESS. 

Earl  FOETESGUE  :    I  must  aeain 

^und  my  plea  for  your  Lordships'^  in- 
g^ence  in  the  deep  interest  which  for 
now  nearly  a  ouarter  of  a  century  I  have 
taken  in  Middle  Class  Education.  As  to 
Endowed  Schools,  I  may  be  allowed  to 
mention  that  some  1 5  years  ago,  at  the 
request  of  a  number  of  distmguished 
friends  of  Education,  including  several 
Members  of  both  Houses,  who  had  done 
me  the  honour  to  meet  for  a  c(5nference 
at  my  house,  I  presented  to  the  then 
President  of  the  Council  a  Memorial 
praying  for  the  appointment  of  a  Royal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  many 
educational  endowments  scattered  oyer 
the  country.  We  were  much  gratified 
soon  after  by  hearing  that  a  most  able 
Commission  had  been  appointed,  pre- 
sided oyer  by  the  late  lamented  Lord 
Taunton,  which,  after  a  long  and  careful 
enquiry,  presented  one  of  the  most 
statesmanlike,  exhaustiye  and,  in  my 
yiew,  condusiye  Beports  I  oyer  read. 
The  only  misfortune  was  that  its  recom- 
mendations were  so  little  heeded,  if, 
in  truth,  they  were  read,  either  by  the 
late  or  present  Ooyemment. 

The  late  Ooyemment,  indeedi  pro- 
posed a  measure  purporting  in  its  Pre- 
amble to  be  framed  upon  tnat  Seport ; 
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but  omittiag  the  most  impartant  o£  its 
reoommendationB — that  rxwm  wbioh  in 
the  language  of  the  Commissioners 
subsequently  appointed  by  that  OoTem- 
menty  ''  the  soheme  of  the  Beport  mainly 
rested."  And  the  Act  as  passed  em- 
bodied little  more  than  what  was  only  a 
subsidiary  recommendation  of  the  Be- 
port, though  one  always  acceptable 
to  the  official  mind — namely,  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  Central  Commission  to  do 
all  the  work,  local  as  well  as  central, 
which  the  Beport  had  recommended 
should  deyolye  mainly  upon  local  bodies 
entitled  in  it  <*  Provincial  Authorities," 
slightly  controlled  and  brought  into  har- 
monious action  by  a  mereW  supervising 
central  authority.  The  Endowed  Schools 
Act  was,  therefore,  practically  an  arch 
with  the  keystone  left  out — the  play  of 
Hamlet  with  the  part  of  Hamlet  omitted 
— as  might  be  seen  by  an  enumeration 
of  some  of  the  chief  duties  and  responsi- 
bilities proposed  in  the  Beport  to  be 
entrusted  to  ^ese  Provincial  Authori- 
ties. They  were  to  determine  the  grade 
of  the  school ;  to  fix  absohitely  the  age 
at  which  the  boys  were  to  leave,  and  to 
lay  down  certain  limits  as  to  the  fees  to 
be  paid  and  subjects  to  be  tauffht ;  to 
settle  whether  the  school  should  have 
boarders  or  not ;  to  make  regulations  as 
to  the  master's  remuneration ;  and  to 
change  the  conditions  on  which  Exhibi- 
tions and  Scholarships  should  be  held. 
The  Commissioners  concluded  their  long 
and  carefully  reasoned-out  description 
of  the  duties  and  powers  of  the  proposed 
Provincial  Authority  by  saying  that  each 

'*  would  be,  Ib.  their  opinion,  the  proper  body 
to  draw  u{>  new  schemes  for  the  reffumtion  of 
schools  within  its  Province,  and  submit  them 
through  the  Charity  C<»nmis8ioner8,  or  some 
central  authority,  to  Parliament.'* 

I  was  glad  to  hear  from  the  late  Secre- 
tary to  the  Colonies  the  other  day  an 
energetic  protest  against  centralization, 
and  a  stout  defence  of  local  self-govern- 
ment. I  only  reg^ted  that  he  should 
have  applied  those  generally  sound  prin- 
ciples to  the  case  of  the  Prisons  Bill— in 
my  opinion  a  very  good  measure  on 
the  whole — and  prison  administration, 
a  subject  to  which  the  objections  were 
not  fairly  applicable.  But  I  regretted 
still  more  that  he  should  have  concurred 
with  his  Colleagues  in  the  wanton  crea- 
tion of  a  new  centralized  administrative 
bureau,  acting  through  Oovemment  In- 
spectors  sent  down  from  London,  to 
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diiqpose  finally  and  irrerooaUT  of  man 
than  £20,000,000  worth,  of  edoeatiaBa] 
endowments  in  different  parts  of  tiu 
countiy ;  while  the  Beport  dt  which  his 
Colleagues  and  himself  projested  to  b* 
guided  stated  that  the 

<'  necessity  of  dealing  with  schools  hi  groii« 
seems  plainly  to  imply  the  oorrespomfin^  naoc*- 
■ity  of  local  boards  to  deal  with  than.*' 

The  noble  President  of  the  Council 
disappointed  me  sadly  by  saying  in  his 
reply  to  me  last  year,  when  I  u^g;ed  the 
Oovemment  to  pass  a  Bill  £or  the  estab- 
lishment of  Provincial  Authorities,  that, 
in  his  opimon,  the  Central  Commissio&^i 

"were  more  capable  of  taking'  a  fair  sad 
impartial  view  of  what  was  required  in  «ac^ 
district  than  persons  who,  tmm  local  cooitdBi- 
tions,  would  be  anxious  to  have  schooli  ol  the 
highest  grade," 

though  the  Schools  Inquiry  Commis- 
sioners spoke  of  their  proposed  fto- 
vindal  Authority  as 

''capable  of  thoroughly  understanding  sad 
appreciating  local  claims,  and  yet  not  hampcnd 
by  the  tendency  to  consider  them  alone.** 

It  was  in  reliance  on  the  reeommsBda- 
tions,  and  still  more  on  the  cogent  rea- 
soning and  evidence,  of  thatBeppit,  thst 
both  auring  the  passing  of  the  £bdowed 
Schools  Act,  and  repeatedly  siiiee,  I  have 
pressed  for  the  establishment  of  some 
provincial  Boards ;  and,  in  their  abseooe, 
confidently  predicted  the  failure  of  the 
central  authority  to  do  the  work  raaUj 
well.  Even  if  the  composition  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commission,  able  and 
honourable  as  were  its  Members,  had 
been  as  satisfactory  as,  owing  to  the 
previously-published  oipinions  of  at  Isait 
one  of  them,  I  thought  it  was  the  reverse; 
even  if  thsy  had,  in  their  administntioii, 
shown  as  much  judgment  and  discretioa, 
as  several  divisions  proved,  that  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  they  had  not,  they 
could  not  satisfactorily  accomplish  their 
allotted  task,  because  they  had  work  to 
do  which,  in  the  language  of  the  Be- 
port of  1869 

"cannot  really  be  dealt  with  by  a  ofntnl 
authority  alone,  but  requires  the  co-operatiai  d 
a  local  body  which,  as  a  matter  of  ooone,  msft 
be  capable  of  looking  at  the  county,  or  po^M* 
several  counties  as  a  who^  but  which  ihill 
know  the  district  well,  and  not  act  ia  mart  4^ 
pendence  on  the  Reports  of  its  ofBuen.** 

The    Endowed  Sebools  OomanaBOotn 
told  you,  in  their  Beport  of  187%  tM 
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thej  had  tried  to  deal  with  sobools  in 
gnrape,  whioh  the  Beport  of  1869  had 
deacnbed  aa  absoluteW  neceeeary,  but 
found  that  nnder  the  Endowed  Sdiools 
Act  the  diffioulty  of  doing  so  was  too 
great,  and  that  they  had  in  consequence 
giTen  up  that  idea,  and  resolyed  to 
treat  earn  case  as  an  isolated  one  on 
its  own  merits.  Their  Successors  were 
Admirably  selected,  and  seem  to  have 
seted  as  judiciously  as  circumstances 
sUowed.    But  while  praising  their  ap- 

rlntment  in  this  House  two  years  ago, 
confidently  said  th^  could  not  do 
really  well  under  the  ^dowed  Schools 
Acts  of  1870  and  1875,  and  I  repeat 
to^y  that  OTcn  superhuman  wisdom 
would  not  haTe  enabled  them  to  succeed. 
Ishall  now  proceed  to  show  how  unsatis- 
&etorily,  when  tried  by  the  noble  Duke's 
own  teat,  the  two  succeesiTe  Central  Oom- 
misBions  have  worked  in  the  important 
matter  of  school  grades.    I  may  remind 
your  Lordships  that  the  Schools  Inquiry 
Oommisrioners  explain  that  by  1st  grade, 
they  mean  a  school  where  the  boys  leaTe 
at  18  or  19;  by  2nd  grade,  one  where 
they  have  to  leave  about  16;  by  Srd 
grade,  at  about  14 ;  and  that,  after  yery 
careful  investigation,  they  had  satisfied 
themselves  on  several  quite  independent 
grounda,  that  in  town  districts  16  out  of 
ereiy  1,000  boys  wanted  some  school 
bigher    than    ihe    public    elementary 
■c&ool;  that  at  least  half,  or  eight  of 
the  16,  wanted  Srd  grade  schools;  the 
Itt  grade,  aeoOTding  to  the  prevalence 
or  not  of  daasics,  having  either  two  or 
three,  and  the  2nd  grade,  six  or  five. 
They  state  that— 

"The  moffc  urgent  edocational  need  of  the 
country  b  that  of  good  lohoolB  of  the  3rd  grade-— 
Uttt  ifl,  of  tlioee  wnioh  shall  carry  edacation  up 
to  thcr  ace  of  14  or  16.  It  iB  just  hare  that  the 
Endowed  Schools  appear  most  signally  to  fail, 
vhik  nothing  else  takes  their  place.  .  .  .  And 
ths  prirate  schools  cannot  be  relied  upon  to  fill 
tlui  gap,  for  as  soon  as  a  Master  is  tnoroughly 
Moccasrol  in  a  school  of  this  sort,  there  is  everv- 
thiag  to  induce  him  to  raise  his  terms  and  nil 
hk  school  with  boys  of  a  higher  social  class." 

Now,  I  have  ascertained  that  up  to  the 
present  time,  schemes  for  220  schools 
We  been  finallv  approved  by  the  sue- 
osM?e  Geotral  Authorities,  of  which  at 
kast  110  OQ^t,  as  I  have  just  shown, 
to  have  bean  9rd  srade,  whereas  there 
are  only  93;  whue  the  1st  and  2nd 
gradea  are  respectively  42  and  85 — 
a»king  together  127,  instead  of  only 
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110 ;  and  of  these  the  proportion  of  Ist 
grade  is  far  too  large. 

Now,  the  undue  multiplication  of 
1st  and  2nd  erade  schools  will  not  only 
be  a  waste  of  money,  but  by  furnishing 
a  supply  in  excess  of  the  natural  demand, 
will  tend  to  diminish  the  prosperity  and, 
with  it,  the  efficiency  of  each  school. 
You  will  have  a  disastrous  competition 
between  them  for  pupils.  They  will 
either  lower  their  prices  to  keep  up  their 
numbers,  and  thus  tempt  parents  to  send 
their  children  to  schools  of  too  high  a 
grade,  and  to  keep  them  unduly  long  at 
learning,  instead  of  beginning  earning ; 
or  they  will  have  their  schools  half  empty 
with  fewer  masters,  obliged  each  to  teach 
more  subjects,  and  therefore  teaching 
less  well;  while,  in  either  case,  the  stand- 
ard of  masters  will  be  lowered  through 
the  impaired  prospects  of  remuneration 
offered. 

Political  economists  have  divided  work 
into  three  classes — that  of  production, 
of  distribution,  and  of  verification ;  the 
work  of  production  involving  in  most 
cases  far  more  and  far  heavier  bodily 
labour  than  either  the  work  of  distri- 
buting, as  mei*chants,  shopkeepers,  and 
carriers  do,  that  which  has  been  pro- 
duced ;  or  the  work  of  verifying,  as  law- 
vers,  accountants,  and  others  do,  the 
legality  and  accuracy  of  transactions. 
It  is  obvious  that  the  number  of  distri- 
butors and  verifiers  required  must  depend 
in  great  measure  upon  the  amoimt  of 
raw  or  manufactured  produce  to  be  dealt 
with.  When  the  learned  Professions, 
and  that  of  clerks  and  such  like  are  al- 
ready so  overstocked,  when  trade  is  dull 
and  manufactures  slack,  is  it  wise  to 
multiply  schools  for  qualifying  boys 
chiefly  for  the  work  of  distribution  or 
verification,  involving  only  little  or  very 
light  manual  labour,  and  to  stint  the 
number  of  Srd  grade  schools,  better 
suited  to  boys  early  to  bo  trained  to 
hard  bodily  labour — to  increase  our 
present  tendon^  to  the  condition  of 
some  place  in  Germany,  whore  it  was 
said  some  time  ago,  '^a  Professor  could 
be  had  easier  ana  cheaper  than  a  stone- 
mason?*' 

I  have  said  that  the  classes  using  the 
1st  and  2nd  grade  schools,  thus  unduly 
multiplied,  will  have  the  education  of 
their  children  in  them  deteriorated  in 
consequence.  But  what  ia  far  more 
aerious,  the  best  of  the  lower  middle 
class,  and  the  most  intelligent  and  self- 
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denying  of  the  artizana,  willing  to 
make  sacrificefi  in  order  to  secure  for 
their  children  a  better  education  than 
they  had  themselyes  enjoyed,  will  be 
cruelly  and  unjustly  denied  their  fair 
share  of  the  benefits  of  the  magnificent 
educational  endowment,  yielding  more 
than  £666,000  a-year,  and  worm  more 
than  £20,000,000,  provided  by  the  pious 
munificence  of  our  ancestors.  And  their 
case  will  be  all  the  harder  because,  for 
reasons  which  I  have  already  given  from 
the  Report,  they  cannot  expect  the  void 
thus  needlessly  created  to  be  supplied 
by  private  enterprize ;  and  the  present 
respectable  misapplication  of  these  en- 
dowments is  mucn  more  hopelessly  irre- 
vocable than  was  the  previous  state  of 
abuse,  misuse,  and  disuse  of  many  of 
them  which  invited  reform. 

It  is  sad  to  think  of  the  mischief  that 
has  abreadybeen  done,  of  nearly  two-fifths 
of  these  Eiidowments  already  as  good  as 
finally  disposed  of— or  some  £250,000 
out  of  £666,000  a-year  income,  or  near 
£8,000,000  out  of  the  £20,000,000  it  is 
worth  at  30  years'  purchase ;  but  sadder 
still  to  think  of  the  future  mischief  that 
will  be  done  to  the  cause  of  Education,  if 
the  remaining  more  than£l2,000,000  are 
to  be,  as  I  fear  they  will,  much  of  them, 
similarly  misapplied ;  and  saddest  to  re- 
flect that  this  is  the  result  of  the  ever 
increasingly  bureaucratic  inclinations 
and  centralizing  action  of  successive 
Administrations. 

Moved  ioT — 

'*  Retam  made  oat,  county  by  coonty,  with 
in  each  case  a  proziniate  estimate  of  the  annual 
endowments  of 

**  1.  The  number  of  schemes  finally  approred 
and  in  force  in  England  and  Wales  under  the 
Endowed  Schoohi  Acts,  1869, 1873,  and  1874 ; 

*'  2.  The  number  of  schemes  published  by  the 
Charity  Commissioners  under  those  Acts,  but 
not  yet  finally  approved ; 

**  3.  The  Endowed  Schools  not  returned  in  1. 
and  2.  nor  included  in  section  3.  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act,  1873,  which  are  within  the  general 
provisions  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Acts; 

''4.  The  aggregate  number  and  income  of 
Endowed  Schools  included  in  section  3.  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  1873 :  Also, 

'*  Return  of  the  number  and  grades  (as  deter- 
mined by  maximum  age  of  scholars,  amount  of 
fees  payable,  and  course  of  insbiiction)  of 
schools  established  or  regulated  by  schemes 
approved  under  the  Endowed  Schools  Acta,  in 
the  following  fonn. 

£wrl  Fortescue 


ScHBKBS  sub- 
mitted by 


Ehidowed  Schools 
Commissioners  - 

Charity  Commis- 
missioners-  -  - 

Total  -  -  - 


Ut 
Grade. 


2iid   I   Ixd 
Grade.  Grade. 


—{The  Emrl  Fertseem,) 

The    Dttkb    of    SIOHMOND    An 
OOEDON    said,    that    as    the  Betm 
moved  for  by  the  noble  Earl  was  whoOj 
unopposed,  he  should  not  have  thought 
it  necessary  to  trouble  the  House  ^th 
any  remarks  were  it  not  that  it  might 
be  supposed  that  he  agreed  in  the  viewt 
stated  by  the  noble  1^1  if  he  aUowtd 
them  to  pass  wholly  uncontroverted.  Am 
to  the  advisability  of  a  central  authority 
carrying  out  operations  in  regard  to  the 
Endowed  Schools  throughout  the  oooa- 
try,  Parliament  had  decided  that  thaie 
schools  should  be  in  future  dealt  vith 
by  the  Charity  Gommissioners — he  woild 
not  fp  into  the  question  whether  that 
decision  was  right  or  wrong;  but  u 
long  as  the  law  to  that  effect  remained 
on  the  Statute  Book,  the  duties  of  those 
Commissioners  must  be  carried  out  He 
must  also  emphatically  deny  that  ihtn 
had  been  any  failure  on  the  part  of  th« 
central  authority  to  do  what  was  de- 
sired.   There  was  nothing  in  the  pn- 
sent   law,   or  in  the   practice    of  tlis 
Charity  Commissioners,  which  could  pre- 
vent a  local  inquiry  beine  made,  if  Vuj 
thoufi^ht  fit,  into  the  requirements  of  the 
districts  with  which  they  dealt;   and, 
moreover,  if  they  deemed  a  public  in- 
quiry to  be  necessary,   it  was  withia 
tneir  power  to  hold  one.    If  the  noble 
Earl  had  gone  into  specific  instapcM  ii 
particular  districts  where  the  Commif- 
sioners  had  failed  in  doing  their  doty, 
he  would  have  taken  a  more  practksl 
course  than  he  had  done  by  making 
vague  charges  in  general  terms.    !Dw 
noble  Earl  nad  made  aooneations  with- 
out bringing  forward  proo&  to  subitas* 
tiate  them,  one  of  thoee  unsupported 
accusations  being  that  the  operaoooe  </ 
the  Chari^  CommisaionerB  eanstitated 
a  cruel  denial  of  education  to  the  nuddb 
classes.     [Earl  FoBTsacuE :  I  said  tfce 
lower  midclle  daaa.]     He  vantured  to 
say  there  had  been  no  cruel  deoiil  of 
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«d«Mti<m  to  tbe  lower  middle  olaee,  and 
that  the  noble  Earl  ought  not  to  haye 
made  that  ohaif;e  against  such  a  bodj 
withoat  proving  it.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  W(»k  of  the  Charity 
OommiflHioiiere  was  not  yet  completed ; 
and,  as  far  as  he  oonld  ascertain,  he  be- 
lieved that  they  were  acting  in  a  manner 
which  was  most  oonduciTe  to  the  edn- 
csttonal  interests  of  the  country,  and 
which  alao  reflected  credit  on  their  exer- 
tions. 

Motion  •prtfwf  to. 

Betoms  ordered  to  be  laid  before  the 
House. 


Hovie  Aiyoiimed  at  half -past  Sevea 

o'dook,  till  To-moiTow,  half 

part  Ten  o'dook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Jtondit^,  9th  Jufy,  1877. 


VINITTE&/}— SvppLT— ^ofwui^Mf  in  Committ0$ 
— Natt  J^TtMATKB-^Smolutions  I  July  6]  r#- 
f""^^ — ^Ammr  EsmcATsa  [July  6j  reported. 

Win  Ajfii  HsAJiB — €wmdtr§d  in  CcmmittM — 
GooaoUdatad  Fund  (£20,000,000). 

Prauo  fiiLLB — Firtt  R04ulin^— down  Office* 
[Ul] ;  TVada  Marks  •  [242]. 

Smmd  JUOinp^Sooik  Africa  [106];  PubUc 
Loana  Ranuwion  •  [226J;  Oas  and  Water 
Orden  Confirmation  (Abingdon^  kc)  *  £236] ; 
XalropoUa  ImproTement  ProTisional  Orders 
Coafimaiion  (Great  Wfld  Street,  kc.)  fr237]; 
Local  QofcnuBaot  Board's  Provisional  Orders 
Oooflnnation  (Belper  Union,  &o.)  *  [236]; 
Wine  and  Beernouse  Act  (1869)  Amendment  * 
ri77],  tUkU4  9^f9mm4d, 

mtti  (kmmitfw  County  OAoers  and  Courts 
Oiakad)  •  [67],  Mr.  BnU  and  Mr.  Charles 
LsirisaiM 

U»r<  Comunittm — Mepori — ^Ancient  Monuments* 
[Ko.  817]. 

^—iiiftoi  iliytrf— Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries 
Old*  ConflnwUion  *  [222]  ;  Tramways  Or- 
4«s  Coafiimation  (Barton,  &c.)  *  [218] ;  Re- 
ptered  Writs  Execution  (Scotland)  •[133]; 
OoiDpanias  Acts  Amendment  (No.  3)  (re- 
9mm.yf  [288]  ;  Prorisional  Orders  (Ireland] 
CsafltiBatkm  (Holjrwood,  Ac.)  {r9-*omm.)  * 
[mi;  Building  Sooietias  Aoi  (1874)  Amend- 
iMBi*  [168.248]. 

C^^mderU  m*  mmended  —  Vnhhc  Woriu  Loans 
(Ireland)  *  [1891 ;  Legal  Practitioners  •  [481. 

TUti  Bmiimf    ftaleiiAot  Am0nd]n6nt*[168]. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 
ROYAL  DUBLIN  SOCTETT  (No.  2)  BILL. 

8B00ND  BEADmO. 

Order  for  Seoond  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Queetion  proposed, 
"  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time." 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  the 
Bill  as  it  stood  seemed  to  prejudge  a 

S[ue8tion  in  which  a  deep  interest  was 
elt  in  Ireland — namely,  what  authority 
was  to  control  the  teaching  of  Science, 
and  Art  in  Ireland.  The  section  dealing 
with  this  point  required  explanation, 
and  in  order  to  give  an  opportunity  for 
it,  if  possible,  he  would  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
three  months.  The  main  object  was  a 
desirable  one — the  constitution  of  a  na- 
tional museum  and  library  in  Dublin. 
This  was  achieved,  so  far  as  the  creation 
of  powers  for  the  purpose,  by  the  4th 
and  11 1^  sections  of  the  Bill.  The  only 
observation  he  found  it  necessary  to 
make  on  this  part  was,  that  care  would 
be  necessarv  to  prevent  undue  expendi- 
ture in  buildings,  so  as  to  insure  the 
adequate  apportionment  of  money  for 
teaching  purposes  throughout  the  island. 
The  diliculty  laid  in  the  6th  section, 
which  provided  that  the  library  and 
museum  should  be  kept  in  Ireland  by 
the  Department  of  Science  and  Art, 
'*  for  the  use  of  the  public,  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  Act,  and  to  such 
regulations  as  may  be  made  in  pur- 
suance thereof."  These  words  gave  the 
Department  power  to  adopt  any  scheme 
thev  chose  for  the  teaching  of  Science 
and  Art  in  Ireland,  and  to  decide  on  the 
relations  to  be  borne  to  the  country  by 
the  South  Kensington  Museum.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 
(Mr.  Sullivan)  had  advocated,  with  the 
approval  of  the  House,  a  system  under 
which  local  control  and  management, 
working  harmoniously  with  South  Ken- 
sington, would  be  maintained,  and  he 
feared  the  words  of  the  clause  gave  the 
Department  of  Science  and  Art  complete 
power  to  depart  from  that  principle. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  '*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  three  months."— (J/r.    (fShaugh- 
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Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH 
said,  that  whatever  might  be  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Bill,  it  was  not  intended 
to  prejudge  the  question  alluded  to 
by  the  non.  Member.  The  object 
was  to  prepare  the  way  for  the  creation 
of  a  national  museum  and  library,  and 
when  Parliament  came  to  be  asked  for 
money  for  that  purpose,  hon.  Members 
would  be  enabled  to  discuss  how  that 
institution  might  best  be  managed.  He 
proposed  to  cQter  the  language  of  the 
6th  section  in  such  a  way  as  to  remoTe 
the  ambig^ty  complained  of  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick, 
and  to  leave  the  question  quite  open 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  committed. 

QUESTIONS. 


"THE  PRIEST  IN  ABSOLUTION." 

QUBSTIOK. 


Mb.  WHALLEY:  With  regard  to 
the  Motion  that  stands  in  my  name  on 
the  subject  of  the  work  known  as  The 
Prie%t  in  Absolution f  I  beg  to  say  that  I 
shall  not  again  bring  that  forward,  ex- 
cept the  House  should  show  itself  pre- 
pared to  consider  a  Eesolution  to  do 
away  with  the  Established  Church.  I 
beg  to  ask,  Whether,  under  the  circum- 
stimces,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  afford  facilities  for  discussing  the 
subject ;  I  having  twice  endeavoured  to 
bring  forward  this  question  of  the  Con- 
fessional, and  been  on  both  occasions 
counted  out,  and  on  one  occasion  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  was, 
I  believe,  desirous  of  expressing  his 
opinion  ?  These  are  some  of  the  g^unds 
on  which  I  make  an  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  give  a  day  for  the 
discussion  of  the  whole  question  of  the 
Established  Church  in  connection  with 
the  system  of  Confession. 

RUSSIA   AND  TURKEY— ENGLISH  OC 

CUPATION  OF  CONSTANTINOPLE. 

QUESnOK. 

Mb.  MONK:  I  beg.  Sir,  to  nve 
Notice  that  to-morrow  1  shall  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
it  is  true,  as  reported  in  Vienna,  that 


the  British  Ambassador  at  Cotirtirafi- 
nople  has  informed  the  Sultan  that  it 
may  be  necessary  for  Enriand  to  occum  ' 
Constantinople  and  the  Dardan^la*  n 
the  protection  of  British  intereats ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  will  be  prepared  to  lav 

Papers  on  the  Table  ?  

The  CHANCELLOB  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QIJEB :  Sir,  I  can  at  onoe  ansver  tli* 
Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  Thort 
is  no  truth  whatever  in  the  report. 

ARMY— THE  MILrnA— THE  REGUIJU 
TIONS.-  QUESTIOK. 

Qenzkal  Sib  OEOBOE  BALFOUB 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  tli« 
House  a  Memorandum  explanatory  is 
detail  of  the  intended  changes  in  tb« 
Militia;  whether  the  Order  m  Conndl 
of  1852  fixing  the  quotas  of  Militiamea 
to  be  raised  in  the  several  ooundea  wHl 
be  revised,  and  the  Sub-lieuten  awTf 
of  counties  re-arrang^,  to  suit  tKv 
altered  state  of  the  population ;  and, 
whether  a  revised  and  complete  Btl  of 
Militia  Orders,  brought  down  to  the 
latest  date,  will  be  furnished  in  soper- 
seQsion  of  the  1875  Code? 

Me.  GATHOl^NE  HAEDT,  in  reply, 
said,  that  as  the  recommendations  oi  the 
Committee  had  been  finally  approved,  it 
was  intended  to  proceed  with  the  revi- 
sion of  the  Bules  and  Beguladona  re- 
specting the  Militia.  The  revised  BaUi 
would  be  issued  early  next  year. 

NAVY—NAVIGATING  SUB-UEU- 
TENANT8.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BBTTEN  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  Navigmttag 
Sub-Lieutenants  were  by  the  Grcnlar  <2 
October  1876  allowed  to  exchange  into 
the  executive  branch  of  the  serrioe  it 
the  time  of  passing  their  examinatioBf 
at  Greenwich  or  on  promotion ;  whether 
some  Sub-Lieutenants  gained  an  addi- 
tion of  time  to  their  seniority  on  eDtecxnc 
the  service  owing  to  good  oondoci  aad 
hieh  marks  in  the  **  Britannia  '*  trainiag 
ship ;  whether  in  some  cases  the  unat 
date  of  passing  the  Greenwich  exanriaa- 
tions  was  in  consequence  of  this  additioa 
anticipated,  and  officers  in  these  eum 
were  thus  deprived  of  the  advaotagv 

given  by  the  Circular,  and  will  be  m> 
eprived  until  promotion,  a  orobabfe 
period  of  seven  years;  whetasr  ths 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty  will  oonsider  the 
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•xpediency  of  extending  the  advantaffes 
giTen  br  the  Baid  Circular,  as  amended 
DT  ti&e  Ciroolar  of  March  1877,  to  those 
NftTigating  Sub-lieutenants  who  passed 
out  of  Oieenwich  at  an  exceptionallj 
earir  [period  owing  to  their  own  good 
conduct  and  before  the  date  of  the  Cir- 
cular;  and,  whether  this  object  might 
be  effected  without  undue  msturbance 
of  the  course  of  promotion,  by  applying 
the  said  Circular  to  each  such  case,  as  u 
aate-dated  to  the  extent  of  time  added 
to  the  aenioritj  of  the  officer  in  oonse- 
qaeuce    of  his  good  conduct  and  hiffh 
marka  when  on  ^ard  the  ''  Britannia  ?" 
H&.  A.  F.  EOEBTON :  Sir,  there  is 
some  confusion  in  the  Question  between 
nari^ting    sub-lieutenants     and    sub- 
lieutenants, and  it  will  be  necessary  to 
rererse  the  order  of  some  of  the  queries 
in  order  to  make  the  answer  intelligible. 
NariMting  sub-lieutenants  are,  by  the 
Circular  of  October,  1876,  allowed  to 
exchange  into  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Serrice  at  the  time  of  passing  their 
examinations  at  Greenwich,  or  on  pro- 
motion.   The  advantaffes  given  by  the 
«aid  Circular,  as  amended  by  the  Circu- 
lar of  March  1 877,  cannot  be  extended 
to  those  navigating  sub-lieutenants  who 
passed  out  of  Greenwich  at  an  exception- 
ally early  period,  owing  to  their  own 
cood  conduct  before  the  date  of  the 
Circular ;  such  a  course  would  be  most 
invidious,  as  the  very  few  officers  who 
wonld  benefit  by  such  a  proceeding  re- 
ceived at  the    time   of    their   passing 
immediate  promotion  to    the  rank  of 
navimting  lieutenant  as  a  reward.    All 
rab-Ueutenants  are  awarded  an  addition 
of  time  to  their  seniority  on  leaving  the 
BriimnnJM  training    ship   proportionate 
to  the  certificates  mey  receive  for  ability 
tad  good  conduct.      Some   years  ago 
oadsU,  after  completing  their  course  of 
■tody,  joined  a  sea-going  training  ship, 
sod  caoets  who  had  passed  exceptionally 
weU  out  of  the  Britannia  were,  on  leav- 
ing the  saa-ffoing  training  ship,  allowed 
to  pass  tor  the  rank  of  lieutenant  before 
^♦♦niniTTg   the   age    of    19.     The  sea- 
going training  ship  having  since  been 
abolished^  no  such  claim  can  now  be 
admitted. 

HAVT^THE  HERRINa  FISHERIES. 
Quxsnoir. 

Urn.  J.  W.  BABOLAT   asked   the 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Whether 


he  will  instruct  the  officers  in  command 
of  the  gun-boats  cruising  on  the  Coast 
for  protection  of  the  herring  fisheries, 
to  give  fishermen  such  reasonable  assist- 
ance as  they  prudently  can  to  recover 
nets  abandoned  at  sea  during  heavy 
storms,  and  specially  to  endeavour  to 
prevent  such  nets  from  being  carried 
off  by  Foreigpi  fishermen  ? 

Mr.  a.  F.  EGERTON  :  Sir,  the  com- 
manders of  g^un-boats  will  be  ordered  to 
give  such  assistance  as  far  as  practicable, 
and  it  is  part  of  their  instructions  to 
protect  British  fishermen  from  improper 
mterference  by  foreign  boats. 

NAVY—NAVAL  COLLEGE  SITE— DART- 
MOUTH.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  EDWAEDS  asked  the  Secretaiy 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  Admi- 
ralty have  decided  to  recommend  the 
erection  of  a  Naval  College  at  Dart- 
mouth, and  if  the  Grant  for  that  pur- 
pose will  be  proposed  in  the  Naval 
Estimates  this  Session? 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Admiralty  had  finally  decided  to 
adopt  the  recommendation  referred  to, 
and  the  Vote  for  the  purpose  would  be 
proposed  in  the  Naval  Estimates  of  that 
Session. 

Mb.  EDWAEDS  said,  in  that  case 
he  should  move  the  rejection  of  the  Vote. 


THE  FOREST  OF  DEAN- 
ACT  OF  10  GEO.  IV.,  c.  60.— QUESTION . 

Colonel  KINGSCOTE  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he 
has  received  the  opinion  of  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  with  regard  to  the 
power  of  Her  Majesty's  Commissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests  to  sell  land  in  the 
Forest  of  Dean  ;  and  if  he  will  state  the 
purport  of  that  opinion  to  the  House  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Sir,  the  opinion 
of  the  Law  Officers  upon  the  powers  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Woods  to  sell 
land  in  Dean  Forest  has  been  received, 
and  is  to  the  effect  that  the  Commis- 
sioners are  at  liberty  to  put  a  wider 
interpretation  than  Uiey  have  hitherto 
done  upon  the  clause  of  the  Act  10 
O0O.  IV.,  c.  50,  which  defines  Uiese 
powers.  The  Commissioners  are  pre* 
pared  to  act  at  once  upon  this  opinion, 
and  will  instruct  the  Deputy  Surveyor 
of  the  Forest  to  set  out  in  lots  for  sale 
parcels  of  land  conveniently  situated  for 
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miners'  dwellings  as  occasion  may  re- 
quire. The  first  piece  of  land  wOl  be 
set  out  immediately. 

CENTRAL    AFRICA  — MR.    STANLEY— 
THE  BRITISH  FLAG.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  ANDEESON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  any  reply  has  been  received  from  Mr. 
Stanley  to  Lord  Derby's  Despatch  as  to 
the  unauthorised  use  of  the  British  flae 
in  his  fighting  with  natives  in  Central 
Africa;  and  if  he  will  state  the  terms  of 
any  such  reply  ? 

Mr.  BOUEKE,  in  reply,  said,  that  on 
the  11th  December  last  a  despatch  was 
written  by  the  direction  of  Lord  Derby  to 
Dr.  Kirk  at  Zanzibar,  telling  him  to  in- 
form Mr.  Stanley  that  Lord  Derby  ob- 
jected to  the  use  of  the  British  flag  by 
him,  and  conveyijig  an  intimation  to 
that  gentleman  that  he  should  not  use 
the  British  flag  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing out  his  operations  in  Central  Africa. 
It  was  very  difficult  to  know  how  this 
information  would  reach  Mr.  Stanley, 
for  his  movements  were  not  known  at 
Zanzibar.  Some  American  traders  ap- 
peared to  know  where  Mr.  Stanley  was, 
and  Dr.  Kirk  had  requested  the  Ameri- 
can Consul  at  Zanzibar  to  convey  through 
them  the  intimation  to  Mr.  Stanley  as 
soon  as  possible.  The  intimation  had 
been  despatched  to  Mr.  Stanley ;  but  it 
was  not  known  whether  it  had  reached 
him. 

NAVY— NAVAL   CHAPLAINS— THE 
SOCIETY    OF    "THE    HOLY   CROSS." 

QUESnOK. 


Mr.  WHALLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  statement  in  "  May- 
fair  "  that  the  Eeverend  H.  M.  Jackson 
the  Chaplain  of  H.M.S.  **  Hector,"  and 
the  Beverend  C.  J.  Corfe,  Chaplain  of 
H.M.S.  **  Cambridge,"  are  members  of 
the  Society  of  **  The  Holy  Cross ; "  and, 
if  such  be  the  fact,  whether,  having  re- 
gard to  recent  disclosures  of  the  doc- 
trines and  practices  of  members  of  "  The 
Holy  Cross,"  those  appointments  will  be 
allowed  to  continue  ? 

Mr.  a.  F.  EGERTON  :  Sir,  I  am  not 
aware  whether  the  statement  in  Mayfair 
is  accurate.  No  complaints  have  reached 
the  Admiralty  against  either  of  the  gen- 
tlemen referred  to,  one  of  whom  has 
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been  for  the  last  three  yean  ohaphiii  to 
the  Audaeioui  on  the  China  Statioii^  TUm 
allegation  to  which  the  boa.  Mmbm 
refers  is  not  in  itself  a  suffidetot  sroiiikd 
for  cancelling  their  appointmenttt  SKiii|k 
the  Admiralty  will  view  with  grsat  dift- 
favour  any  connection  by  naval  chap- 
lains with  a  society  which  hat  inconvd 
the  censure  of  the  Episcopal  Bench* 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "INFLEXIBLE-— A 
COMMITTEE  OF  INQUIRY.— QUBSnOir. 


Sib  JOHN  HAY  asked,  Whether  the 
Qovemment  had  taken,  or  would  take, 
any  steps  to  inquire  into  the  stabilitj  of 
H.M.S.  "  Inflexible  ?  " 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  th«  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  I  can  inform  mv  right  hon.  aod 
g^ant  Friend  that  the  Bowl  of  Admi- 
ralty propose  to  refer  the  question  to  a 
Commission,  or  Committee,  of  indepen- 
dent Gentlemen,  not  connected  with  th« 
Admiralty,  who,  being  experts  in  naval 
matters,  will  be  well  qualified  to  finm 
an  opinion.  I  cannot  at  this  momait 
mention  their  names. 

RUSSIA  AND   TUBKEY  —  BUMOUBED 
INTERVENTION.— aUESnON. 


Mr.  WHALLEY  asked  Mr. 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  then 
is  any  ground  for  the  statement  in  ^m 
''Euski  Mir,*'  a  Bossiaa  journal,  tbat 
there  is  reason  to  believe  that  the  French 
Cabinet  have  come  to  an  agreement  vxtk 
the  British  Government  as  to  naval  opt- 
rations  in  the  East  f  

Thb  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEE:  Sir,  I  cannot  nnderidce  to 
answer  every  Question  raiaed  on  efcry 
report;  but  I  do  not  know  that  tlMn 
is  any  foundation  for  the  mmoor  ia 
question. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  be  would  it- 
peat  his  Question  on  anodier  occastoa. 

PARLIAMENT— SUPPLY— ORDKB  Of 
BUSINESS.— RB80LUTI0N. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propottdf 

*'  That,  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  tb 
Second  Reading  of  the  South  Africa  Bill  ^ 
Houae  will  resolve  itself  into  the  Ccnamttoecl 
Sapplj."— (ifr.  ChamceUor  of  the  £»tktqmt.) 


Sm  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  aArf 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  dM 
House  was  to  expect  to  have  a  simOftr 
Motion  every  Monday  eveninff .  A  fBti- 
night  ago,  when  a  similar  fioticm  vu 
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brought  forward,  it  was  excnsed  on  the 
proond  that  any  further  delay  in  agree- 
ing to  the  Army  Estimates  might  give 
riae  to  a  great  deal  of  inoonvenience. 
As  the  Ciyil  Service  Estimates  had  not 
been  fixed  for  that  day,  there  was  no 
special  occasion  for  it,  and  he  strongly 
olijected  to  the  large  number  of  Orders, 
40  of  which  were  Oovemment  Orders, 
that  had  been  put  down  for  the  same 
day.  From  the  Papers  which  were  put 
into  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  wat 
morning,  it  appeared  that  when  they 
got  into  Oomnuttee  of  Supply  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  would  ask  them  to  vote 
£100,000  as  a  loan  to  the  South  Afnoan 
Goremment,  and  he  considered  that 
Notice  an  inconvenient  one.  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEK  said  that,  as  a  general  rule,  the 
Goremment  desired  to  take  Supply  on 
Monday;  but  on  the  present  occasion 
it  was  thought  advisable  to  take  first  a 
very  important  measure  —  the  South 
Afinca  Bill,  after  which  Supply  might 
very  well  follow,  assuming  that  the  dis- 
CQssion  on  the  South  Africa  Bill  did  not 
oocnpy  the  whole  of  the  evening.  It  was 
also  thought  desirable  that,  while  dis- 
cussing that  Bill,  the  House  should  have 
notice  that  a  Vote  would  be  proposed  for 
the  goremment  of  the  TransvaaL  Such 
being  the  state  of  the  case,  he  did  not 
think  there  was  anything  of  which  com- 
plaint could  be  reasonably  made  in  put- 
ting Supply  on  the  Paper,  especially  as 
the  count-out  did  not  occur  early  on 
Friday  evening  and  not  until  after  1 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  after  a  full  dis- 
cusskm  <m  a  subject  upon  which  an  im- 
portant decision  was  arrived  at.  The 
Qovemment  had  followed  the  course 
whidi  they  thought  would  be  most  con- 
venient to  the  House,  and  it  was  rather 
hard  that  any  complaint  should  be  made 
on  the  subject. 

Mn.  E.  JENKINS  objected  to  a  Vote 
of  £100,000  being  taken  up  that  night, 
is  Notice  of  it  had  only  been  given  that 
morning. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  took  the  same  view. 

Tm  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER expressed  his  willingness  to 
postpone  the  Vote.  He  thought  it  de- 
sirable, aa  the  House  was  about  to  enter 
raon  the  discussion  of  the  South  Africa 
KU,  that  the  House  should  know  what 
peenniary  help  the  Government  was  dis- 
posed to  give  to  the  work  of  Confedera- 
tioa.    It  was  with  that  view  the  Tote 


was  placed  upon  the  Estimates,  and  not 
with  any  intention  of  pressing  it  on  that 
evening  on  the  brief  Notice  to  which 
allusion  had  been  just  made. 

ORDERS    OF  THE  DAT. 


SOUTH   AFRICA   BILL.—[Xorrff.] 
(Jfr.  /.  Lowther.) 

[bill   195.]      SECOND   BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
it  would  fortunately  be  unnecessary  for 
him  to  detain  the  House  at  any  great 
length  in  explaining  details.  This  mea- 
sure had  now  for  some  time  been  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members,  and  it  would 
be  affectation  on  his  part  if  he  were  to 
assume  that  they  were  not  perfectly 
familiar  with  the  g^unds  on  which  it 
had  been  laid  before  Parliament,  and 
which  had  been  fully  stated  in  '*  another 
place "  by  his  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  No  doubt,  the  measure 
had  received  the  careful  attention  which 
it  merited  from  all  those  who  took  an 
interest  in  the  question.  It  would  not 
be  necessary  to  enter  at  length  into  the 
subject  of  Confederation,  it  had  fre- 
quentlv  been  discussed,  and  the  prin- 
ciple had  been  commented  upon  in 
various  quarters ;  but  he  would  point 
out  that  as  it  had  been  already  in  force 
in  the  great  Canadian  Dominion  now 
for  some  10  years,  we  had  had  an  op- 
portunity practically  of  viewing  its  ap- 
plication to  Her  Majesty's  Colonies.  The 
circumstances,  however,  in  which  that 
Confederation  was  established  by  the 
British  North  America  Act  were  different 
in  many  essential  particulars  from  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  he  was  now 
submitting  to  the  House.  The  great 
object  which  it  was  sought  to  attain  at 
that  period  was  greater  convenience  of 
administration,  and  the  establishment 
of  an  efficient  means  of  uniting  the 
British  Colonies  on  the  other  side  of 
the  Atlantic.  In  the  Canadian  Bill 
many  details  were  given  in  the  original 
draft  which  in  the  present  measure  were 
conspicuous  by  their  absence.  The 
reason  of  that  difference  was  not  far  to 
seek,  because  in  the  case  of  Canada  an 
agreement  had  practicallv  been  arrived 
at  previously  among  all  the  parties  con- 
cerned.    In  the  present  case  the -Bill 
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was  essentially  of  a  skeleton  character, 
and  its  details  were  left  to  be  filled  in 
according  as  circumstances  might  arise. 
He  had  said  that  the  circumstances  of 
South  Africa  differed  materially  from 
those  of  Canada  at  the  time  of  the  adop- 
tion of  the  British  North  America  Act. 
The  reason  was  that  the  union,  which  in 
the  case  of  Canada  was  a  matter  rather 
of  administrative  convenience,  in  the 
[case  of  South  Africa  assumed  a  charac- 
'ter  of  urgent  and  pressing  necessity.  A 
union  of  some  kind  had  long  been  felt 
both  in  this  country  and  in  South  Africa 
to  be  essential  to  the  security  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's dominions  in  those  parts.  The 
House  was  aware  that  the  population 
of  South  Africa  was  mainly  composed 
of  large  Native  elements,  with  a  com- 
paratively small  proportion  of  Whites. 
At  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  the  coloured 
population  was  more  than  double  the 
white,  and  in  Natal  the  difference  was 
far  greater,  for  while  there  were  only 
>  some  17,000  Whites,  there  were  280,000 
Natives.  Then  there  was  another  ques- 
tion— namely,  the  trade  in  arms.  Some 
common  system  whereby  this  dangerous 
form  of  commerce  could  be  effectually 
controlled  must  strike  the  most  casual 
observer  as  a  matter  of  vital  necessity. 
The  perusal  of  this  Bill  would  reveal 
one  element  which  had  now  disappeared 
from  the  Continent  of  Africa ;  he  alluded 
to  the  South  African  Kepublic.  And  in 
speaking  of  that  subject  he  wished  to 
allude  for  a  moment  to  the  observations 
which  had  been  made  with  regard  to  the 
Vote  which  stood  on  the  Paper  for  to- 
night. His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  already  ex- 
plained how  it  was  that  the  Vote  of 
£100,000  in  connection  with  Hiie  an- 
nexation of  the  South  African  Bepublio 
appeared  upon  the  Estimates,  and, 
therefore,  he  should  not  further  allude 
to  the  matter,  beyond  sa3ring  that  he 
thought  the  House  would  have  had 
a  right  to  complain  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Government,  if  they  had  asked 
them  to  give  a  second  reading  to  this 
Bill  while  keeping  them  in  ignorance 
of  such  an  essential  fact.  As  regarded 
the  Transvaal  Eepublic,  it  was  a  matter 
to  which  he  wished  to  devote  a  large 
portion  of  his  observations.  The  White 
population  there  was,  on  an  approximate 
estimate,  40,000,  as  against  1,000,000 
blacks.  The  House  was  aware  that  the 
Transvaal  Eepublic  owed  its  origin  to 
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the  emigration  in  1834  of  some  of  ^ 
white  settlers  from  the  Cape,  and  it  wu 
in  1852  erected  into  an  ind^Modoit 
State.  Since  that  period  the  Stite, 
under  a  Bepublican  form  of  Goren- 
ment,  had  continued  in  friendly  leUtaoM 
with  the  British  Empire.  That  state  of 
matters  Her  Majesty^i  Gh>vemm6nt  were 
most  desirous  to  continue,  and  nodiioff 
but  oiroumstancee  over  which  they  had 
no  control  had  led  to  any  change  in  ovr 
policy  with  regard  to  it.  The  Hoose 
was  aware  that  a  war  had  nnfortoBitriy 
sprung  up  between  the  Native  tribit 
and  the  South  African  Bepublic.  Witk 
their  internal  or  external  relations  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  no  coiiMn 
so  far  as  those  relations  affected  thsoi- 
selves  alone.  It  was  only  when  their 
policy  was  productive  of  daiiger  to  Ev 
Majesty's  dominions  that,  in  his  jnd^ 
ment,  the  Government  were  justifiBd  m 
at  all  interfering.  It  had  been  said  tint 
the  treatment  of  the  Native  tribes,  both 
within  and  without  the  actual  confinsiol 
the  Bepublic,  was  not  suoh  as  to  eon- 
mend  itself  to  the  people  of  this  oomatry. 
But  so  long  as  the  Soath  African  Be- 
public was  in  a  position  to  cany  <mt 
any  policy  they  chose  and  prevent  t^ 
result  of  that  policy  being  in  any  way 

Eroductive  of  danger  to  us,  we  had  no 
usiness  to  interfere ;  but,  nnfortonateij, 
they  became  engaged  in  wariike  open^ 
tions  which  it  was  entirely  out  of  tkor 
power  to  wage.  The  adult  male  popo- 
lation  was  not  more  than  8,000,  sad 
with  the  necessary  dedaotion  for  non- 
combatants,  6,000  odd  might  be  calca- 
lated  as  the  entire  White  popnlatioa 
which  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  Re- 
public to  call  upon  to  Dear  arms.  Ena 
if  the  bulk  of  this  population  was  bron^ 
into  the  field,  their  power  gacoossfaDy 
to  encounter  the  vast  hcHrdes  in  armi 
against  them  would  obvioosly  be  imno*- 
sible.  The  South  African  Bepablie, 
therefore,  was  repeatedly  warned  oj  tb 
Secretary  of  State,  through  Sir  Tliso- 
philus  Shepstone,  on  the  grave  natan 
of  the  course  they  were  adopting.  Th« 
failure  of  their  attack  on  the  Nitifv 
Chief  was  a  matter  of  history.  It  wai 
successfully  repelled  by  the  Native  tiibsi. 
They  suoc^aeded  in  overpowering  th« 
Forces  sent  against  them.  Now,  wit^ 
the  success  or  the  failure  of  the  Foroei 
of  the  Bepublic,  as  with  their  poliej 
'when  viewed  by  itself,  we  had  bo  €«•• 

cem,  so  long  as  their  oontests 
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jtlieinaelTes  alone;  but  he  need  hardly 
jeanind  the  House  that  the  overpowering 
of  a  AVTiite  force  in  a  country  surrounded, 
lUid  to  a  great  extent  peopled,  by  large 
Kati^e  tribes,  was  a  matter  which  the 
Goremment    could   not   view   without 
oonoem.     The  proof  of  the  superiority 
'of  the  Native  tribes  over  the  European 
flettlers  most  probably  would  not  have 
been    kept  within  the  limits  originally 
aangned  to  that  contest,   and  ^q  de- 
struction of  the  Transvaal  State  would 
hare   brought  on  the  whole  of  South 
Afirioa  the  consequences  of   a  Native 
war.  That  was  the  state  of  affairs  which 
brcnt^t  about  the  present  position.    In 
dealing  with  the  matter  as  he  had.  Sir 
Theophilus    Shepstone    was    entrusted 
with  Tory  full  powers  by  Her  Majesty. 
From   his  large  experience  of  ifative 
a£Eaira  in  South  Anrica,   it  was  need- 
leas  to  say,  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone 
had    the    complete    confidence    of  his 
(Mr.  Lowther's)  noble  Friend  the  Sec- 
retary of  State,  and  therefore,  within 
certain  defined  limits,  he  had  power  to 
act  practically  on  his  own  responsibility. 
Wheo  this  subject  was  last  mentioned, 
the  Secretary  of  State  said,  as  he  felt 
bound  to  do,  that  the   policy  of  Sir 
Theophilus  Shepstone  had  not  been  fuUy 
•zplained,  and  that  he  must  necessarily 
reserve  his  opinion  until  he  was  fully 
informed  of  it.    That  fuller  explanation 
had  now  arrived,  and  the  House  would 
be  quite  prepared  for  his  (Mr.  Lowther's) 

/statement  that  the  policy  adopted  by  Sir 
Theophilus  Shepstone  had  the  full  ap- 
probation of  the  Government.  The  pre- 
sence of  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone  in  the 
capital  of  the  Transvaal  State  during 
many  weeks,  accompanied  as  he  was  by 
a  small  body-guam  of  26  policemen, 
miffht  surely  be  taken  as  a  sign  that  the 
feeding  of  the  State  was  not  inimical 
either  to  him  or  to  the  notorious  object 
of  his  mission.  He  fully  explained  to 
the  authorities  of  the  Transvaal  State 
that  the  security  of  Her  Majesty's  colo- 
nists was  a  matter  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance, and  that  he  required  to  take  mea- 
sures for  securing  that  object.  The 
addition  of  the  Transvaal  State  to  the 
uwjpefty  of  the  British  Grown  had  been 
m  some  quarters  termed  rank  affgres- 
■oa;  bathe  hoped  it  would  not  De  so 
chsrseterised  in  that  House.  He  asked 
the  House  to  reflect  on  the  fact  of  an 
JBsgKsh  Rsntleman,  a  dviHan,  acoom- 
psaiad  oiuj  by  26  policemen,  performing 


the  act  he  had  described  in  the  midst  of 
a  State  consisting  of  40,000  of  White 
population,  and  men  say  whether  that 
act  could  in  any  way  be  stamped  with 
the  character  of  aggression.  He  entered 
freely  into  communication  with  the  re- 
cognized officials  of  the  Eepublic — he 
explained  the  alternative  he  might  be 
compelled  to  adopt  in  the  event  of  their 
failure  to  comply  with  the  conditions 
which  he  deemed  essential  to  the  general 
safety.  His  representations  were  re- 
ceived throughout  in  the  most  firiendly 
manner,  and  whilst  protesting,  as  they 
considered  they  were  bound  to  do,  against 
the  proposal,  no  impediment  was  placed 
by  them  in  the  way  of  Her  Majesty's 
(government.  As  no  doubt  the  House 
were  aware,  from,  the  Papers  that  had 
been  laid  on  the  Table,  the  late  Presi- 
dent and  several  others  connected  with 
the  Government  of  the  Bepublic  pro- 
tested affainst  the  proposed  change,  and 
two  of  Uiem  followed  up  their  protests 
by  visiting  this  country  as  delegates 
from  the  late  South  African  Government. 
Those  two  gentlemen  were  received  the 
other  day  by  the  Secretary  of  State ;  he 
(Mr.  Lowther)  was  present  at  the  inter- 
view ;  and,  without  entering  into  the 
details  of  the  conversation,  he  would 
mention  that  it  was  at  once  pointed  out 
by  his  noble  Friend  that  the  Act  per- 
formed by  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone  was 
irrevocable,  that  it  would  be  idle  to  enter 
upon  a  discussion  of  it,  that  it  was  accom- 
pushed,  and  that  any  further  discussion  of 
it  would  be  a  waste  of  time;  but  his  noble 
Friend  added  that,  with  reference  to  the 
future  administration  of  the  State,  he 
should  be  happv  to  receive  any  commu- 
nication from  them,  and  they  cordially 
assented  to  the  Secretary  of  State's  pro- 
position, and  expressed  their  willingness 
to  enter  upon  a  discussion  with  reg^ard 
to  the  future.  It  was,  further,  worth 
observing  that  previous  to  the  departure 
of  these  gentlemen  for  this  country,  they 
had  asked  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone  it 
he  would  retain  their  services  in  his  new 
arrangements,  and  make  temporary  ar- 
ran^ments  for  the  discharge  of  their 
duties,  and  he  at  once  assented  to  the 
course  they  proposed,  leaving  them  free 
to  visit  England  for  the  puxpose  of 
makin^^  representations  to  the  Govern- 
ment m  tnis  country.  He  mentioned 
these  details  to  show  that  the  spirit  in 
which  the  negotiations  had  been  carried 
on  was  very  different  from  that  which 
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in  some  quarters  it  was  supposed  to  haye 
been.  With  regard  to  tne  obligations 
incurred  by  England  on  our  assumption 
of  the  government  of  this  State,  he 
found  that  the  present  debts  of  all 
kinds  were  about  £220,000.  A  sum  of 
£25,000  would  be  required  for  the  re- 
moval of  troops  and  the  expenses  con- 
nected therewith,  and  £25,000  it  was 
estimated  would  very  shortly  be  required 
for  the  payment  of  interest  on  the 
Debt,  and  to  meet  other  claims,  the 
payment  of  which  could  not  be  delayed ; 
but  in  making  these  statements  he 
wished  to  guard  himself  against  its 
being  supposed  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  necessarily  admit 
every  daim  that  might  be  made  against 
them.  While  every  bond  fide  debt 
and  obligation  would  be  punctually  ac- 
knowledged and  discharged,  it  would 
be  imprudent  to  hold  out  a  hope  that 
recklessly  •  assumed  obligations  would 
necessarily  be  acknowledged.  He  had 
mentioned  the  dark  side  of  the  picture 
first,  but  it  had  its  bright  side.  The 
natural  resources  of  the  country,  not- 
withstanding the  smiles  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  at  the  use  of  the  phrase, 
were  very  great.  The  South  African 
climate  was  very  g^ood  for  Europeans, 
and  the  great  biUk  of  this  country  was  a 
table  land  4,000  feet  above  the  level  of 
the  sea.  It  was  cool  and  healthy ;  the 
agricultural  and  pastoral  resources  were 
very  great ;  the  minerals  required  only 
energy  for  their  development  —  [Mr. 
Lowe:  And  capital] — and  we  might 
assume  that  the  essential  element  of 
capital  would  not  be  deterred  from  em- 
barking in  the  Transvaal  now  that  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  had  interfered  in 
order  to  secure  the  good  government  of 
the  district.  Indeed,  the  tendency  of 
that  change  would  be  to  re-assure  capi- 
talists and  encourage  European  imigra- 
tion.  The  mines  had  already  been  the 
subject  of  inquiry ;  it  had  been  ascer- 
tained that  gold,  copper,  lead,  silver, 
and  coal  existed  in  considerable  quan- 
tities; and  the  development  of  these 
mineral  resources  could  only  be  a  matter 
of  time.  Their  very  existence  placed 
beyond  doubt  the  payment  of  interest 
upon  the  Debt,  the  reduction  of  its 
amount,  and  the  future  commercial  pros- 
perity of  the  country.  The  revenues  of 
the  State  had  been  up  to  recently  quite 
sufficient  for  the  expenses.  A  vast  rail- 
way scheme  was,  however,  embarked  in 
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beyond  the  powers  of  the  former  Go- 
vernment, and,  in  other  ways,  extn- 
vaganoe  was  unfortunately  embuked 
in  which  he  might  assure  the  Hoon 
would  not  occur  again.  They  were  lot 
taking  over  a  banlmipt  community  diss 
was  unable  to  pay  its  way ;  but  it  wu  a 
country  which — although  it  had  unfor- 
tunately, throuffh  the  policy  that  had  ns- 
wisely  been  adopted,  got  into  aeriooi 
financial  as  well  as  military  difficnltiBi 
need  not  cause  us  any  alarm  or  prevnt 
us  from  anticipating  a  bapPJ  fiumra. 
With  these  remarks,  he  woiua  move  tKs 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  J.  Lowther.) 


Mb.  OOXTBTNET,  in  moving  tittt 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  tl^  dsy 
three  months,  said,  he  could  not  admit 
the  assumption,  implied  in  the  stateouat 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  that  the 
House  was  well  acquainted  with  dw 
principle  of  Oonfederation  as  propoeed  to 
be  applied  in  these  Colonies.  On  ^ 
contrary,  there  was  a  great  deal  of  coa- 
fusion  and  defective  knowledge  re^Mci- 
ing  it,  and  more  especially  as  regarded 
the  Transvaal.  The  professed  object  of 
the  Bill,  as  presented  to  the  House,  vat 
to  facilitate  the  voluntary  eombinatxiB 
of  the  colonies,  and  from  that  point  of 
view  it  would  be  difficult  to  object  to  it ; 
but  the  matter  assumed  a  different  aspect 
when  it  was  known  that  not  one  of  t^ 
colonies  desired  this  scheme  of  OonM»- 
ration,  that  it  was  altogether  inap^diothle 
to  them,  that  it  had  not  originated  with 
them,  but  in  this  country,  and  that  tl» 
object  was  to  re-aoquire  for  Oreat  Britaia 
certain  outlying  territories  which  we 
deliberately  petrted  with  more  than  ^ 
years  ago.  There  was  no  parallel  be- 
tween this  Bill  and  the  Canadian  BiD; 
the  latter  came  from  Canada  to  us ;  the 
Colonial  Office  had  nothing  to  do  Imt  to 
express  its  approval  of  it ;  it  was  nego- 
tiated in  the  colonies,  and  it  was  pnt  into 
shape  before  it  came  here ;  and  all  thit 
this  Government  did  was  to  give  the 
new  State  a  name ;  but  the  Confedera- 
tion of  South  Africa  had  sprang  up  here, 
and  its  main  object  was  to  re-attadi  te 
us  certain  territories  which  we  had  i«- 
siflrned.  There  were  difficulties  in  Soath 
Africa  which  did  not  exist  inOanadt, 
for  in  South  Africa  the  great  maai  d 
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£iiTop«aii  tettlers  were  Dutoh  in  lan- 
goage,  habito,  maimers,  and  lore  of  in- 
depeadence;  and,  besides  them,  there 
was  a  large  Native  population.    Trou- 
bles arose  between  us  and  the  Dutch 
setders  as  long  ago  as  the  year  1834. 
The  Dutch  then  went  northwards,  and 
(bonded  the  Colony  of  NataL    We  fol- 
lowed  them,  headed  them  back    from 
Natal,  and  defeated  them.    They  then 
went  beyond  the  Transvaal,  but  we  fol- 
lowed them,   and  held  that  wherever 
they  went  they  carried  subjection  to  the 
Britiah  flag  with  them.    In  1852,  how- 
ever, findiiig  we  could  not  follow  them 
any  further  into  the  interior  of  Africa, 
we    reoognized  the  independence    alhd 
sovereignty  of  the  Transvaal  Bepublic, 
hoping  by  this  means  not  only  to  free 
ooraelvea  from  the  dif&culties  that  had 
grown  up,  but  to  interpose  between  our- 
selves and  the  Native  States  a  State 
which  would  protect  our  Colonists  from 
any  danger  on  the  part  of  the  Natives. 
Sir  George  Clerk,  a  distinguished  public 
servant,  was  sent  out  by  Lord  Aberdeen's 
Government  to  report  on  the  Orange 
Biver  Free  State.     He  described  the 
sparseness  of  the  population  and  the  ex- 
tent of  the  territoiy,  and  strongly  depre- 
cated the  assertion  of  British  sovereignty 
over  such  a  State.    Sir  George  Clerk's 
deecription  of  the  Orange  River  Settle- 
ment was  equally  true  of  the  Transvaal 
Eepublic  at  the  present  moment.     His 
opinion   was  adopted  by  the   Duke  of 
Newcastle,  at  that  time  Colonial  Secre- 
tary, and  the  Government  of  that  day 
determined  to  renounce  all  sovereignty 
over  the  Orange  Biver  State,  on  the 
ground  that  its  management  cost  too 
much  in  labour,  and  entailed  too  heavy 
a  charge  upon    the  British  taxpayer. 
The  Orange  Kiver  Free  State  was  there- 
upon set  up  as  a  buffer  between  us  and 
the  African  Native  population,  but  was 
incapable  of  being  managed  as  an  Eng- 
lish   settlement   or    English    territoiy. 
After  we   had  left  the  Orange  Biver 
State,  and  it  had  become  independent, 
the  peo|)le  had  wars  with  the  Natives, 
and  petitioned  to  be  taken  back  again 
und^  British  rule.  We  refused,  although 
if  ever  there  was  danger  of  disturbance 
and  contagion  from  one  State  to  another 
it  arose  between  the  Orange  Biver  Free 
State  and  NataL    In  fact,  every  argu- 
ment that  was  used  in  support  of  the 
annexation  of  the  Transvaal  Bepublio 
have  been  applicable  with  greater 


force  in  favour  of  the  annexation  of  the 
Orange  Biver  Free  State,  whose  territory 
was  to  a  great  extent  conterminous  with 
Natal,  while  that  of  the  Transvaal  Be- 
public  just  touched  Natal  at  one  comer, 
and  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone  took  30 
days  to  get  from  Natal  to  Praetoria. 
The  Orange  Biver  Free  Stato  went  to 
war  with  me  Basutos,  and  had  the  worst 
of  it.  They  persevered  for  four  years, 
although  they  sustained  frightful  losses 
— not  less  than  one  in  five,  as  it  was 
said,  of  the  adult  male  population  having 
been  killed.  That  calculation  was,  per- 
haps, excessive,  and  one  in  10  was, 
perhaps,  nearer  the  mark.  But  did  the 
war  extend  to  Natal  ?  Not  at  aU.  If, 
however,  it  went  on  for  four  years  in  a 
territory  contig^us  to  our  own,  how 
could  it  be  contended  that  the  state  of 
the  Transvaal  rendered  it  necessaiy  for 
our  peace  and  quietness  that  it  should 
be  annexed?  in  the  year  1858  there 
was  a  movement  to  re-annex  the  Orange 
Biver  Free  State.  A  change  of  Govern- 
ment had  occurred  here  at  home,  and 
the  late  Lord  Lytton,  who  was  appointed 
head  of  the  Colonial  Department,  sent 
out  to  consult  Sir  George  Grey  as  to  the 
feasibility  of  a  Confederation  being  es- 
tablished in  South  Africa,  and  to  ask 
him  whether  he  was  in  favour  of  the 
adoption  of  such  a  course.  Sir  George 
Grey  wrote  back,  commenting  upon  the 
dangers  of  the  existence  of  a  number  of 
small  States,  and  even  went  so  far, 
without  waiting  for  instructions  from 
home,  as  to  take  into  consideration  the 
scheme  of  Confederation ;  but  he  was  re- 
called, and  there  was  a  change  of  Gk>- 
vemment  soon  after.  From  the  termina- 
tion of  the  war  with  the  Basutos  he  had 
alluded  to,  the  Orange  Biver  Free  State 
continued  to  grow  in  wealth,  and  its  pre- 
sent condition  was  described  in  a  Natal 
newspaper  as  being  so  prosperous  that 
that  Colony  was  desirous  of  havine  it  an- 
nexed to  itself.  That  reminded  him  of 
the  Irish  gentleman  who  carried  off  an 
heiress,  because  he  said  she  had  every 
blessing  in  life  except  a  husband,  and  he 
was  determined  she  should  want  that  no 
longer.  Such  as  the  Orange  Biver  Free 
State  was  now  is  the  Transvaal,  and  if 
it  were  only  let  alone  it  would  develop 
its  own  resources,  both  mining  and  agri- 
cultural. The  Dutch  inhabitants  would 
bnuff  its  land  under  cultivation;  it 
would  become  stronger  and  stronger,  by- 
and-by   probably   reverting  to  a  f^ 
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union  with  us,  but  in  the  meanwhile 
perfecting  its  own  organization,  it  would 
be  most  useful  to  us  as  an  independent 
free  Eepublic.  But  Sir  Theophilus  Shep- 
stone,  who  had  done  very  good  work  as 
a  member  of  Native  AfiPairs,  appeared 
upon  the  scene,  and  acting  with  an  am- 
bition to  which  he  (Mr.  Courtney)  might 
apply  the  words  of  Shakespeare — 

"  Man,  proud  man ! 
Dresa'd  in  a  little  brief  authority, 
Plays  such  fantastic  tricks  before  high  Heaven 
As  make  the  angels  weep," 

seemed  to  think  that  a  great  deal  could 
be  done  in  South  Africa,  as  had  been 
done  in  Canada.  There  was  also  another 
adviser,  Mr.  Froude,  who,  instead  of 
continuing  his  labours  as  an  historian, 
and  producing  a  work  which  might  have 
been  harmless,  returned  to  the  study  of 
politics,  and  having  gone  to  South  Africa 
eot  the  notion  into  his  head  that  Con- 
federation would  be  a  very  great  thing. 
The  proposals  sent  out  to  Africa  by 
Lord  Carnarvon  displayed  in  their  con- 
ception an  ignorance,  which  was  almost 
incredible ;  and  the  whole  process  of  the 
Confederation  scheme  from  beg^ning  to 
end  seemed  to  have  been  conducted  with- 
out due  regard  to  the  conditions  of  life  in 
South  Africa.  Before  communicatine 
with  the  Governments  of  the  Transvaiu 
and  the  Orange  Eiver  Free  State  in  so 
delicate  a  matter.  Lord  Carnarvon  pub- 
lished the  invitation  to  them  to  take 
part  in  the  Conference  respecting  the 
Confederation,  which  was  in  itself  a 
delicate  matter,  and  the  course  adopted 
had  justly  been  resented  by  those  free 
States  as  bordering  upon  insult.  Lord 
Carnarvon  had  also  asked,  of  course, 
the  Cape  Colony  to  come  into  the  pro- 
posed Uonfederation,  and  to  send  Bepre- 
sentatives  for  that  purpose.  But  there 
were  two  Provinces  m  Cape  Colony,  and 
the  one  was  at  variance  with  the  other. 
Lord  Carnarvon  suggested  that  certain 
members  should  attend  the  Conference, 
evidently  without  being  aware  of  the 
position  in  which  they  stood  in  relation 
to  each  other,  for  he  had  recommended, 
through  Sir  Henry  Barkly,  that  Mr. 
Molteno  should  be  a  member  of  the 
Conference,  and  that  another  member  of 
it  should  be  one  of  those  who  belong^ 
to  what  he  might  call  the  Home  Bule 
Party  in  the  Colony,  which  was  much 
the  same  thing  as  if  the  Leader  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  that  House 
were  invited  to  take  part  in  a  Conference 

Mr.  Courtney 


with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Butt).      That,  of  tcmm^ 
created  the  greatest  exdtem^it  in  th» 
Colony,  and  Mr.  Froude  found  the  pbon 
in  a  flame  when  he  arrived,  so  that  h* 
could  do  nothine.    In  the  Eastern  IVo- 
vince  alone  a  desire  for  separation  ex- 
isted.   There  Mr.  Froude  was  recem^ 
with  enthusiasm,  just  as  a  man  would 
be  received  who  came  from  America  to 
Ireland  to  propose  federation  with  the 
United    States.      The   people   in    the 
Eastern  Province  said — ''Lord  Carnar- 
von has  promised  to  give  us  Home  Bole  ; 
we  KO  in  for  Confederation  beoiase  it 
brei3:8  up  the  union  which  at  prnnspf 
ensts."      A    Conference  was  held  st 
home,  as  suggested  by  Lord  Camarroa 
when  the  preceding  plan  was  found  to 
have  failed,  to  which  Mr.  Moltmo  wis 
invited,  but  that  gentleman  would  hare 
nothing  whatever  to  say    about  0cm- 
federation.     A   representative  was  in- 
vited also  frx)m  the  Orange  iVee  State, 
but  he  likewise  refused  to  have  ssj* 
thing  to   do  with  Confederation;  sod 
Mr.  Brand,  the  President  of  the  Om* 
ference,  said — ''I  am  here  with  ordsn 
not  to  have  anything  to  do  with  Coo- 
federation,  and  the  moment  thatqiiss- 
tion  is  raised  I  shall  retire  from  th« 
room."      At   the  Conference  at  boms 
Lord    Carnarvon  addressed  Sir  GantcC 
Wolseley,  two  members  from  Natal,  tod 
Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone.    These  were 
the    only  persons   present,   and  when 
things  were  examined  doselv  it  wodd 
be    found    that  those    members   from 
Natal  who  did  come  home  were  treated 
very  badly ;  because  while  they  were  xb 
this  country.  Lord  Carnarvon  forwarded 
to  the  Cape  a  draft  Bill  which  wis  not 
submitted  to  the   consideration  of  tks 
members  frx)m  Natal  until  it  had  been 
sent  back  again.     An  examination  of 
that  Bill   would,    he   thought^  jastzfy 
every  word  he  had  uttered  in  oondemni- 
tion  of  the  haste  and  the  thoughtiaw- 
ness  with  which  the  noble  Lord's  pobey 
was  pursued.    The  Bill  was,  m  effect, 
the  British  Canadian  Act  with  oeftaia 
provisions  left  blank.    The  prime  object 
for  which  the  Dominion  of  Canada  vu 
established  was  not  to  unite  Proviacei 
together,  but  to  dissolve  the  Proviocei 
which  had  been  united.    Now,  if  soj 
lesson  was  to  be  derived  frtun  Ouuidi 
as  applicable  to  South  Africa,  it  bad 
reference  to  dissolving  the  union  be- 
tween the  Eastern  and  Western  Ro- 
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But  this  was  not  involyed  in 
the  scheme.    When  the  Canadian  Bill 
was   under  the  consideration  of   that 
Hooae,    the  weakness  and  utterly  un- 
woriuible    character    of    a    nominated 
Senate  were  pointed  out.     Well,  since 
then  it  was  known  to  have  proved  an 
utter  failure,  and  that  it  had  gathered 
to  itself   no  respect,   no  authority,  no 
weight  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada ; 
and  yet  Lord  Gamarvon  sent  out  this 
Bill  for  A  nominated  Senate  in   South 
Afiica,  although  in  the  Cape  Colony  an 
elective    Upper    Chamber  already  ex- 
isted.    It  was  still  more  extraordinary 
that  each  a  proposal  should  have  been 
made  to  the  fVee  States.    Would  any 
independent  State  think  of   sacrificing 
its    independence  by  consenting  to  be 
put  under  the  rule  of  a  State,  the  Upper 
Chamber  of  which  was  nominated  oy 
the  Grown?      It  was  not  proposed  to 
enfranchise  the  Native  population.  The 
oonsequenoe  was  to  produce  such  a  dis- 
proportionate representation  of  interests 
between  the  two  English  States  that 
Natal  said — "  We  cannot  have  this.  We 
have  a  small  English  population,  but  in 
other  respects  we  bear  a  fair  proportion 
to  the  Cape  Colony.    Can  we  enter  into 
■och  an  arrangement  as  will  give  us 
only   a  small  representation?"      The 
Nativee  were  treated  in  different  ways 
in  Natal,  in  the  Cape  Colony,  and  in  the 
Dutch  Bepublic.     When  the  scheme  for 
a  Conference  came  to  an  end  and  a 
sdieme  for  a  limited  Conference  at  home 
was  proposed.  Lord  Carnarvon  requested 
the  Qovemor  of  the  Cape  to  send  him 
the  laws  of  the  three  States.    This  cir- 
comstanoe  showed  that  at   that  period 
his  Lordship  did  not  know  what  were 
the  laws  of  the  three  States  relating  to 
this  subject.    Was  it  reasonable  to  ask 
the  South  African  States  to  adopt  such 
a  scheme  as  that  involved  in  tne  Bill 
now  before  the  House?      Bit  by  bit 
srerything  had  been  taken  out  of  it.    It 
had  been  so  maltreated  by  criticism  in 
the  Colonies  that  it  was  now  reduced 
to  a  mere  skeleton,  which  he  did  not 
think  that  House,  with  any  sense  of 
responsibili^,  could  sanction.    It  was  a 
Bill  to  enable  certain  States  in  South 
Africa  to  join  in  a  Confederation.    The 
Confsderation  was  to .  be  ruled  by    a 
Senate  to  be  appointed  as  the  Queen 
mightdirect;  by  a  House  of  Commons 
consisting  of  miSh  Members  as  the  Queen 
aught  direct,  to  be  apportioned  as  the 


Queen  might  direct,  with  such  rules 
for  the  representation  of  the  Native 
population  as  the  Queen  might  direct, 
and  such  a  distribution  of  powers  as  the 
Queen  might  direct.  How  was  it  to  be 
supposed  that  the  South  African  States 
womd  assent  to  a  scheme  which  conferred 
such  monstrous  powers  on  the  Executive? 
In  being  asked  to  sanction  this  Bill,  the 
House  was,  in  effect,  being  asked  to  lay 
down  the  abstract  principle  that  we 
should  hand  over  these  colonies,  which 
had  absolutely  repudiated  the  whole 
scheme,  to  the  Colonial  Secretary  to  deal 
with  as  he  liked.  He  could  not  conceive 
that  the  House,  realizing  the  force  of 
the  situation,  would  give  its  sanction  to 
any  such  scheme ;  and  he  contended  that 
they  were  not  justified  in  putting  such 
confidence  in  Lord  Carnarvon,  or  any 
Colonial  Secretaiy  whatever.  The  Ca- 
nadian Bill,  as  ne  had  said,  was  one 
which  originated  in  Canada,  was  per- 
fected and  worked  out  in  that  country, 
and  then  came  before  the  British  Legis- 
lature for  approval;  but  this  South 
Africa  Bill  originated  in  the  minds  of 
Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone  and  Lord 
Carnarvon,  and  had  been  rejected  by 
the  Cape  Coast  Colony,  by  Natal,  and 
the  Transvaal  Bepubuc.  Besides,  the 
House  was  asked  to  sanction  a  scheme 
of  which  the  very  conditions  whereon 
that  sanction  was  recommended  had 
been  ignored.  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone 
obtained  the  commission  to  go  out  to 
annex  the  Transvaal  Beptu>lic,  but 
on  certain  conditions  —  that,  before 
doine  so,  he  should  obtain  the  consent 
of  uie  people  and  the  concurrence  of 
the  Governors  of  the  colonies.  But 
neither  of  those  conditions  had  been 
fulfilled.  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone 
had  not  used  his  influence  witn  the 
Natives ;  he  stopped  at  the  Cape  and  at 
Natal,  and  then,  when  rumours  of  peace 
were  rife,  he  marched  out.  By  that 
time  the  dangers  were  over,  and  the 
Native  Chiefs  amenable.  The  Under 
Secretary  to  the  Colonies  had  put  for- 
ward as  a  reason  for  passing  the  Bill 
that  there  was  a  danger  of  the  war  in 
South  Africa  spreading,  but  that  appre- 
hension was  not  borne  out  by  experience, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Orange  Biver  State, 
and  the  arg^ument  had  been  disproved 
by  the  conduct  of  Sir  Theophilus  Shep- 
stone himself  and  the  reception  he  met 
with  from  the  States  now  in  question. 
Certainly,  the  more  he  considered  the 
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matter,  the  less  lie  (Mr.  Oonrtney)  ap- 
proved of  it.  The  man  was  authorized 
to  do  a  particular  thing,  and  now  they 
were  to  approTe  quite  another  achieve- 
ment. Nor  was  the  moment  chosen  a 
good  one,  for  it  was  still  more  to  be  de- 
plored if  they  considered  the  particular 
moment  at  which  the  annexation  had 
been  perpetrated  ?  Was  this  a  time  to 
make  annexations  ?  There  w^e  some 
hon.  Members  of  that  *House— probably 
a  majority  of  the  House— who  lookea 
to  a  time,  perhaps  not  far  distant,  when 
they  would  have  to  remonstrate  against, 
and  perhaps  even  to  take  up  arms 
against  another  Power.  Were  they  pre- 
pared to  give  that  other  Power  the  op- 
portunity of  taunting  them  with  what 
they  had  done  now  ?  Did  they  consider 
it  good  to  go  to  South  Africa  and  annex, 
on  the  feeblest  of  all  pretences,  this 
State,  when  they  might  have  to  discuss 
questions  of  annexation  on  the  Bospho- 
rus  ?  This  case  would  make  them  stand 
ashamed  when  their  enemies  were  in 
the  gate,  and  he  was  astonished  that  Hie 
act  of  annexation  had  not  been  repudi- 
ated by  the  Government.  It  might,  in- 
deed, be  said  that  the  thing  was  done, 
and  could  not  be  undone ;  but  whether 
it  could  be  undone  depended  upon  the 
instrument  chosen,  and  it  was  not  im- 
possible to  rebuild  the  Transvaal  Be- 
public  in  a  country  where  the  corporate 
rife  was  very  feeble  and  the  whole  modu$ 
Vivendi  almost  patriarchal.  He  heartily 
wished  that  the  only  question  was  the 
policy  of  Confederation  m  South  AfHca ; 
out  that  was  not  so,  and  the  House 
would  have  to  judge  of  a  policy  hastily 
caught  up  and  unwisely  followed.  Whe- 
ther he  was  supported  on  that  side  of  the 
House  or  not,  he  should  fight  against 
this  Bill  as  much  as  he  could.  He  op- 
posed it  because  he  believed  Confedera- 
tion to  be  inapplicable  to  South  Africa, 
and  that  it  would  saddle  the  English 
taxpayer  with  costs  and  damages  in  de- 
fence of  a  policy  which  had  been  repu- 
diated more  than  20  years  ago.  He 
opposed  it  still  more  because  it  had  in- 
volved them  in  a  deed  which  made 
Englishmen  blush,  and  which,  if  ratified, 
would  bring  disgrace  and  dishonour  on 
the  English  people.  The  hon.  (Gentle- 
man concluded  by  moving  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILEE  said,  he 
had  not  intended  to  have  spoken,  but  aa 
no  one  rose  to  second  the  Amendment  just 
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moved  by  the  hon.  Member  behind  hia 

2Cr.  Courtney)  he,  agreeing  with  It  as  ks 
d,  would  do  so.    It  would  be  absurd  xi 
him  to  go  over  the  whole  of  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  Bill  wasliable  to  objectiofL 
The  opposition  which  had  been  pat  far- 
ward  to  it  by  his  hon.  Friend  wa«  not 
he  believed,  very  popular  on  that  Me  of 
the  House;  but  that  was  probably  be- 
cause,  as  he  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke^ 
thought,  many  hon.  Members  imsgiaed 
that  the  question  involved  in  the  Bill 
under  consideration    was  that  of  the 
annexation  of  the  Transvaal  Bennblie; 
and  it  was  because  he  believed  tliat  the 
objections  to  the  Bill  would  be  jtut  as 
strong,  whether  the  annexation  of  the 
Transvaal  was  involved  in  it  or  not,  that 
he  wished  to  address  a  few  remarks  to 
the  House.    The  Bill  did  not  distinctly 
raise  the  question  of  the  annexation,  and 
it  would  be  better,  therefore,  to  reflerre 
it  for  discussion  on  the  Transvaal  Tote. 
He  had  listened  with  the  greatest  asto- 
nishment to  the  remarks  of  the  boa. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  who,  in  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  could  hardly 
be  said  to  have  spoken  one  word  to  tl^ 
House  on  the  merits  of  the  proposttiofL 
He  was  amazed  that  the  hon.  Oentlemaa 
should  have  made  his  whole  speech  in 
defence  of  the  annexation  of  the  Trtas- 
vaal  Eepublic.    There  was  much  to  be 
said  for  and  against  that  annexatzon; 
but  that  was  not  the  question  now  at 
issue  before  the  House.     The  Hooss 
had  now  to  vote  Aye  or  No  to  the  Ooa* 
federation  of  the  South  African  States, 
in  which  the  question  of  the  annexation 
of  the  Transvaal  was  not  distinctly  in- 
volved.   The  Bill,  in  fact,  seemed  ratber 
from  its  terms  to  contemplate  the  noo- 
annexation  of  the  Transvaal.    In  fiKt, 
the  only  clauses  in  the  Bill  which  alloded 
to  annexation  were  Clause  4  and  one 
other  which  spoke  of  the  Colonies  rolnn- 
tarily  wishing  to  come  into  union;  so 
that  the  only  reference  the  Bill  made  to 
the  Bepublic  was  <me  which  treated  it, 
not  as  a  British  Colony,  but  as  a  sdll 
independent  Eepublic.    With  regard  to 
the  Bill  on  its  merits,  the  buH^ii  of 
proof  lay  with  those  who  propoeed  it,  and 
it  was  not  for  others  to  give  a  great  bodj 
of  reasons  why  the  Bill  should  not  pasi. 
He  had  not  heard  as  yet  any  such  argn- 

tents  as  should  induce  the  House  to 
the  Bill,  which,  as  had  been  ad- 

itted.  was  imposed  on  the  Colonies  bj 
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Laid  Cmmmmm,    The  Colonies  did  not 
aooept  it.     They  might  Bum  up  the  case 
ae  between  the  Gape  and  Natal  thus — 
that  whaterer  scheme  would  be  aoc^t- 
able  to  the  one,  would  be  sure  to  be  dis- 
tastefdl  to  the  other.    The  Under  Seore- 
tarj  of  State  for  the  Oolonies  had  spoken 
of  the  Transvaal  as  havine  devised  im- 
mense railway  schemes,  me  proposals 
for  which  had  thrown  light  on  tne  finan- 
cial rottenness  of  the  State.    But  one  of 
the  gremt  advantages  from  Confederation 
was  the  pushing  of  railway  enterprize, 
and  he  would  ask  the  Government  to 
explain  how  railway  matters  were  dealt 
with  by  the  Bill.    There  was  another 
question  which  laid  at  the  root  of  the 
measure.     What  was  "  South  Africa  ?  " 
What    were   its    ''States    and    Colo- 
nies ?  "      In  connection  with  this  point, 
he  complained  that  the  Bill  was  utterly 
vague    in    its   character.     There    was 
aoUiing  in  it  definite  or  tangible.    The 
Government    might,    in    fact,    use   it 
through    the    medium    of   Orders'  in 
Council  to  effect  in  South  Africa  any 
revolutionary  change  they  liked.    There 
was  no  definition  in  the  Bill  of  what 
South  Africa  was,  and  under  it  all  the 
States  of  Africa  might  be  included  in 
Confederation,  not  excepting  Egypt  itself. 
Besides,  it  was  purely  ai^cial  in  its 
ooDstruotion ;  it  did  not  indicate  what 
was  to  be  the  policy  of  its  authors,  and 
nothing  of  an  expkmatory  character  had 
been  heard  from  the  front  Opposition 
Bench.     Further,  with  regard  to  the 
Transvaal,  if  they  were  not  to  discuss 
the  Bill  on  its  merits,  he  would  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  not  only  to 
produce  his  Vote  of  £100,000,  but  to 
give  some  intimation  of  the  use  to  which 
the  money  was  to  be  applied,  as  the 
House  could  not  pass  the  Bill  without 
being  in  some  measure  committed  to  the 
Vote.    He  was  sorry  to  hear  the  remarks 
of  the  Under  Secretary  about  the  gen- 
tlemen who  had  come  to  this  country  to 
represent  the  interests  of  the  late  South 
African  Government.    His  hon.  Friend 
had  said  that  these  gentlemen  had  an 
iateniew  with  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone, 
sad  that  they  had  been  offered  employ- 
ttsat  by  the  British  Oovemment.    That 
itatementy  coupled    with  the  Vote  of 
£100,000,  would  lead  many  to  think 
that  this  union  had  been  brought  about 
b  the  same  way  as  the  Union  between 
Baglaad  and  Ireland.    All  the  news- 
psp«rs  of  South  Africa  had  stated  over 
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and  over  again  that  there  was  not  likely 
to  be  much  trouble  with  the  leading  men 
of  the  South  African  Bepublic,  inasmuch 
as  they  would  get  high  employment 
under  the  British  Crown.  The  House 
ought  to  have  some  explanation  of  the 
position  in  which  the  Transvaal  He- 
public  was  left  by  this  annexation  or 
semi-annexation.  It  was  said  that  the 
Transvaal,  at  all  events,  voluntarily  en- 
tered the  union.  But  a  regiment  and 
a^half  of  British  troops  had  marched  in 
and  were  still  in  possession.  Perhaps 
the  Under  Secretanr  of  State  would  in- 
form the  House  how  the  legislative 
assent  of  the  Transvaal  to  the  union  was 
to  be  given  to  Lord  Carnarvon  under  the 
Bill?  And,  then,  what  was  to  be  the 
case  with  regard  to  the  Orange  Free 
State  ?  Considering  the  unconstitutional 
nature  of  the  Bill,  he  should  certainly 
pause,  if  a  different  explanation  from 
what  we  had  already  received  was  not 
given,  before  assenting  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  ^*  now,''  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr.  Courtney.) 

Sm  HENRY  HOLLAND  regretted 
that  the  question  of  the  annexation  of 
the  Transvaal  had  been  mixed  up  with 
the  question  of  Confederation,  because 
he  held  the  Bill  now  before  the  House 
to  be  an  urspent  measure  and  neoessaiy 
for  South  A!mca.  That  was  not  only  his 
opinion,  but  it  was  the  opinion  of  the 
present  Secretary  of  State,  and  of  two 
preceding  Secretaries  of  State.  Certain 
charges  had  been  made  against  Sir  The- 
ophilus Shepstone  on  account  of  the  an- 
nexation of  the  Transvaal.  He  was  glad 
that  the  Oovemment  had  taken  the  re- 
sponsibility for  the  annexation  in  advance 
upon  themselves;  for  however  great 
might  be  the  ability  and  judgment  of  an 
officer,  it  would  not  be  right  to  place 
upon  him  the  responsibility  of  taking  so 
g^ve  a  step  as  annexation.  In  the  in- 
structions to  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone 
there  were  certain  conditions  attached 
to  annexation,  the  first  being  that  it 
should  be  necessary  for  the  peace  and 
safe^  of  our  Colonies.  In  his  opinion  it 
could  be  shown  that  the  neace  and  safety 
of  the  Colonies  were  endangered  by  the 
state  of  things  in  the  Transvaal.  The 
next  condition  was  that  Sir  Theophilus 
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Shepstone  should  have  the  assent  of  a 
sufficient  number  of  the  people  to  the 
change.  By '  *  sufficient ' '  he  tnought  was 
meant,  not  that  Sir  Theophilus  Shep- 
stone should  have  the  formal  assent  of 
the  majorily  of  the  inhabitants,  but  that 
he  should  have  satisfied  himself  that  a 
sufficient  number  of  persons  approved 
of  the  change,  so  as  to  ensure  that  chanee 
being  effected  not  only  without  disturb- 
ance or  breach  of  peace,  but  to  the  general 
contentment  of  the  people.  The  third 
condition  was  that  he  should  submit  the 
proclamation  to  Sir  Henry  Barkly.  He 
thought  it  would  not  be  difficult  to  show 
that  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone  had  ful- 
filled these  conditions.  What  did  he 
find?  He  found  on  one  hand  an  ag- 
gressive Government,  relying,  mis- 
takenly as  the  residt  proved,  on  their 
own  resources,  making  unwarrantable 
claims  of  territory  to  East  and  West  of 
the  Eepublic.  This  was  not  done  with- 
out earnest  warnings  from  Lord  Car- 
narvon, who  pointed  out  more  than  once 
that  in  the  interests  of  South  Africa  such 
claims  could  not  be  allowed  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government;  that  they  would 
inevitably  lead  to  collision  with  the  Na- 
tives, and  r^e  complications  which 
might  affect  the  peace  and  security  of 
our  Colonies.  He  found  this  Govern- 
ment defeated,  absolutely  bankrupt, 
disorganized,  distrusted  by  and  unable 
to  defend  their  own  people.  On  the 
other  hand,  he  found  a  wanike  nation — 
the  Zulus — flushed  with  the  victory  they 
had  obtained  over  the  Boers,  proud  of 
defeating  the  white  men,  thoroughly  well 
armed,  and  combining  with  other  tribes 
around  them  to  attack  the  white  men. 
He  found  also  a  sham  peace  which  had 
been  hastily  patched  up,  and  which  was 
characterized  as  a  ''happy  illusion." 
As  to  the  Natives  being  well  armed,  he 
would  not  rely  only  on  Sir  Theophilus 
Shepstone's  report  of  their  ''almost  imi- 
versal  possession  of  rifles,"  but  would 
cite  Consul  Elton's  Beport  of  1877  for 
the  year  1876.     He  says — 

**  Trade  in  arms  and  ammunition  oontinuee  to 
floariah,  and  it  is  notoriously  a  fad  that  both 
the  Zulu  nations  and  tribes  bordering  on  the 
TransTaal  are  now  provided  with  g^ood  anns  and 
ammunition." 

It  was  difficult  to  conceive  a  state  of 
things  more  dangerous  to  the  Transvaal 
and  to  the  colonists.  As  to  the  Trans- 
vaal, their  weakness  invited  attack  from 
without,  and  their  Government  must  have 

Sir  Henry  EoUand 


fiallen  from  troubles  within.    It  oooM 
not  be  argued  that  Sir  Theophilcts  8hM- 
stone  was  prejudiced,  and  deeoribed  tw 
state  of  things  in  too  dark  ookran,  be- 
cause President  Burgers,  in  his  addres— 
to  the  Baad,  entirely  confirms  that  view. 
He  describes  their  bankrupt  and  db- 
oreanized  condition,  which  it  would  re^ 
quire  little  short  of  a  mirade  to  pnt 
right,  and  in  strong  terms  he  blames  tlu 
people  for  their  disloyalty  to  the  State, 
if  one  reads  between  the  linee  of  hit 
speech,  one  sees  that  he  points  not  oalj 
to  Confederation  as  expedient,  but  ta> 
annexation  as  possible.    TVith  re^wt 
again  to  the  g^reat  danger  to  the  pea<w 
and  security  of  the  Colonies,  he  did  not 
rely  solely  on  the  statement  of  Sir  The- 
ophilus Shepstone.    Sir  Henry  Baridr, 
Sir  Henry  Bulwer,  and  several  msgi*- 
trates  all  agreed  on  this  point,  espedaUj 
with  reference  to  the  Colony  of  NatiL 
How  could  it  be  otherwise  ?    In  Natal 
there  was  a  handful  of  white  men  nr- 
rounded  by  Natives.    And  these  NativM 
were  not,  as  in  other  places,  disappearia^ 
before  civilization  and  brandy,  bat  thej 
were  increasing  in  numbers  annnaDy  ia 
proportion  tothewhiteinhabitantfi.  iW 
be  it  observed,  was  mainly  owing  to  that 
just  and  liberal  treatment  of  them  wluck 
might  be  said  to  have  been  initiated  asd 
carried  out  by  Sir  Theophilus  Shispstoaa. 
He  thought  Uie  other  conditions  imposed 
on  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone  hadbece 
complied  witn.    A  large  number  of  tlw 
Transvaal  people  had  assented  to  thi 
change.  The  statement  of  Sir  Theopkihii 
Shepstone  showed  that  during  his  staj 
in  tne  capital  he  had  numeroua  inter- 
views with  all  classes  of  the  inhabitants, 
who  showed  a  most  friendly  feeling  and 
a  conviction  that  his  mission  offered  the 
only  possible  solution  of  their  difficoltiei. 
Numerous  addresses  had  been  sent  to 
him,  and  memorials  had  been  subift- 
quently  forwarded  to  the  Gk)venim6ai 
All  the  towns  and  villa«^  had  oxprsaed 
their  approval  of  it.    The  whole  coastij 
was  rejoicine  at  the  change.    Sir  ELeoi^ 
Barkly  had  left  before  the  prodamatka 
was  issued ;  but  Sir  Theophilus  Shep- 
stone was   well  aware  of   Sir  He&rf 
Barkly's  views,  and  he  was  not  bouid 
in  aU  cases  to  submit  the  proolamatka 
to  the  Gbvemor  of  the  Cape.    He  bad 
a  discretion  vested  in  him  by  the  exprea 
terms  of  his  oommission,  which  he  bd 
wisely  exercised.   As  showing  ih»  necei- 
sity  for  the  annexation,  he  would  oaU 
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attention  to  the  fi^t  that  it  was  approved 
of  in  the  Cape  Colony,  though  in  the 
Wealeni  part  of  that  Colony  tiliere  would 
be  sreat  sympathy  with  the  Boers ;  and 
he  belisTed  there  had  been  only  one 
protost  raised  in  the  Orange  Free  State, 
though  that  State  would  be  jealously 
alire  to  any  change  that  added  to  the 
power    of    the    British    GoTemment. 
Turning  from  this  subject  to  the  ques- 
tioo  of  Confederation,  it  had  been  said 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Li^eajrd  (Mr. 
Conrtney)   that   Lord  Carnarvon   had 
acted  meet  improperly  in  pressing  this 
meaaure  on  the  Colonies  ana  States.   But 
in  1875,  when  the  question  arose  as  to 
the  Oonfarenoe,  a  resolution  was  passed 
by  the    L^nslatiTe  Council  of  Natal 
stroiiRly  in  uvour  of  the  Conference  and 
of  a  doeer  union  of  the  Colonies,  and  the 
iame  year  the  subject  was  favourably 
disco  ssed  by  the  Orange  Biver  Legis- 
lative Council,  who  thiwked  Lord  Car- 
narvon for  the  warm  interest  taken  by 
him  in  South  Africa;  so  that  it  could  by 
no  means  be  assumed  that  Lord  Car- 
narvon's conduct  had  been  treated  as 
imjooper  by  the  Colonies.    Indeed,  it 
wcSild  be  found  that  although  the  Cape 
Ministry  at  first  opposed  tilie  Conference 
from  a  misapprehension  of  Lord  Car- 
narvon's views,  the  whole  of  the  Eastern 
part  of  the  Colony  and  a  majority  in  the 
Western  part  were  in  favour  of  a  careful 
discussion  of  the  question.    He  cordially 
sgreed  with  the  object  of  die  Bill— to 
promote  Confederation  in  South  Africa — 
sad  with  the  arrangements  by  which  it 
was  proposed  to  be  carried  out.    It  was 
to  be  observed  that  while  Lord  Car- 
narvon had  been  raided  in  framing  this 
adieme  by  the  plan  which  had  been 
sdopted  in  confederating  the  Provinces 
in  British  North  America,  and  which 
had  most  thoroughly  answered,  he  did 
not,  when  sending  it  out,  in  any  wav 
bind  himself  to  the  clauses  as  they  stood. 
They  were  merely  sent  out  for  consider- 
stion ;  and  suggestions  which  had  been 
made  in  the  Colonies  had  been  adopted 
snd  incorporated  in  this  Bill.    It  might, 
thsrefors,  be   assumed  without  doubt 
that  the  scheme  in  principle  met  with 
the  approval  of  the  Colonies.    It  might 
bs,  after  all,  that  not  one  of  them  would 
sdopt  the  Bill,  for  it  was  permissive; 
bat,  at  all  events,  it  was  important  to 
thtm  to  have  a  scheme  the  details  of 
vhidi  they  were  at  liberty  to  fill  up;  and 
it  was  important  to  them  to  know  how 
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far  they  could  go  with  the  assent  of  the 
Imperial  Oovemment;  and,  further, 
that  any  laws  affecting  the  Natives  must 
be  reserved  for  the  approyal  of  Her 
Majesty.  The  Preamble  of  the  Bill 
clearly  pointed  out  that  it  was  expedient 
to  declare  and  define  the  general  prin- 
ciples upon  which  a  union  might  be 
established,  and  to  enable  the  details  of 
the  Constitution  and  of  the  establish- 
ments to  be  provided  for  after  the  wishes 
of  the  Colomes  and  States  interested  had 
been  duly  represented  to  Her  Majesty 
through  their  respective  Legislatures. 
The  words  **as  the  Queen  may  direct," 
which  had  been  commented  upon,  re- 
ferred only  to  the  period  anterior  to 
the  agreement  of  any  two  Colonies  to 
confederate;  and  when  once  a  Union 
Parliament  had  met,  the  authority  of  the 
Queen  in  Council  would  cease,  except  as 
to  points  in  respect  of  which  the  Hoyal 
Prerogative  was  specially  preserved. 
He  heartily  commended  the  Bill  to  the 
House,  and  he  was  satisfied  the  Colonies 
would  accept  it  gratefully,  even  although 
they  might  not  choose  to  act  upon  it  at 
once. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
would  vote  in  favour  of  the  Bill  by  way 
of  assenting  to  a  general  proposition, 
thst  Confederation  was  the  best  thing 
that  could  happen  to  the  South  African 
States ;  but  he  regretted  the  manner  in 
which  it  had  been  introduced,  because 
the  subject  was  independent  of  the 
Transvaal  annexation,  which  could  have 
been  eimlained  at  another  time,  and  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
said  nothing  at  all  about  the  real  reason 
for  introducing  the  Bill,  nor  had  he  ex- 
plained any  of  its  provisions  as  might 
nave  been  expected.  If  he  had  wished 
to  introduce  the  Transvaal  annexation 
into  the  debate,  he  might  have  done 
so  in  a  perfectly  legitimate  manner 
by  stating  that  which  was  doubtless 
the  fact — namely,  that  the  Bill  had  been 
drawn  long  before  the  annexation  had 
been  thought  of.  As  far  as  that  mat- 
ter was  concerned,  he  (Mr.  KnatchbuU- 
Hugeseen)  was  bound  to  say  that  of  the 
annexation  itself  ho  approved,  and  he 
endorsed  the  action  of  tne  Government 
with  regard  to  it.  He  believed  it  was 
not  only  justified,  but  that  it  was  abso- 
lutelv  necessary.  It  was  all  very  well 
to  talk  about  Uie  beauty  of  the  Dutch 
Government,  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
fbr   liskeaid  was  so  enamoured,  but 
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careful    study  would  show  that  there 
were  some  drawbacks  to  it  when  ad- 
ministered in  the   Colonies  of    South 
AMca.    It  was  said  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  that 
we  were  wrong  in  having  annexed  the 
Transvaal,  and  that  our  system  of  go- 
vernment was  xmsuited  to  that  country, 
and   would   not    succeed,  because   we 
governed  upon  different  principles  from 
we  Dutch  in  South  Africa.    Thank  Ood 
we  did,  and  it  was  because  we  did  that 
the  Natives  appreciated  the  blessings  of 
British  rule  as  much  as  they  detested 
that  of  the  Boers,  whose  whole  history 
in  South  Africa  had  been  a  record  of 
cruelty  and  oppression  towards  the  Na- 
tives and  of  rapacity  in  annexation  of 
Native  lands.    The  hon.  Qentleman  had 
spoken  of  the  immigration  of  the  Boers 
in  1834,  and  he  had  depicted  them  as 
honest  farmers,  only  desirous  of  settling 
down  quietly,  but  followed  by  the  crud 
British  Gk>vemment,  who  never  would 
let  them  alone,  but  drove  them  from 
place  to  place,   always  claiming  sove- 
reignty  over  them,  and  eventually  al- 
lowed them  to  become  a  Free  State, 
hoping  that  they  might  act  as  '^  buffers" 
between  our  colonies  and  the  Natives. 
But  the  hon.  Member's  reading  of  his- 
tory was  by  no  means  correct.    What 
was  the  cause  of  the  immigration  of  the 
Boers  in  1834  ?    The  Boers  immigrated 
in  1834  because  they  would  not  submit 
to  the  abolition  of  slavery,  and  instead 
of  being  a  buffer  between  us  and  the 
Natives,  by  their  rapacity  and  wrong- 
doing they  continually  stirred  up  strife 
and  exposed  us  to  constantly  inoreasine 
dangers.  The  truth  was  that  they  wished 
for    the  advantages  and  privileges  of 
British    subjects    without    discharging 
those  obligations  which  Qreat  Britain 
required  from  her  Colonies.  So  far  as  the 
Transvaal  was  concerned,  full  explanation 
could  be  given  of  the  annexation  when 
the  £100,000  was  asked  for;  but  financial 
considerations  must  be  thrown  to   the 
winds  when  the  honour,  dignity  and  in- 
terests of  the  British  Euipire  and  the 
safety  of  European  colonists  were  as 
much   at  stake  as  they  were    in  this 
case.    The  annexation  was  absolutely 
neeessary  for  the  security,  not  only  of 
the  British  Possessions,  but  of  aU  Eiuro- 
pean  settiers  in  South  Africa.    He  (Mr. 
Ejiatchbull-Hugessen)  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  £or  Liskeiurd,  that  they 
should  speak  in  that  House  under  a  sense 

Mr,  KnatchhuU-Hugeuen 


of  responsibility,  and  he 
that  immediately afterutterinKtluii  •mi' 
ment  he  had  gone  on  to  saj  tiiat  vtksd 
'^  acted  with  violence  towards  th«  Tnat- 
vaal, '  accompanied  by  something  wy 
like  fraud,"  and  that  Sir  Thecmkihs 
Shepstone  had  acted  as  one  '*  dad  vitK 
a  little  brief  authority,"  and  not  as  bt 
should  have  acted.    With  all  re^McUv 
the  hon.  Member  for  liskeard,  he  oogk 
not  to  have  made  such  charges  agaiasc 
the  Government  and  its  <^ieials,  unkti 
he  had  been  able  to  say  something  mon 
in  justification  of  them ;  and  the  hoa 
Member  had  no  right  to  speak  as  be 
did  of  everything  having  been  done  is 
inconceivable  ignorance  about  4he  Colo- 
nies.   In  saying  this  he  did  not  abso-  \ 
lutely  endorse  all  the  actions  of  Lord  j 
Carnarvon,  and,  particukrly,  he  nmr 
could  understand  the  object  of  sendingcnt 
Mr.  Froude,  who  had  better  have  stayed  . 
at  home,  as  his  hon.  Friend  remarksd,  * 
and  finished  his  history.    If  the  Brituii  ^ 
Government    had    good    and    efficMsl 
Governors  at  the  Cape  and  at  Natal,  all 
necessary  information  might  and  should 
have  been  obtained  through  them,  and 
it  was  a  slight  upon  them  to  send  out  s 
stranger  to  carry  on  negotiations  rs^Mct- 
ing  a  matter  concerning  the  CdosMi 
which  they  governed.     This  was  ths 
more    inexcusable   when    thej  had  u 
Gt)vemor  of  Cape  Colony  E&  Hemy 
Barkly,  than  whom  there  was  no  man  cif 
higher  standing,  greater    ability,  sad 
tried  probity  in  tibe  Colonial  Serrioa 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  we  were  re- 
versing the  wise  policy  of  20  yean  sfo» 
when  the  Orange  River  Territory  vm 
abandoned.     But  he  (Mr.  Knatohbsll- 
Hugessen)  would  not  scruple  to  ssy  in 
his  place  in  that    House    that   in  kii 
opimon  there  never  was  a  greater  mis- 
take than  that  committed  20  yean  aga 
The  Orange  Kiver  Territoiy  waa  annem 
by  proclamation  issued  by  Sir  Hsny 
Smith.    The  only  possible  solution  d 
the  existing  difficulty  at  that  time  vsi 
to  bring  it  under  British  authority,  in 
unhappy  idea  of  economy  soon  ate* 
wards  seized  ^s  country,  and  the  troi- 
bles  that  had  ever  since  occurred  in  ooa- 
sequence  were  inconceivable.  Lord  Orsf 
had  written  a  despatch  to  say  that  fitf* 
land  had  no  interest  in  keepioff  thai 
territory,  unless  the  mi^ori^  of  the  ia- 
habitants  would  support  her  anthoriij. 
He  left  office,  and  l&r  Jdm  Pakinfftoa, 
who  followed,  was  in  favour  of  wias* 
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domnept.    Tlien  came  Lord  Aberdeen's 
QoranimeDt,  and  Sir  George  CQerk  was 
out  by  the  Duke  of  Newcastle  to  do 
stain  thing,  and  he  did  it,  and  it 
nader  Ae  Dnke  of  Newcastle  that 
t]i«  abandonment  was  effected.    There 
waa  a  partj  in  the  State  who  were  in 
favour  of  abandonment,  but  there  was  a 
•Hooger  partj  against  it,  and  it  was  in 
<vdor  to  save  expense,  and  not  because 
it  waa  the  wish  of  the  people,  that  the 
abandonment  policy  was  adopted  by  the 
Britiah  Government.    In  fact  there  were 
many  Petitionsagainstthe  abandonment. 
Gaaeral  Oathcart  had  just  won  the  battle 
of   Berea,  the  expense  was  orer,  the 
dxffleolties  past,   and   all  would    have 
cone  on  well,  but  for  the  fear  of  the 
Home  Government,  lest  the  British  tax- 
payer ahoold  cry  out,  and  their  conse- 
ouent  fatal  policy  of  abandonment  at 
UM  verv  moment  when  the  fruits  of 
taa  nad  been   obtained  and  tran- 
established.    The  territoiy  got 
into  difficulties  immediately  afterwaKls, 
aad  aa  his  hon.  Friend  had  said,  the 
iakabitaats   actually   petitioned   to   be 
taken  back  under  British  protection  but 
ware  nnfbrtunately  reftised.    The  hon. 
Member  for   liskeard    said    that  the 
Oiange     Biver     Tenitory    had    been 
ever  ainoe  continually  prosperous.    He 
did    not   know  what  nis   non.  Friend 
called  prosperous,  but  he  had  himself 
toU  the  House  in  his  next  sentence  that 
one  in  five  of  the  adult  inhabitants  en- 
gaged in  the  war  with  the  Basutos  had 
besn  killed.  And  what  was  that  war  ?  A 
oonCest  between  the  Boers  of  the  Orange 
Free  State  and  the  tribe  of  Moshesh,  m 
wUflh  the  Boers,  when  victorious,  al- 
ways annexed  more  of  that  Chiefs  land 
until   at    last  he    came    under  British 
Sovereignty  to  save  the  rest.    And  what 
was  the  laneuag^  of  the  hon.  Member 
iat  liakeard    as  to  the  Orange    Free 
State  ?    He  said  ''  we  took  the  Diamond 
Fields  \o  which  the  Orange  Free  State 
had  claims,  and  we  have  since  practi- 
eaDy  admitted  their   claim  by  paying 
thsm  £90,000  to  relinquish  it."    Well, 
tkere  were  some  people  in  this  country 
vfao  invariably  took  part  against  their 
own  eonntrvmen  in  all  these  matters, 
■ad  here   his   hon.    Friend  and    Mr. 
Fronde  were  much  alike,  for  so  partial 
VIS  the  latter  to  the  Boers  that  he  (Mr. 
Kaatchbull-Hugosson)  had  heard  that 
thsy  said  of  him  that  he  was  a  good  friend 
to  them  but  mast  be  a  bad  Engliahman. 


Butthislanguagerespectingthe  Diamond 
Fields  gave  quite  a  wrong  idea  of  the 
real  facts.  He  contended  that  the  action 
of  the  late  GK>vemment  in  regard  to  the 
Diamond  Fields  was  perfectly  justifiable, 
while  the  payment  of  £90,000  to  settle 
the  claims  set  up  was  one  of  the  most 
questionable  acts  of  Lord  Carnarvon's 
(iovemment.  The  Orange  Free  Biver 
State  claimed  the  whole  of  this  territory. 
They  made  themselves  judges  in  their 
own  cause,  and  refused  all  arbitration. 
When  Waterboer,  the  Chief  who  claimed 
this  territory,  disputed  some  of  the  docu- 
ments they  brought  in  support  of  their 
claim,  they  quietly  went  on  without  him 
and  divided  it  between  themselves  and 
the  Transvaal  Bepublic.  When  they 
afterwards  attempted  to  show  some  of 
their  proofs  to  Sir  Henry  Barkly,  their 
documents  were  of  a  very  suspicious  cha- 
racter, and  one  purported  to  be  a  letter 
from  a  Chief  named  Cornelius  Kok,  who 
was  proved  and  admitted  to  have  been 
unable  to  write.  Waterboer  had  the 
best  claim,  and  he  had  come  under 
British  Sovereignity.  The  annexation 
was  most  wise  and  desirable.  He  be- 
lieved that  Lord  Carnarvon  had  paid 
this  £90,000  ^r  a  claim  which  was 
worthless,  partly  with  a  view  to  dispose 
the  Free  State  towardsConfederation,  but 
he  doubted  whether  it  would  have  that 
effect.  Since  the  Transvaal  had  been 
annexed,  the  Free  State  would  be  almost 
entirely  surrounded  by  British  territory, 
and  would  have  less  dif&culty  in  resisting 
the  Natives  on  their  frontier.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Bill  before  the  House,  the 
second  reading  was  not  a  stage  for  criti- 
cizing the  details  too  doselv.  Members 
on  his  (the  Opposition)  siae  would  not 
prefer  a  nominated  Council  if  thoy  could 
g^t  an  elective  Council;  but  it  would 
not  be  fair  to  reject  the  Bill  on  this 
ground  until  they  had  heard  the  argu- 
ments of  the  Government  in  Committee. 
No  doubt  a  Confederation  of  the  South 
African  States  would  be  a  most  excellent 
thing  if  it  could  be  effected  so  that  the 
Natives  miffht  have  confidence  that  the 
same  equal  laws  would  be  administered 
over  the  whole  of  the  South  African 
States.  He  should  be  sorry  to  say  any- 
thing harsh  of  foreign  colonists,  but 
truth  must  be  told,  and  there  had  been 
acts  of  oppression  oomnutted  against  the 
Natives  by  two  of  these  communities 
which  were  a  disgrace  to  any  civilized 
Governments.    He  sincerely  hoped  the 

2  E  9 


999 


South  Africa  Bill. 


{OOMMONSl 


8$e<md  Rsa£m§.  1009 


Oranee  Free  State  would  willingly  come 
into  me  Confederation.  He  believed  the 
Orange  Free  State  would  receiye  con- 
siderable benefit  from  this  annexation 
from  the  increased  security  of  its  frontier. 
With  regard  to  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill,  he  must  say  that,  while  he  re- 
served to  himself  the  utmost  liberty  in 
the  consideration  of  it  in  Committee,  he 
could  not  do  otherwise  than  record  his 
vote  in  favour  of  the  second  reading. 
He  thought  it  was  the  duty  of  anyone 
who  had  held  the  office  which  he  had 
held,  and  who  knew  the  great  respon- 
sibility of  managing  Colonial  affairs,  to 
^ve  a  fair  and  generous  support  to  the 
Government,  which  had  attempted  to  do 
a  great  work  in  South  Africa.  With 
regard  to  what  had  been  said  respecting 
the  interests  of  the  Cape  Colony  and 
Natal  being  opposed,  he  did  not  under- 
stand that  it  was  intended  that  precisely 
the  same  laws  upon  every  subject  should 
obtain  in  every  State  that  might  be  con- 
federated. But  what  was  intended  was 
that  with  regard  to  matters  of  general 
importance,  such,  for  instance,  as  the  im- 
portation and  sale  of  arms,  and  more 
especially  as  to  the  manner  of  dealing 
with  the  Native  tribes,  the  same  prin- 
ciples should  prevail;  they  woula  not 
have  English  principles  upon  one  side 
of  a  river  ana  Dutch  principles  upon 
the  other,  but  equal  laws  would  be  ad- 
ministered to  all  in  South  Africa.  He 
regretted  the  expressions  which  had 
fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  liskeard  against  the  course  adopted 
by  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone,  who  was 
a  gentleman  of  ability  and  ereat  ad- 
ministrative power,  and  who  had  only 
done  that  which  he  felt  it  was  necessary 
for  him  to  do.  He  believed  Sir  Theo- 
philus Shepstone  had  acted  frx)m  the  best 
of  motives,  and  he  gave  his  support  to 
the  Government  wil£  regard  to  the  an- 
nexation. He  hoped  the  Colonies  of 
South  Africa  would  be  welded  into  one 
Confederation,  and  when  they  were  thus 
confederated  we  might  hope  that  South 
Africa  would  make  a  great  stride  for- 
ward in  improvement. 

Mb.  a.  mills,  in  supporting  the 
Bill,  defended  Mr.  Froude  from  the 
strictures  passed  upon  him  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney), 
and  said,  it  was  a  matter  of  considerable 
importance  that  the  House  should  learn 
distinctly  from  the  Treasury,  whether 
they  were  warranted  in  supposing,  as 
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they  had  told  the  House,  that  a  lacp 
portion,  if  not  all,  of  this  SupplciuanUij 
Vote  of  £100,000  would  be  retonedti 
us  from  Local  Bevenue.  The  grounds  « 
which  he  desired  to  support  dM  BiS 
were  two-fold.    He  thought  it  vmud 
not  only  produce  the  very  grest  adm- 
tage  which  proverbially  resolted  froa 
union,  but  that  it  would  prodnoe  a  gratf 
advantage  by  making  the  work  A  r^ 
sponsible  government  in  the  Oipe  <d 
Gbod  Hope  more  possible    and   mare 
successful,   and  ultimately  he   tmsltd 
that  the  system  of  responsible  guvenuueat 
would  be  extended  to  all  the  groops  of 
Colonies  which  were  to  be  in  this  Goo- 
federation.    Another  effect  of  the  BiD 
would,  no  doubt,  be  to  lessen  the  evfl  of 
the  multiplication  of  instruments  of  go- 
vernment ;  for  the  Colonies  had  a  gieii 
tendency  to  increase  indefinitely  the  dif- 
ferent Departments  under  whidi  tker 
were  governed.    Those  who  had  stiidi«i 
the  hutory  of  our  South  African  Qdomcf 
knew  very  well  that  in  timeepast,  whsa 
we  spent  millions  upon  the  Kaffir  Wir, 
one  of  the  causes  of  that  expenditni* 
was,  that  the  interests  of  the  frontier 
tribes  were    not    identical  with  thoM 
the    colonists    of   the    Cape.     It  vu 
perfectly  notorious  that   a  large  por- 
tion   of   commissariat  expenditure  it 
that  time    went   into   the  podcets  of 
the  colonists  of  the  Cape.     The  voy 
circumstance   that   our   South  Afirieto 
Colonies  were  largely  inhabited  by  wv- 
like  races  constituted  a  strong  argomttt 
in  favour  of  Confederation  from  a  mili- 
tary point  of  view.  Confederation  wooU 
reduce  the  temptation  to  engage  in  wir 
as  between  the  colonists  ana  the  Ntlin 
races.    He  hoped  we  were  not  goiitt  to 
have  war ;  but  we  must  be  prepared  icr 
that  contingency.    But,  whatever  ho- 
pened  at  the  Cape,  he  hoped  we  abonn 
not  be  g^ty  of  our  old  error  id  seadiig 
large  numbers  of  troops  to  theee  Oofe- 
nies,  because  experience  had  proted, 
especially  in  New  Zealand  and  it  tin 
Cape,  that  the  troops  for  these  OokoiM 
ought  mainlytooonsistoflooal  levies.  H« 
hoped  the  House  would  paas  the  Kll; 
but  great  care  would  be  necoasiiy  i» 
considering  its  details;  for  instance,  vitlk 
regard  to  the  Ooundl,   he  hoped  A* 
existing  provision  would  be  amssdid 
so  that  it  should  be  an  elected,  buimi 
of  a  nominated,  Council. 

Mb.  WHALLEY,  having  ^Moil  vA 
personal  knowledge  of  the  ooone  of  Sir 
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Theopkilas  Shepstone's  adminiBtration 
At  Natml  daring  SO  yearSy  wished  to  deny 
the  aocimunr  of  the  charges  that  had 
been  brought  against  that  gentleman  of 
having  been  guilty  of  ag^gpression  and 
oppreesioni  and  of  having  exceeded  his 
aothority.  Those  charges  evinced  a  reck- 
less disrogard  of  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  for  daring  that  period  Sir  Theo- 
philoB  Shepstone  had  not  only  admi- 
nistered the  affairs  of  that  country  with- 
oat  giving  offence  to  the  Natives,  but 
had  preserved  peace  throughout  the  en- 
tire district.    Long  before  Lord  Oamar- 
TOQ  tootk  steps  for  establishing  a  Con- 
federation among  these  Provinces  Sir 
Theophilus    Shepstone    had    been   re- 
qoested  to  intervene.  There  was  another 
matter  which  deserved  the  careful  con- 
sideration of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  had  implored  the 
British  Qovemment,  through  that  gen- 
tleman, to  assist  him  in  developing  the 
immense  territory  nominally  subjected 
tu  him  which  stretched  towards  the  in- 
land lakes  of  AMca,  with  the  view  of 
pattinff'  an  end  to  the  slave  trade  which 
floorished  there. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber waa  in  Order  in  discussing  the  pro- 
positionB  of  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  on 
the  second  reading  of  that  Bill. 

Ma.  SPEAKER  ruled  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  in  Order. 

Ma.  WHALLEY,  in  conclusion,  re- 
peated his  protest  against  the  undeserved 
attacks  which  had  been  made  upon  Sir 
Theophilus  Shepstone,  and  hoped  the 
Oovemment  would  favourably  consider 
the  reqaeitt  of  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  to 
which  ne  had  referred. 

M&.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  felt  obliged 

to  vote  against  the  Bill.    If  it  had  been 

dfawn  with  less  vagueness  his  objections 

might  possibly  have  disappeared.    He 

was  not  at  aU  satisfied  that  sufficient 

precautions  would  be  taken  to  secure  to 

the  Native  populations,  under  the  new 

lystem,  those  rights  to  which  they  were 

entitled,  and  it  mixed  up  the  Transvaal 

qaeation  with  the  other  objects  of  the 

aSL    The  Dutch  appeared  to  be  far 

from  satisfied  with  the  treatment  their 

kindred  had  received  from  us  in  South 

Africa,  for  in  Holland  he  had  seen  in 

eircnlation  a  number  of  protests,  on  the 

part  of  the  Dutch  population,  on  the 

nbjeoty  in  which  everrthing  that  the 

Uaaar  Secretary  for  the  Conies  had 


painted   white  was    in    those  protests 
painted  distinctly  black. 

Question  put,  '*  That  the  word  *  now  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  81 ;  Noes 
19:  Majority  62.— (Div.  List,  No.  226.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  a<;reed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thureday^  (^  *^ 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  ike 
Chair." 

BROADMOOfi  CRIMINAL  LUNATIC 
ASYLUM. 

BEFOBT  OF  THE  OOMMITTEE. 

Mb.  ETLANDS,  in  rising  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  Beport  of  the  Committee 
appointed  to  inquire  into  certain  matters 
relating  to  Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic 
Asylum,  said,  that  the  House  had  re- 
cently decided  upon  placing  all  the  pri- 
sons in  the  Kingdom  under  Oovemment 
control,  in  consequence  of  a  general  be- 
lief both  in  the  House  and  out  of  it,  that 
Oovemment  could  manage  matters  of 
that  kind  with  grater  efficiency  and 
economy  than  local  bodies,  but  the 
lessons  derived  from  the  history  of 
Broadmoor  Asylum  gave  a  very  different 
idea  of  the  results  of  Oovemment  admi- 
nistration. That  history  was  not  one 
of  old  date— it  was,  in  fact,  a  very  recent 
one,  commencing  only  about  15  years 
ago,  and  after  that  short  period,  the  dis- 
satisfaction existing  with  reference  to  the 
cost  of  the  maintenance  of  the  Asylum, 
and  doubts  generally  with  reference  to 
the  arrangements  had  led  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  opposite,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  to  ap- 
point a  Committee  of  Inquiry  from 
whom  he  requested  a  Eeport 

"  on  the  existing  state  of  the  ettabliahment, 
both  in  respect  of  its  cost  as  a  lunatic  asylum, 
and  of  the  expenditure  required  to  put  the 
building  in  a  proper  condition  and  m^int**!! 
it;" 


the  Committee  were  also  instraoted 

**  to  consider  whether  any  arrangement  could 
be  made  by  which  the  expense  of  miintftining 
such  an  establishment  oould  be  reduced^  by  re* 
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taming  the  existing  buildings  or  site,  or  by  any 
alteration  thereof,  or  by  the  sale  of  the  present 
site  and  removal  elsewhere  or  otherwise." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  no  doubt  was 
fully  justified  in  appointing  such,  a  Com- 
mittee, but  the  constitution  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  fairly  open  to  question.     He 
(Mr.  Rylands)  on  more  than  one  recent 
occasion  had  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  practice  which  had  arisen 
of  referring  the  investigation  of  matters 
of  administration  to  Departmental  Com- 
mittees, upon  which  permanent  officials 
occupied  an  influential  position,  rather 
than  to  Select  Committees  of  that  House. 
He  had  strongly  objected  to  the  practice 
as  being  calculated  to  lessen  the  control 
of  Parliament  over  the  various  Admini- 
strative Departments,  and  to  promote,  in 
the  interest  of  the  permanent  servants 
of  the  Crown,  the  public  expenditure 
rather  than  diminish  it.    Had  the  pre- 
sent matter  been  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  Of  Commons,  it 
would  no  doubt  have  secured  a  large 
amount  of  valuable  evidence  upon  the 
subject,  and  would  have  led  to  a  Report 
of  a  more  satisfactory  nature  than  that 
which  had  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House.    The  Committee  appointed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consisted 
of   Sir  William    G.   Hayter    and  Mr. 
Walter,  M.P.  (who  were  Members  of 
the    Council    of    Supervision    of    the 
Asylum),   Mr.   A.   B.  Mitford   (of   the 
Treasury),  Dr.  Mouat  (of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board),  and  Mr.  Everest  (of 
the  Home  Office).     The  Asylum  was 
under  the  control  of  the  Home  Office ; 
but  a  local  element  in  its  management 
was  introduced  in  the  Council  of  Super- 
vision,  which    included   the  names  of 
several  gentlemen  residing  in  the  locality, 
of  the  Asylum.    The  Council  of  Super- 
vision was  clearly  to  some  extent  placed 
upon  its  defence  in  the  inquiry,   and 
therefore  it  was  open  to  remark  that  two 
of  its  Members  were  placed  on  the  Com- 
mittee, and  in  fact  adopted  the  Report 
with  the  assistance  of  Mr.  Everest  by  a 
majority  of  1  over  the  dissenting  mino- 
rity consisting  of  Mr.  Mitford  and  Dr. 
Mouat,  who  had  expressed  their  dissent 
from  their  Colleagues  in  decided  terms. 
Mr.  Mitford  went  so  far  as  to  say  that 
*'  the  majority  took  for  granted  the  per- 
fection of  Broadmoor."    Notwithstand- 
ing, however,  the  natural  disposition  of 
some  Members  of  the  Committee  to  make 
the  best  of  a  bad  case,  the  Report  adopted 

Jifr,  Rylanda 


by  them  and  presented  to  the  Home 
Secretary  was  quite  sufficient  to  demon- 
strate the  singiilar  incapacity  with  wbidi 
the  whole  affair  had  been  managed.   The 
buildings  were  constructed  under  the 
authority  and  control  of  the  Government 
in  accordance  with   the    plans  of  Sir 
Joshua  Jebb,  and  were  opened  in  May, 
1868.     The  total  cost  of  the  buildings 
and  land  up  to  the  present  time  amounted 
to  £166,350,  and   although  they  had 
been  in  existence  only  14  years  the  con- 
struction had  been  so  objectionable  as  to 
lead  to  serious  doubts  whether  it  might 
not  be  advantageous  to  pull  down  the 
buildings,  sell  the  site,  and  erect  new 
buildings  elsewhere.    And  this  was  an 
instance  of  the  way  in  which  Govern- 
ment managed  matters  of  that  kind. 
Had  the  magistrates  of  one  of  the  Eng- 
lish counties  fallen    into  such  serious  , 
mistakes  in  the  erection  of  their  ooun^ 
asylum,  as  to  lead  to  a  proposal  to  puU  it 
down  within  15  years  and  to  baud  an- 
other,  the    outcry   against   their  folly 
would  be  heard  throughout  the  King- 
dom, and  it  would  be  generally  thought 
that  the  magistrates  would  be  morefi^ed 
to  occupy  places  within  the  building 
itself  than  to  superintend  its  manage* 
ment  outside  its  walls.    But  that  had 
actually  been  the  case  in  the  erection  of 
Broadmoor  by  the  Government,  and  al- 
though the  majority  of  the  Committee 
did  not  recommend  the  pulling  down  of 
the  building,  the  minority  were  of  opinion 
that  that  would  be  the  proper  course  to 
be  taken,  and  all  of  the  Members  con- 
curred  in  the  opinion  that  the  buildings 
were  "very  badly  constructed  and  in 
constant  need  of  repair."  Within  a  year 
of  the  opening  of  me  Asylum  the  medi- 
cal superintendent  reported  upon  the  in- 
adequacy of  the  means  origmally  pro- 
vided for  warming  the  wards — ^he  stated 
that — 

*'  The  buildings  are  heated  by  iron  stores  and 
open  fire  places.  Notwithstanding  a  large  oon- 
sumption  of  coal,  portions  of  the  buildings  sodi 
as  single  rooms  remain  unwarmed,  and  dunp 
walls  and  bedding  are  the  necessary  resoli" 

But  without  going  into  other  particnlsn 
of  bad  cons^ction  there  was  the  fact 
stated  that — 

'^  The  majority  of  the  looks  thronghout  the 
building  can  be  picked  with  scarcely  any  diffi- 
culty." 

Not  only  had  the  Gbvemment  failed  to 
secure  the  ereotioa  of  weU-eonstmoted 
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buildings ;  but  the  cost  of  the  institution 
under  their  management  was  excessive 
as  compared  with  county  lunatic  asylums. 
In  Broadmoor,  the  ayeracre  cost  per 
annum  for  each  inmate  was  £57  I7s,  3d,, 
whilst  in  the  county  asylums  of  Lanca- 
shire it  was  as  follows: — Lancaster, 
£21  IBs,  2d.;  Prestwioh,  £24  Ss.  2d.; 
Bainhill,  £25  9s.;  Whittingham,  £26. 
It  thus  appeared  that  the  cost  of  Qo- 
Temment  management  was  considerably 
more  than  double  the  cost  of  local 
asylums.  In  the  charge  for  the  official 
Staff  the  difference  was  yery  great.  In 
Prestwich  A^lum,  for  instance,  the 
Staff  of  attendants  cost  £4  16«.  4d.  p^ 
year  for  each  inmate,  whilst  the  cost  of 
the  Staff  at  Broadmoor  amounted  to  not 
less  than  £19  10«.  5d.  per  year  for  each 
prisoner.  The  salaries  paid  by  Oovem- 
ment  were  higher,  and  the  attendcmts 
were  considerably  more  numerous.  No 
doubt,  the  argument  would  be  urged 
that  the  inmates  of  Broadmoor  beinff 
criminal  lunatics  of  a  dangerous  and 
viol^it  character,  it  was  necessary  to 
provide  a  large  Staff  of  attendants.  But 
that  argument  must  be  taken  with  con- 
siderable qualification.  There  was  not 
that  great  difference  between  the  cha- 
racter of  the  inmates  of  Broadmoor  and 
those  of  other  asylums.  Dr.  Mouat,  in 
his  separate  Beport,  remarked  that — 

"  All  lunatics  with  homicidal  or  suicidal  ten- 
dencieSf  however  aoiet  and  harmless  they  may 
ordinarily  be,  and  all  violent  and  dangerous 
maniacs  with  or  without  such  tendencies,  need 
the  most  careful  and  constant  watching,  with 
the  highest  de^^ree  of  safe  custody,  whether  they 
be  in  the  criminal  category  or  not." 

In  some  of  the  county  lunatic  asylums 
the  proportion  of  that  class  of  inmates 
was  very  considerable.  The  medical 
superintendent  of  Prestwich  Asylum,  in 
his  report,  presented  to  the  magistrates 
of  the  county  of  Lancaster  last  year, 
alluded  to  the  fact,  that  owing  to  the 
g^reat  pressure  arising  from  want  of  ac- 
comodation, the  chronic  cases  who  were 
quiet  and  orderly  were  sent  to  the  work- 
houses of  the  parishes  to  which  they 
belonged,  in  order  to  make  room  for 
the  admission  of  new  cases.  The  medi- 
cal superintendent  upon  this  remarks 
that — 

**  The  oontinnal  eliminatioQ  of  the  quiet  ele- 
ment leaves  in  the  asylom  a  preponderance  of 
violent,  sick,  and  acute  patients,  the  average 
character  of  whose  insanity  is  more  severe  the^ 
what  is  met  with  in  kindred  institutions.  That 
our  maintenanoe  expenditure  will  nee  OBwrily  be 


affected  by  these  oircumstanoes  and  conditions 
is  apparent  to  everyone  conversant  with  the 
subject.  Those  classes  of  the  insane  not  only 
need  for  their  safety  and  well-being  a  greater: 
amount  of  supervision — which  means  a  larger 
Staff  of  attendants — ^but  their  diet  acconmioda- 
tion  and  all  the  appliances  for  treatment  neces- 
sitate a  larger  ouUay  than  would  be  required 
for  the  care  and  management  of  chronic  cases.** 

Such  were  the  facts  in  relation  to  Prest- 
wich Asylum,  and  yet  the  cost  of  its 
maintenance  was  not  one-half  the  cost 
of  Broadmoor.  But  the  excessive  expen- 
diture was  not  the  only  source  of  loss 
to  the  public  by  the  mode  in  which 
Broadmoor  was  managed  by  the  Gbvem- 
ment.  There  was  reason  to  belieye  that 
prisoners  were  kept  there  long  after  the 
period  when  they  might  safely  be  set  at 
liberty.  Of  course,  in  an  asylum  man- 
aged by  local  authorities  there  would  be 
always  the  desire  to  save  unnecessary 
charges  upon  the  rates,  by  removing  the 
inmates  as  soon  as  they  gave  eyidence 
of  recovery.  But  no  such  course  ap- 
peared to  have  been  taken  at  Broad- 
moor. When  a  criminal  lunatic  entered 
its  walls  there  seemed  to  be  no  chance 
of  his  ever  leaving  them.  An  instance 
of  that  kind  occurred  in  connection  with 
the  Warrington  Union.  For  several 
years  the  Union  had  been  charged  with 
the  maintenance  of  four  criminal  luna- 
tics, about  whom  the  Board  of  Guardians 
could  get  no  information,  until  at  leng^ 
a  deputation  from  their  body  were  en- 
abled, by  the  assistance  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  to  visit  Broadmoor, 
and  they  then  discovered  that  two  out 
of  the  four  criminal  lunatics  charged  to 
the  Union  for  several  years  past  might 
properly  have  been  discharged  from 
custody.  One  of  the  cases  was  so  re- 
markable as  to  be  worthy  of  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  It  was  the  case  of  a 
man  named  John  Urey,  of  Warrington, 
who  was  charg^  at  the  Liverpool  As- 
sizes, Aueust,  1868,  with  burglary,  was 
found  to  be  insane  on  arraignment,  and 
directed  to  be  imprisoned  during  Her 
Majesty's  pleasure.  He  was  certified 
not  to  be  suicidal,  nor  dangerous  to 
others,  nor  subject  to  epilepsy,  and  no 
medical  evidence  appeared  to  have  been 
give  at  any  time  of  his  insanity.  The 
felony  consisted  of  stealing  a  pair  of 
boots,  and  might  probably  have  been 
committed  whilst  under  an  attack  of 
temporary  insanity  caused  by  drink.  K 
the  man  had  been  convicted  in  the 
ordinary  course,  he  would  have  been 
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imprisoned  for  six  or  twelve  months; 
but,  being  treated  as  a  "  criminal  luna- 
tic," he  was  committed  to  Broadmoor 
in  1868,  and  had  been  there  ever  since, 
at  a  cost  to  the  British  taxpayer  of  about 
£600.  His  age  at  the  time  of  commit- 
ment was  only  19,  and  he  was,  therefore, 
now  29,  with  the  prospect  of  living  many 
years  longer,  and  but  for  the  outcry 
raised  by  the  Warrington  Board  of 
Guardians,  he  would  probably  have 
remained  in  Broadmoor  until  his  death, 
and  have  cost  the  country  thousands  of 
pounds  for  his  maintenance.  There 
appeared  no  reason  to  doubt  that  on 
investigation  of  the  case  of  all  the 
inmates  at  Broadmoor,  other  instances 
of  this  gross  mismanagement  might  be 
discovered.  When  tne  question  was 
discussed  by  the  Guardians  of  the  War- 
rington Union,  the  Chairman  said  that 
as  rational  men  they  could  scarcely 
believe  that  a  man  could  be  kept  in  a 
public  building,  at  the  public  expense, 
and  yet  not  a  soul  on  the  face  of  the 
earth  caring  anything  about  him.  One 
of  the  Guardians  said  that  the  case 
proved  the  truth  of  the  observation 
made  by  the  Swedish  Chancellor  to  his 
eon — **  Behold,  my  son,  with  what  little 
wisdom  the  world  is  governed."  That 
was  a  fair  criticism  of  the  conduct  of 
Government  officials  in  this  matter,  and 
when  it  was  remembered  that  Broad- 
moor was  a  Government  prison  under 
the  control  of  the  Home  Office,  it  ap- 
peared most  probable  that  the  result  of 
the  Bill  recently  passed  by  the  House 
handing  over  all  the  gaols  in  the  King- 
dom to  the  Home  Office,  would  lead  to 
the  creation  of  many  abuses  in  their 
management,  and  to  a  large  increase 
of  expenditure. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  if  he 
had  thought  that  the  Heport  would  form 
the  subject  of  such  remarks  as  had  been 
made  by  the-  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
he  should  not  have  laid  it  upon  the 
Table.  When  the  Estimate  about 
Broadmoor  came  before  him  some  years 
ago,  he  was  told  that  £12, 000  or  £13, 000 
was  wanted  in  order  to  put  the  institu- 
tion on  a  satisfactory  footing,  but  he 
refused  to  ask  for  such  a  sum,  because 
he  was  not  satisfied  it  was  worth  while 
spending  any  more  money  on  Broad- 
moor until  it  had  been  decided  what 
should  be  done  with  the  institution  it- 
self. When  the  matter  came  forward 
again  he  thought  the  better  plan  would 

Mr,  Rylandi 


be  to  obtain  information  for 
guidance.    He  believed  it  was  xigfat  to 
associate  with  the  Members  of  the  Oopva- 
cil  of  Supervision  a  gentleman  firom  tkt 
Treasury,  another  from  the  Home  Office, 
and  a  third  from  the  Office  of  Woribi, 
the    buildings    at   Broadmoor   hsTia^ 
been  placed  under  the  care  of  the  latter 
Department.    Their  Beport  was  madi 
as  a  primary  step  in  the  inveetigatioiM 
of  the  Home  Office  under  his  saiwrioft 
and  entirely  at  his  own  wish,  in  order 
that  the  whole  thing  might  be  thoronghfy 
considered  before  an  extra  shilKng  was 
spent  upon  the  place.     The  Beport  vsa 
made  at  the  commencement  of  the  prv- 
sent  Session,  and  he  had  not  yet  had 
time  fully  to  consider  it.    He  had  him- 
self personally  visited  the   place  and 
made  himself  acquainted   with   tfwmj 
nook  and  comer  of  it,  and  he  hoped  to 
be  able  before  very  long  to  do  some- 
thing which  might  relieve  the  ooontry 
from  a  certain  degree  of  expense.    He 
agreed  that  the  expense  was  at  piosoat 
enormous.    The  hon.  Member  opposite 
was  wrong  in  supposing  that  the  inmates 
of  Broadmoor  were  at  all  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Home  Office,  because  pnoti- 
cally  the  asylum  was  under  the  diiectkiii 
of  the  Council  of  Supervision.     How  it 
ever  entered  into  the  minds  of  man,  15 
or  16  years  ago,  to  roend  a  considerable 
sum  of  money  in  buildings  such  as  ex- 
isted, was  a  mystenr  to  him ;  but  netthfr 
the  present  nor  the  late  GK>vemm»t 
was  responsible  for  it.    He  hoped  thst 
before  any  serious  discussion  wai  hsd 
on  the  question  another  year  would  be 
allowed  to  elapse,  and  by  that  time  1m 
hoped  that  he  should  be  able  to  come  to 
a  satisfactory  arrangement'  with  regsid 
to  it.    One  word  with  reference  to  the 
Council  of  Supervision.    Those  gentle- 
men devoted  tnemselves  to  the  diechirge 
of  their  duties  to  the  best  of  their  abilitj, 
and  had  rendered  very  valuable  i«iit- 
ance.    A  more  competent  body  of  gco- 
tlemen  could  not  be  found,  but  they  m 
a  difficult  task  to  contend  with.    Com- 
parison  had  been  drawn  between  Broed- 
moor  and  the  different  county  Imutit 
asylums,  but  it  was  difficult  to  dnr 
that  comparison  with  sufficient  regtid 
to  all  the  surrounding  circamstaBoei  of 
each  case.  It  was  admitted  that  if  lonsey 
was  dealt  with  in  its  commenoemint, 
the  probability  was  that  a  core  wooU 
be  effected;  whereas  if  it  were  eonfimiti 
it  would  be  much  mc^e  diflBoolt  to  d«l 


1009     litrh^'—Botma^Despatch  {  Jxtlt  9, 1877)  of  Comul  Eolvm. 


1010 


with  it ;  and  that  when  it  had  shown  it- 
mAi  bj  criminal  acts  and  had  become 
duooio  it  was  very  doubtful  whether  a 
core  oould  be  effected  at  all.    The  first 
qaestion  that  had  arisen  with  regard  to 
BioadiQoor  was,  whether  criminals  who 
had  become  lunatics  should  be  sent  there 
to  be  mixed  with  those  who  had  been 
acquitted  on  the  ground  of  inscmity,  and 
who  hady  therefore,  never  been  criminals 
at  all;  and  he  had  oome  to  the  oonclu- 
maa  that  this  mixture  of  criminal  and 
non-criminal  lunatics  should  no  longer 
be  permitted  to  continue.    One  of  the 
first  things  he  did,  therefore,  on  coming 
into  offioe  was  to  direct  that  no  person 
who  had  been  convicted  of  crime  should 
be  tent  to  Broadmoor,  notwithstandiuK 
his  subsequent  lunacy.    He  had  limited 
those  directions,  however,  to  the  case 
of  men,    because  there  was  no  other 
place  where  the  women  could  be  accom- 
modated«  but  he  hoped  soon  to  be  able 
to  remedy    that  defect.      The    lunatic 
criminals  who  had  already  been  sent 
there  would  remain,  but  no  more  would 
be  sent   The  hon.  Member  had  touched 
upon  the  question  of  the  number  of  at- 
tendants in  that  establishment.  He  much 
regretted  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter)  on  this 
occasion,  because  he  had  wished  that 
the  hon.  Oentleman  should  have  heard 
his  explanation  upon  this  point.     He 
was  satisfied  that  it  was  owing  to  the 
number  of  the  attendants  that  so  much 
qniet  and  order  was  preserved  at  Broad- 
moor.   It  was  fallacious  to  compare  the 
Qomber  of  the  attendants  at  that  es- 
tablishment   with    that    at     ordinary 
county  lunatic  asylums,  on  account  of 
the  dangerous  character  of  the  lunatics 
confined  in  the  former.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber went  on  to  say  that  a  number  of 
persons  were  detained  at  Broadmoor  who 
ought  to  be  discharged.  It  was  possible 
that  that  might  be  so,  and  he  had  him- 
self directed  two  of  the  former  inmates 
to  be  discharged,  on  their  friends  and 
relations  promising   to    carefully   and 
narrowly  watch  them.     He  had  paid 
•pedal  attention  to  this  subject  lately, ' 
and  he  had  become  impressed  with  its 
difficulties.    There  was  no  doubt  it  was 
one  of  the  most  painful  things  which 
vijone  in  offioe  could    have   to    deal 
v^,  that  a  man,  to  all  appearance  per- 
f<wtly  sane,  should  remain  in  a  lunatic 
■Qwn  simply  because  he  had  no  fHends 
to  take  oare  of  him.     On  the  other 


hand,  there  were  many  men  whom  they 
knew,  if  let  out  again,  would  take  to 
drink,  develop  the  same  criminal  ten- 
dencies, and  danger  would  be  the  re- 
sult. As  to  the  expenditure,  it  would 
be  found  that  this  had  been  diminished 
during  the  last  few  years.  He  was 
happy  to  say  that  though  the  last  pub- 
lished Eetums  showed  a  cost  of  £57 
per  head,  in  the  next  one  published  that 
amount  would  be  reduced  to  £54.  Al- 
though but  slightly  exceeding  the  cost  at 
Dundrum,  he  admitted  that  these  pa- 
tients stUI  cost  more  than  was  abso- 
lutely necessary. 

TURKEY— BOSNIA— DESPATCH  OF 
CONSUL   HOLMES.  — OBSERVATIONS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  recent  Beport  of 
Vice  Consul  Freeman  as  to  the  insurgent 
Christians  of  Bosnia,  and  to  the  discre- 
pancies between  this  Keport  and  the 
previous  Beports  of  Consul  Holmes; 
and  to  ask.  Whether  the  (Government 
will  be  prepared  to  direct  Her  Majesty's 
Bepresentatives  in  Bosnia  and  Herze- 

Sovina  not  in  future  to  use  their  in- 
uence  with  the  Turkish  authorities  for 
the  purpose  of  driving  the  insurgents 
from  the  country,  but  to  confine  them- 
selves to  their  duty  as  agents  of  a 
Neutral  Power?  said,  he  trusted  he 
might  be  permitted  to  detain  the  House 
for  a  few  minutes  while  he  referred  to  a 
matter  of  some  importance— namely,  the 
action  of  our  Consular  authorities  to- 
wards the  insurgent  Christians  in  that 
most  unfortunate  of  Turkish  Provinces, 
Bosnia,  which  for  nearly  three  years  had 
been  the  scene  of  so  much  misery,  and 
which  was  the  origin  of  the  present 
troubles  in  the  East  The  House  would 
reoollect  that  some  few  weeks  ago  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afiiairs,  in  answer  to  a  Question  as  to 
some  alleged  massacre  in  that  Province, 
read  at  length  a  despatch  from  Consul 
Holmes,  which  not  only  denied  the 
specific  case  aUeged,  but  made  general 
statements  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
Province,  and  the  nature  of  the  insur- 
rection, and  the  cause  of  the  exodus  of 
the  population,  which  ^^reatly  surprised 
them.  According  to  this  version  ifurope 
had  been  under  an  entire  misconception 
and  delusion  as  to  the  nature  and  causec 
of  the  Bosnian  difficulty.    The  insur- 
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reotion  was  a  Bham ;  it  was  entirely  of 
foreign  creation .  It  was  the  Turks  rather 
than  the  Christians  who  had  reason  to 
complain.  He  would  not  trouble  the 
House  by  quoting  this  letter  at  length, 
but  would  summarize  it,  in  the  words  of 
Mr.  Holmes,  under  three  heads — 1. 
That  the  insurrection  in  Bosnia  was 
nothing  more  than  a  brigandage  on  a 
large  ^ale,  promoted  by  filibusters  from 
beyond  the  frontier,  which  it  had  pleased 
Slav  sympathizers  to  call  *'  insurrection." 
2.  That  tne  refugees  had  been  induced 
to  fly  the  country,  not  by  acts  of  cruelty 
of  the  Turks,  but  to  avoid  the  conflict 
between  their  enraged  Mussulman  neigh- 
bours and  their  filibustering  friends  from 
without.  3.  That  the  murders  and 
atrocities  committed  by  the  Turks  were 
a  dignified  form  of  aven^  for  similar 
acts  committed  by  the  Christians  accord- 
ing to  their  opportunity,  and  just  as 
hideous.  Mr.  Holmes  added  that,  as 
soon  as  he  was  able,  he  should  take  an 
opportunity  of  urging  the  Turkish  Qo- 
yemor  to  take  steps  at  once  to  sweep 
these  bands  of  brigands  out  of  Bosnia. 
There  was  in  the  last  Blue  Book  another 
despatch  from  Consul  Holmes,  dated 
March  29,  in  which  he  stated  that  he 
had  acted  upon  this  intention ;  he  had 
an  interview  with  the  Governor  Oeneral, 
and  urged  upon  him  the  necessity  of 
making  an  efibrt  to  drive  out  Despotovich 
and  his  bands.  The  Governor  assured 
him  that  preparations  were  in  progress 
for  driving  out  these  insurgents.  In  the 
debate  which  occurred  on  the  general 
Eastern  policy,  he  had  pointed  out  that 
the  Gk)vemment  had  been  entirely  misled 
by  Mr.  Holmes's  statements ;  no  answer 
was,  however,  made  by  the  Government, 
possibly  because  at  the  time  further  in- 
quiries were  being  instituted  by  Vice 
Consul  Freeman,  who  had  been  directed 
to  proceed  to  the  disturbed  districts  of 
Bosnia  and  to  report  upon  them.  A  few 
days  affo,  a  long  and  interesting  de- 
spatch mm  Mr.  !Freeman  was  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House,  containing  his 
Beport  upon  the  state  of  Northern  Bosnia 
and  upon  the  condition  of  the  unfortu- 
nate refugees.  With  respect  to  some 
of  the  alleged  outrages,  Mr.  Freeman 
stated  that  he  had  reason  to  think 
that  there  had  been  some  exarcera- 
tion.  He  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  did  not 
care  for  his  part  to  go  into  the  pros 
and  cons  of  partioolar  cases.  He  could 
quote   from  Consular  authority  alone 

Mr*  Shaw  I^/etn 


enough  oases  if  he  wished  to  make  tKs 
most  damning  record  against  the  tm- 
thorities  of  Bosnia,  sufficient  of  them- 
selves to  account  for  the  insurreotiaa  aad 
the   flight  of   the  people.     What   hs 
wanted,  however,  on  the  present  oeoa- 
sion  to  point  out  was,  the  entirely  dif- 
ferent version  of  the  state  of  thii^  in 
Bosnia  as  described  by  Consol  Freeman 
from  that  of  Consul  Holmes.    Mr.  Free* 
man  visited  the  district  in  the  hands  of 
the  insurgents,  and  he  entirely  oonfirmad 
the  account  of  Mr.  Evans.    Mr.  Holxnes 
had    stated   that  the  insursents  wen 
nothing  but  bands  of  brigandi,  who  had 
come  across  the  frt>ntier  from  Anstriaa 
territory.    Mr.  Freeman  stated  that  tiw 
number  of  insurgents  under  command  of 
Despotovitch   might    be    estimated   at 
about  5,000,  almost  without  eicepiioo 
natives  of  Bosnia  and  HerEOgovina,  who 
were  spread  about  the  country  in  bands 
of  200  to  1,000  men  each,  but  whoco«iU 
be  assembled  at  one  spot  in  time  of  need. 
Mr.  Freeman  said    that    Despotoritdi 
maintained  the  strictest  disripline  among 
his  men,  and  no  one  dared  to  disobey 
his  orders.    Although  he  would  not  dis- 
dain to  carry  off  a  Turkish  convoy  of 
provisions,  or  a  caravan  of  merdiints' 
goods,  he  prohibited  all  petty  bripoidage 
and  puniemed  severely,  on  oocasion  even 
by  death,   any  wanton  murders.    Mr. 
Holmes  had  stated  that   the  re&geet 
were  driven  away  by  a  few  of  these  in- 
surgents.   Mr.  Freeman  said — 

"Men  are  not  wanting,  for  eveiy  fugitiw 
would  be  ready  to  carry  arma  if  it  woald  mant 
him  food ;  bat  the  inaargenta  hare  no  mflaai  U 
procuring  arma,  and  would  alao  find  it  impa*- 
Bible  to  proviaion  a  large  force.'* 

He  then  went  across  the  frontier  to  ths 
district  where  the  refugees  had  fooad 
safety.    He  said — 

"  From  Knin  I  made  an  excnraion  along  ti* 
neighbouring  frontier  erprfsmij  to  renfr  tiv 
state  of  the  Bosnian  renigeet.  They  alaa^ 
without  exception,  lack  the  fixvt  naccinn 
of  life — shelter,  food,  and  dothinf.  XWy 
either  live  in  huts  through  whioi  trmj 
blast  of  wind  blows  and  into  which  the  nffl 
penetrates  in  torrents  (he  writea  at  the  end  «( 
Anril),  or  else  in  holes  and  cares  in  Um  biQ 
sides,  crowded  together  like  animals  and  brasf^ 
ing  the  most  pestilential  air.  Their  dothiaf 
ba^y  covers  tneir  attenuated  limbs,  and  it  vm 
a  piteous  sight  to  behold  the  yoimg  duldra, 
wan  and  haggard,  shivering  in  the  cold  ntftk 
wind  which  was  blowing  the  day  I  was  thtffc" 
-iTurk0^,  No.  20  (1877),  p.  4.] 

He  then  said  that  although  &e  ktdsn 
of  the  insurgents  entertained  oertam  po- 
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litifsal  notions,  the  generality  of  the  in- 
soi^entB  and  fug^tiyes  profeseed  them- 
selr^es  &ithful  subjects  of  the  Sultan, 
ftnd  regretted  what  had  happened,  but 
aaid  thej  had  suffered  too  much  at  the 
hands  of  their  Beys  and  the  Zaptiehs  for 
them  to  think  of  returning  to  their 
homes;  and  an  old  man,  said  to  have 
been  one  of  the  wealthiest  villagers  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Petrovats,  empha- 
tlcallj  exclaimed — 

**  Ah,  Sir,  Ton  little  know  what  we  have  had 
to  put  up  with,  and  if  my  position  is  not  to  be 
bettrptrd  I  will  never  return  myself,  and  would 
•ooaer  kill  my  children  with  my  own  hand  than 
prwft  them  to  retom." 

He  had  shown  that  there  was  an  ab- 
aolute  divergence  between  Mr.  Holmes 
and  Mr.  Freeman  upon  every  point. 
Which  was  the  true  account  could  not 
be  for  a  moment  doubted.  Mr.  Holmes 
hjui  never  been  in  the  insurgent  country 
or  Amon^  ihe  refugees,  and  he  took  his 
information  solely  £rom  the  Turks,  as, 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  he  was  con- 
sidered so  hostile  to  the  Christians,  and 
had  the  reputation,  as  he  himself  stated, 
of  being  such  a  passionate  Turoophile, 
that  no  Christian  ever  went  near  him. 
Mr.  Freeman  described  tiie  character  of 
the  Mussulman  troops  and  inhabitants 
ae  being  characterized  by  unbridled 
licentiousness,  whilst  Mr.  Holmes  de- 
djured  it  was  praiseworthy.  He  found, 
on  looking  back  at  these  officers'  Be- 
porta  during  the  past  two  years,  that 
there  was  the  same  divergence  or  abso- 
late  contradiction  between  them  from 
the  very  first.  It  would  much  amuse 
the  House  if  he  could  be  permitted  to 
reed    extracts   from    these   despatches 

S'ring  these  opposite  versions.  Mr. 
ohnee,  during  that  period,  had  often 
been  abaent  from  Bosnia,  to  Oonstanti- 
Dople  and  different  places,  on  other 
work;  his  pen  was  tnen  taken  up  by 
Mr.  Freeman.  Mr.  Holmes,  on  the  one 
hand,  had  constantly  and  uniformly 
denied  during  the  last  two  years  that 
there  had  been  any  serious  insurrection 
at  all  in  Bosnia ;  according  to  him  the 
insurgents  were  nothing  but  foreign 
bands.  To  quote  one  or  two  passages, 
on  the  10th  of  March  of  last  year,  when 
most  people  were  under  the  belief  that 
the  dtstnrbanoes  in  Bosnia  had  lasted 
more  than  18  months,  Mr.  Holmes,  in 
a  msnoraadom  addressed  to  Sir  Henry 
EDiot, 


^  The  lo-called  insoirection  in  Bo«nia  might 
be  better  termed  an  invaaion  of  handa  openly 
formed  in  Austrian  Croatia  and  Servia.  It  has 
never  extended  beyond  the  range  of  their  opera- 
tions, and  cannot  be  called  a  popnlar  move- 
ment"—[2Wil»y,  No.  8  (1876),  p.  40.] 

He  believed  this  was  written  while  Mr. 
Holmes  was  at  Constantinople  on  special 
<iu^  >  yet  a  few  days  before,  on  the  2nd 
of  March,  he  found  a  letter  from  Vice 
Consul  Freeman,  dated  Bosna-Serai,  in 
which  he  spoke  of  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Austrian  assistance  to  the  refugees,  and 
said — 

"  But  yet  I  fear  it  will  not  influence  the  re- 
turn of  the  refugees  to  their  homes.  In  every 
direction  the  insurgents  seem  to  be  animated  bj 
the  same  sentiment — a  determination  to  fight  to 
the  last  rather  than  again  submit  to  the  Turkish 
authority."— [iJirf.,  p.  18.] 

In  a  few  days  Mr.  Hohnes  returned  to 
Bosnia,  and  on  the  SOth  of  March  he 
wrote— 

"  During  the  few  days  I  have  been  here  I 
have  seen  Ihe  authorities,  and  most  of  the  chief 
men  of  the  place,  and  I  have  obtained  a  con- 
viction that,  in  spite  of  all  predictions  to  the 
contrary,  the  Christians  of  this  country  will  not 
rise  in  arms  nnlsM  they  are  forced  to  do  so  by 
invasion  from  without  Up  to  the  present  mo- 
ment there  has  been  no  insurrection  in  Bonia, 
except  on  the  frontiers,  where  it  has  been  pro- 
duced in  this  manner."— [ii^.,  p.  68.] 

Tet  Consul  Freeman,  writing  only  seyen 
days  later  from  the  same  plfu^e,  said — 

**  The  Turks  maintain  that  these  armed  bands 
are  composed  of  Austrians,  Servians,  and  even 
Montenegrins,  but  I  think  it  more  probable 
that  they  consist  chiefly  of  the  Bosnian  refuffeee, 
who,  finding  the  means  of  subsistence  failing 
them,  and  being  pressed  by  Austria  to  return  to 
their  coimtry ,  have  preferred  doing  so  with  arms 
m  their  hanJs."— [/*iW.,  p.  78.] 

And  writing  a  few  days  later,  he  spoke 
of  a  force  of  insurgents  10,000  or 
12,000  strong,  and  on  the  12th  of 
March  he  said  of  the  refugees — 

y  They  nnammonslj  declare  that  if  the  Aus- 
trian Government  withhold  all  further  assist- 
ance they  will  drown  themselves  in  the  Unna 
rather  than  again  subject  themselves  to  Turkish 
oppression.*' 

After  mentioning  several  cases  of  vio- 
lence and  oppression,  he  said — 

**As  long  as  such  acts  of  violence  as  the 
above  are  perpetrated  with  impunity  by  the 
soldiery  ana  native  Mussulmans,  and  such  arbl- 
tzary  conduct  pennitted  by  the  authorities,  it  is 
hopeless  to  expect  a  pacification  of  these  I^ 
vinoes,  and  I  much  fear  that  the  new  Oovemor 
will  find  himself  utteriy  powerleas  to  strive  al- 
most single-handed  against  such  a  state  of  oor- 
mpt  admhiistmtion  and  miMdled  lioentioasDeM 
and  crime." 
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Now,  which  of  these  two  authorities 
were  we  to  believe  ?  He  had  no  doubt 
himself.  Mr.  Freeman's  accounts  tallied 
with  those  of  every  other  person  who 
had  visited  Bosnia  during  the  last  two 
years — Mr.  Evans,  Mr.  Stillman,  Miss 
Irby,  and  some  others — while  Mr. 
Holmes's  tallied  only  with  Turkish  ac- 
counts. He  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  did 
not  say  that  Mr.  Holmes  had  wilfully 
misled  the  House ;  but  he  believed  that 
Mr.  Holmes  was  completely  under  mis- 
apprehension as  to  the  state  of  things  in 
Bosnia,  that  he  saw  only  with  Tu^ish 
eyes,  and  heard  only  wiUi  Turkish  ears, 
and  was  therefore  prevented  from  taking 
a  clear  and  candid  view  of  what  was 
taking  place  in  the  unfortunate  Pro- 
vince. In  a  letter  dated  June  6,  which 
he  received  a  few  days  ago,  dated  from 
Knin,  in  Dalmatia,  the  headquarters  of 
the  refugees  in  that  part,  and  written 
by  Miss  Irby  to  a  lady  who  had  devoted 
herself  most  heroically  to  the  relief  of 
these  suffering  thousands,  she  said — 

"Mr.  Holm68*8  urging  the  Pasha  to  send 
troops  to  North  Bosnia  has  driven  thousands  of 
fresh  refugees  across  the  frontier.  This  very 
day  a  crowd  of  miserable  wretches,  old  women 
and  children,  who  have  been  hiding  in  the 
woods  for  days,  appeared  in  Knin,  te&ing  the 
tale  of  their  villages  having  been  burnt  by 
the  Turkish  troops  three  weeks  ago  at  Gla- 
mosh.  All  along  this  frontier  frew  refugees 
are  arriving,  who  have  fled  before  the  Turkish 
troops  or  have  been  burnt  out  of  their  houses. 
Is  it,"  she  asks,  "  in  accordance  with  the  in- 
structions of  the  Foreign  Office  that  Mr.  Holmes 
thus  urges  the  Pasha  P  " 

And  that  was  the  question  which  he  had 
now  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary,  and  to 
which  he  thought  he  was  entitled  to  a 
distinct  and  clear  answer.  Was  it  by 
the  direction  of  Lord  Derby  that  Mr. 
Holmes  took  this  course  ?  Had  his  con- 
duct been  approved?  He  hoped  most 
sincerely  that  the  Under  Secretary  would 
be  able  to  tell  them  that  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Holmes  had  been  disapproved,  and 
that  he  had  been  directed  no  longer  to 
use  his  energies  in  this  direction.  It 
was  by  acts  of  this  kind  that  the  Eng- 
lish Gh)vemment  was  making  the  name 
of  England  to  be  hated  by  the  Native 
Christian  population.  At  least,  if  we 
could  do  nothing  for  these  unfortunate 
people,  if  the  diplomacy  of  Europe  was 
utterly  powerless  to  rescue  them  or  to 
obtain  any  guarantees  for  them  for 
better  govemmenty  or  for  protection 
against   their    oppressors,    let   us   do 

Jlr,  Shaw  Ze/fvri 


nothing  to  aid  their  oppreason  by 
advice  and  encouragement.    It  was  aot 
the  duty  of  this  country  to  throw  all  ^ 
weight  of  its  influence  and  authori^  oa 
the  side  of  the  Turkish  Govemmeot 
aeainst   these   unfortunate    insorgaate. 
The  very  opposite  course  would  be  tbs 
one  which  would   be  dictated  both  bj 
humanity  and  by  sound  policy.     We 
ought  rather  to  have  told  the  Turks  not 
to  trouble  themselves  about  stampiag 
out  the  insurrection  in  Bosnia,  hit  to 
send  every  available  man  to  the  Da- 
nube, where  the  real  issue  was  to  be 
fought  out.     He  thought  it  probable 
that  the  Under  Secretanr  would  think 
it  sufficient  to  say  that  Mr,  Hohnes  had 
left  his  post  on    sick  leave.     Ha  x«- 
gretted  the  cause  of  his  departure,  bst 
he  could  not  renet  the  fact,  and  ha  aa- 
cerely  hoped  Uiat  some  other  nhm 
might  be  m  future  found  for  his  acbvitf, 
when  the  state  of  his  health  permittad. 
Throughout  the  East  he  was  recoffiujad 
as  having  so  thoroughly  identified  him* 
self  with  the  Turki£  Gbvemmeot,  that 
he  had    practically   lost   aU   inflneiire 
amongst  the  Christian  population,  though 
he  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  was  boood  to 
say  that  he  had  often  fully  admitted  tha 
misffovemment  of  the   Turks.     But  it 
wotud  not  be  sufficient  for  the  Oofera* 
ment  to  say  that  Mr.  Holmes  had  oona 
back  on  sick  leave.     It  was  neoeasair 
that  they  should  say  whether  it  wu  by 
their  order  or  their  approval  that  he  hid 
acted.     Though  he  did  not  know  tha 
details,  he  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  was  in- 
formed   that   Mr.    Freeman  was  nov 
carrying  out  the  same  jpolioy  in  BoaoiA 
as  bis  predecessor — advising  the  Toriddi 
authorities  as  to  the  military  opantioBf 
which  they  should  undertake  there;  and 
if  there  were  any  truth  in  that,  itshowad 
the  necessity  for  the  (Government  taking 
some  action  in  the  matter.     The  hoa. 
Oentleman    concluded   by    aakinff  tha 
Question  of  which  he  had  given  Notier. 
Mb.  BOUBEE  said,  he  was  aooM- 
what  at  a  loss  to  know  what  had  bcaa 
the  real  object  of  the  hon.  Ghentleman'i 
speech,  because  he  had  very  oarafaDT 
guarded  himaelf  by  sayinff  that  ha  did 
not  mean  to  bring  forward  any  ohaift 
against  Consul  Holmes,  yet,  at  the 


time,  he  accused  him  of  miaanfoniuBf 
the  (Government  and  taking  pari  vita 
the  Turks  against  the  Christiana.  Thoai 
atatementa  were  wholly  inooniiateBt,  and 
if  Consul  Holmes  hadT  minnformad  tin 
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Goremment  or  taken  part  with  the 
Turks  agminst  the  Ohristians,  he  had 
done  what  was  ygtj  wrong;  but  the 
lion.  Oentleman  had  not  brought  for- 
'vard  a  single  fact  to  show  that  he  had 
done  either  the  one  or  the  other.  He 
had  certainly  pnt  forward  a  statement  of 
Mr.  Holmes  which  in  some  particulars 
-wua  not  precisely  similar  to  that  of 
Consol  Freeman ;  but  he  had  not  shown 
that  the  two  Oonsuls  were  reporting 
upon  the  same  transaction  or  at  the  same 
date.  [Mr.  Shaw  Lefevbe:  I  men- 
tioned the  date  of  every  despatch.]  Yes, 
bat  the  dates  were  all  different.  The 
qaeetion  was,  whether  the  two  Oonsuls 
were  writin^^  at  the  same  time  and  about 
the  same  thmg?  The  g^reat  question  was, 
whether  there  was  any  intentional  design 
on  the  part  of  Consul  Holmes  to  misin- 
form the  GoTemment  ?  There  was  not 
one  tittle  of  evidence  to  support  such  an 
idea;  and  if  they  took  the  despatches  on 
the  Table  and  compared  them  very  nar- 
rowly, they  would  find  that  the  two 
Consnls  substantially  agreed.  He  would 
illtietrate  this  by  reference  to  a  despatch 
written  in  Mardi.  The  charge  with  re- 
gard to  this  transaction  was  that  he  had 
misrepresented  it  to  the  authorities  in 
this  oonntry,  whereas  Oonsul  Freeman's 
despatch,  when  it  was  perused,  substan- 
tially agreed  with  that  of  Consul  Holmes. 
The  first  statement  was  that  there  had 
been  the  massacre  of  a  private  wedding 
party.  That  was  one  of  the  things  re- 
ported and  believed  throughout  the 
eonntry,  which  had  been  the  cause  of 
hi*  being  sent  to  make  further  reports. 
He  immediately  found  that  "No  mas- 
sacre of  any  bridal  procession,  or  any 
■imilar  outrage,  had  occurred  at  Ola- 
motch ;  but  about  three  months  ago  four 
Christians,  said  to  be  on  their  way  to  a 
wedding,  had  been  killed  somewhere  in 
the  district  of  Yaitza,  which  adjoins  that 
of  Olamotch;  but  he  could  obtain  no 
precise  information  on  the  subject." 
That  was  another  statement  for  which 
Consol  Holmes  was  blamed,  whereas 
Consul  Freeman  had  discovered  that  the 
whole  thing  was  a  myth.  It  appeared, 
then,  that  the  story  believed  all  over 
England  merely  came  to  this — that  some 
time  ago  four  persons  were  killed  on  the 
road.  Affain,  the  story  about  the  out- 
raging of  women  turned  out  to  be  en- 
tirely untrue.    Consul  Freeman  wrote — 


**  On  the  3Sth  of  April  I  quitted  liTno  for 
Otchiero  to  inTOitigato  the   outrage   on   the 


inhabitants  of  that  riUage  reported  bj  "Mr, 
Evans  ....  I  would,  however,  preriouisly  re- 
mark how  difficult  it  is  to  obtain  from  these 
ignorant  peasants  a  succinct  and  consecutive 
account  of  what  occurred.  Their  statements 
were  exceedingly  contradictory,  and  it  was  only 
after  a  lengthened  interrogatory  and  careful 
cross-examination  that  I  could  at  all  make  their 
several  stories  coincide."  —  [Turkey^  No.  20 
(1877),  p.  2.] 

The  men  examined  said  that  the  outrages 
had  not  occurred,  women  were  examined 
who  said  that  girls  had  not  been  touched, 
and  Consul  Freeman  said  he  had  exa- 
mined girls,  of  whom  only  one  said  that 
she  and  three  others  had  been  outraged. 

'*  Altogether,**  as  the  Consul  said,  *'  the  eri- 
dence  was  of  a  very  vague  and  unsatisfactory 
character,  and  did  not  beiEur  the  stamp  of  unde- 
niable truth." 

That  despatch  coincided  with  the  Keport 
of  Consul  Holmes.  He  might  go  through 
the  whole  of  it,  for  really  every  single 
paragraph  showed  that  the  charges 
brought  by  the  correspondent  of  The 
Manchester  GtMrdian  had  turned  out  to 
be  totally  untrue,  or,  at  least,  not 
provable  by  the  evidence  that  could  be 
collected  on  the  spot.  However,  he 
could  not  blame  tnose  correspondents, 
who  heard  the  stories  from  the  natives 
and  allowed  their  sympathies  to  be 
roused;  but  he  thought  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Beading  was  going  too  far 
when  he  censured  a  Consul  who  had 
done  as  much  as  he  possibly  could.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  access  to  trust- 
worthy information,  yet  his  credulity 
was  such  that  he  believed  what  he  read 
in  the  newspapers.  A^ain,  one  of  the 
charges  most  clamoroudy  made  against 
Consul  Holmes,  was  that  he  had  stigma- 
tized the  insurgents  as  ''brigands." 
That  assertion  had  been  made  not  only 
by  Mr.  Holmes,  but  by  The  Times^  Cor- 
respondent, who  took  precisely  the  same 
view.    He  said — 

**  Colonel  Despotorich  claims  a  sort  of  com- 
mand over  a  number  of  small  bands  established 
in  the  mountains ;  but  of  tho  many  crimes  that 
have  been  committed  there  is  none  greater  than 
this  so-called  insurrectionary  movement,  which 
is  only  brigandage  on  a  larger  scale." 

Those  were  the  words,  not  of  Consul 
Holmes,  but  of  The  Times  newspaper; 
he  did  not  know  whether  they  were 
true ;  but  the  House  would  do  a  gross 
injustice  to  Consul  Holmes  in  supposing 
that  he  had  come  to  his  conclusion  on 
too  little  evidence.  Besides,  there  was 
nothing  in  Consul  Freeman's  despatches 
at  all  inconsiBtent  with  that  view.    As 
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for  Ae  alleged  impalementt,  he  would 
read  some  parts  of  Oonsul  Freeman's 
despatch — 

« In  oonclunon,  I  would  remark  that  the  re- 
sult of  mj  late  joumeyi  has  been  to  make  me 
more  diflinclined  than  ever  to  pnt  faith  in  the 
stories  of  Turkish  outrage  and  violenoe.  Such 
stories  have  fre(|[U6ntl7,  it  must  he  acknow- 
ledged, a  foundation  of  truth,  but  there  is  aach 
an  molination  on  the  one  side  to  pervert  and 
eza^^gerate,  and  on  the  other  to  extenuate  and 
palliate,  that  it  is  almost  impossible  to  asceitain 
the  real  facts.  I  think,  however,  that  my  tour 
in  the  north  will  have  produced  a  very  salutary 
e£fect  in  the  country,  as  it  has  shown  the  Mus- 
sulmans that  their  actions  are  watched  and  that 
they  cannot  give  vent  to  their  fanaticism  with 
impunity." 

Did  not  that  corroborate  Oonsul  Holmes? 
There  were  many  other  despatches  in 
which  the  Consul  criticized  very  severely 
the  folly  and  wickedness  of  the  Turkish 
Gknremment,  and  from  which  it  would 
be  most  unfair  to  pick  isolated  sentences 
in  order  to  make  charges  against  him ; 
and  yet  he  had  been  charged  with  doing 
that  which  it  would  be  most  disgracefiu 
for  any  public  servant  to  do.  It  had 
always  been  possible  to  say  of  foreign 
Governments  that  their  servants  t(ud 
them  just  what  thev  wished  to  hear; 
but  that  had  never  oeen  the  case  with 
English  Consuls  or  diplomatists,  and 
was  not  then.  They  reported  only  what 
was  true,  without  caring  whether  they 
gave  offence  or  not.  All  they  wanted 
was  that  facts  should  be  correctly  re- 
ported, and  nothing  could  be  more  in- 
jurious to  them,  or  more  degrading, 
than  that  the  House  should  give  an 
opinion  as  to  the  mode  or  tenor  in  which 
Iteports  were  sent.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
who  chose  to  do  so  could  read  about 
the  alleged  impalements  in  Consul  Free- 
man's Eeports,  and  he  must  be  allowed 
to  say  that,  to  use  a  mild  phrase,  those 
allegations  were  a  mistake.  The  whole 
affair  would  be  found  to  be  based  upon 
the  report  of  two  Austrian  officers,  who 
said  that  they  saw  bodies,  but  at  a  dis- 
tance of  from  two  to  three  miles.  That 
was  one  of  the  stories  which  Consul 
Holmes  did  not  credit,  and  he  was  vili- 
fied accordingly;  but  it  turned  out  after- 
wards that  Consul  Freeman  came  to  just 
the  same  conclusion.  For  himself,  he 
was  very  sorry  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  used  his  high  authority  to  make 
such  charges,  and  he  hoped  it  was  not 
too  late  to  defend  what  ne  believed  to 
be  very  honest  conduct.  C<m0ul  Holmes 
had  been  in  the  service  of  the  Govem- 

Mr.  Bourke 


ment  ainoe  1841,  and  had  pertemedUi 
duties  to  the  entire  satametioB  of  aH 
the  Governments  which  he  had  serptd, 
and,  certainly,  to  the  satisfaotiaii  of  tLa 

S resent  Government,  and  they  oould  not 
0  su<di  an  unreasonable  thin^  as  to 
complain  or  disapprove  of  his  ocmdact 
because  he  advised  the  Oommander-i»- 
Chief  that  bands  of  brigands  were  ooouBg 
across  the  frontier  when  his  Anatriaa 
Colleague  was  doing  the  same  thing. 
That  matter,  however,  had  passed  orw, 
and  there  was  no  reason  for  thfnking 
that  Consul  Holmes  did  anything  000- 
trary  to  his  duty  in  reoommending  the 
Turkish  Gt)vemment  to  take  steps  to 
drive  those  brigands  across  the  frontiar. 
The  insurgents  were  as  much  to  blams 
as  the  Turks  for  the  untold  hardships 
suffered  by  the  refugees.     He  did  sot 
say  they  had  not  suffered  immenaelj, 
and  they  had  his  sympathy;  but  to  saj 
that  Consul  Holmes  did  anjrthing  wrong 
in  giving  that  advice  to  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment was  not  an  opinion  which  H«r 
Majesty's  Government  felt  inoltned  to 
adopt.    He  hoped,  therefore,  that  ths 
House  would  not  disapprove  of  any- 
thing Consul  Holmes  hsA  done  in  rs- 
gard  to  the  refugees.    His  good  name 
would  survive  these  debates,  and  the 
Government  did  not  think  he  had  dons 
anything  reprehensible. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  that  the  news- 
paper reports  that  had  been  quoted  hj 
the  hon.  Member  for  Beaoing  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  had  been  used  only  m 
confirmation  of  the  Blue  Books,  ana  as 
showing  the  discrepancies  that  all  must 
admit  existed  in  the  statements  of 
Consuls  Holmes  and  Freeman.  [Mr. 
Bottbkb:  As  to  what?]  He  underwood 
the  gravamen  of  the  cnarge  to  be  thsi 
Consul  Holmes  had  given  theGorsni- 
ment  to  understand  that  the  outrsges 
and  massacres  had  been  committed  liT 
certain  refugees  over  the  border,  sod 
not  in  connection  with  any  insnrrectioB 
at  which  the  Turkish  troops  were  pre- 
sent ;  whilst  Consul  Freeman  distiiMilT 
stated  that  Ihey  were  oommitted  bjf 
Turks  in  the  presenoe  of  Turkish  troo^ 
Of  the  two,  he  thought  the  Beports  of 
the  latter  were  more  reliable  than  those 
of  Consul  Holmes.  The  GovemmsBt 
should  interfere,  and  say  who  was  right 
and  endeavour  to  make  the  Beports  mors 
reliable. 

Sm  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
that   last   year,  when   the   Bulgariaa 
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brought  under  the  notice 
o#  Hie  House,  the  fktmt  Opnoeition 
benches  were  anything  but  nul;  but 
that  night  the  whole  strength  of  the 
late  GoTemment  was  oonoentrated  and 
Mitomised  in  the  hon.  Member  for 
fieading  (Mr.  Bhaw  LefeTre).  Before 
the  Treaty  of  1871,  by  which  the  late 
Goremmenthad  boasted  that  they  had 
strengthened  Turkey,  they  had  an- 
noonoed  in  that  House  that  the  state  of 
the  Christians  had  been  much  improTed, 
when  they  were  all  the  time  m  pos- 
laeeion  of  despatches  from  Consul 
Holmes  to  the  e£»ct  that  their  condition 
was  not  improyed.  He  wished  to  ask 
the  ChancelK>r  of  tiie  Exchequer,  whe- 
ther any  Report  had  been  received  from 
anj  Consular  officer  in  Asia  Minor  or 
the  Bulgarian  Provinces  relative  to  the 
extreme  severities — he  would  not  call 
them  atrocities — practised  by  Russian 
troops  intheoourse  of  their  progress  in  the 
l>anabian  Provinces  and  m  Asia  Minor, 
and  especially  to  certain  acts  of  a  most 
ghastly  description  committed  by  Bus- 
siana  on  1,500  families  in  Soukhoum 
Kale? 

Mil  LAING  said,  that  as  the  Oovem- 
ment  had  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that 
it  was  desirable  to  be  absolutely  neutral 
in  this  war,  it  was  a  matter  of  consider- 
able importance  that  our  Consular  Agents 
ind  Bepresentatives  should  be  enjoined 
to  observe  the  attitude  of  strict  neutrality, 
and  not  place  themselves  in  such  a  posi- 
tion as  to  lead  to  the  supposition  that 
they  were  partijeans  or  enemies  as  the 
case  mi^t  be.  They  had,  howevw, 
been  trained  in  the  £ast,  since  the 
Crimean  War,  in  the  old  traditional 
policy  of  supporting  Turkey  at  all 
hasards,  and  bdiieving  in  the  intrigues 
of  Bussia,  so  that  they  were  not  m  a 
position  to  furnish  impartial  accounts  to 
s  neutral  Oovemment,  and  therefore 
no  blame  was  to  be  attached  to  them. 
It  was,  however,  now  very  important 
that  Turkey  should  not  be  deluded  into 
the  idea  that  the  British  (Government 
vas  working  for  her  support,  and  besides 
it  was  necessary  that  in  this  war  there 
■hould  not  be  a  bad  feeling  created 
betwesa  this  country  and  Uie  belli- 
gmnts.  Therewas  nothing  worse  against 
Coofol  Holmes  than  that  he  was  under 
the  inflttoioe  of  the  Foreign  Office  and 
W  beoome  a  partisaa  of  Turkey,  while 
bs  OQi^t  to  see  things  with  his  own  eyes 
*ad  give  an  impartial  judgment    No 


one  could  read  the  Reports  without 
seeinjg  that  as  between  Consul  Freeman 
and  Consul  Holmes  those  of  the  former 
were  substantially  accurate.  The  atro- 
cities committed  last  year  in  Bulgaria 
were  denied  or  palliatea  by  our  Consular 
Agents,  until  Mr.  Baring  was  sent  to  the 
spot,  when  he  discovered  that  atrocities 
the  most  revolting  had  occurred,  and  to 
a  considerable  extent. 

Mr.  BITCHIE  said,  that  when  hon. 
Members  spoke  of  our  Consular  Agents 
being  partial  or  impartial,  their  idea 
spemed  to  be  that  when  they  reported 
against  Turkey,  they  must  be  considered 
to  be  impartisl ;  but  that  when  they  re- 
ported in  her  favour,  they  wereconsidered 
to  be  very  distinctly  partial.   The  Under 
Secretary  for  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
had  clearly  shown  that  Consul  Holmes 
had  on  more  than  one  occasion  reported 
against  Turkey ;  and  it  was  necessary  in 
the  exercise  of  his  impartiality  to  report 
in  favour  of  Turkey  when  circumstances 
required  that  he  should  do  so.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Beading  had  said — 
"  Why  do  you  not  advise  Turkey  to  em- 
ploy her  troops  where  they  would  be  of 
more  service — to  meet  the  Bussians  on 
the  Danube — rather  than  employ  them 
against  the  insurgents?"  but  suppose 
Consul  Holmes   had  really  given  the 
Porte  advice  of  this  nature,  what  an 
outcry    would    have    been    raised    by 
hon.  Oentlemen  opposite!     To  allege 
that  the  Consuls  had  been  partial,  was 
altogether  to    ignore  the   facts  which 
had  been  stated  by  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Afiairs,  and  the 
evidence  contained  in  the  Blue  Book. 
The    hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  could  not  have  been   in  the 
House  when  the  Under   Secretary  of 
State  took  the  despatches  paragraph  by 
paragraph,   and  showed  that  in  their 
main  results  there  was  no  discrepancy 
whatever  between  the  two  Consuls. 

Mr.  JAMES  thought  the  remarks  of 
the  Under  Secretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairswere  most  unsatisfactory.  He  was 
sorry  the  hon.  Oentleman  had  not  held 
out  a  hope  that  some  representations 
would  be  made  with  the  view  of  pre- 
venting the  expulsion  of  Christians  m>m 
Bosnia.  With  regard  to  the  Beports  of 
Consul  Holmes  and  Mr.  Freeman,  they 
showed  Ihe  g^reatest  possible  difference 
in  spirit  and  feeling.  Everything  seemed 
to  receive  a  different  colour  in  passing 
through  the  minds  of  these  officials.    In 
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order  to  illustrate  the  discrepancies  be- 
tween their  Beports,  he  would  refer  to 
two  deepatches,  which  he  held  to  be 
extremely  conflicting.  One  was  dated 
the  6th  October,  1876,  in  which  Mr. 
Holmes,  writing  to  Sir  Henry  Elliot  with 
respect  to  an  alleged  case  of  impalement, 
said — 

""With  regard  to  the  astounding  statement 
made  to  your  Excellency  by  Canon  liddon  and 
his  friend,  I  have  to  report  that  neither  the 
Turkish  authorities,  the  Consuls,  nor  the  people 
here,  have  ever  heard  of  anything  resembling 
the  cruelties  mentioned.  No  statement  of  the 
kind  has  ever  appeared  in  any  of  the  Slav  news- 
papers most  hostile  to  Turkey,  and  it  is  quite 
impossible  they  could  have  occurred  without  im- 
mediately becoming  publicly  known." — [IWittfy, 
No.  1  (1877),  p.  494.] 

On  the  17th  of  the  previous  March  Mr. 
Freeman  had  written  to  him  to  the  effect 
that  a  man  had  been  impaled  at  Noyi, 
in  full  view  of  an  Austrian  village ;  that 
four  other  persons  had  been  kified,  and 
their  heads  exposed  on  stakes ;  that  the 
master  of  the  Orthodox  school  at  Priedor 
had  been  killed,  and  his  head  paraded 
about  the  streets  with  drums  and  bands 
of  music,  together  with  other  outrages. 
He  also  said  that  the  Austrian  papers  in 
Vienna  eaye  the  names  of  officers  who 
witnessed  all  this.  Of  Hie  contents  of 
that  letter  Sir  Henry  Elliot  wrote  to  the 
effect,  that  when  authentic  accounts  of 
these  abominations  were  receive^  in 
Europe  they  must  excite  the  indignation 
of  the  civilized  world.  After  all,  it 
would  have  been  more  satisfactory  if  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  had  given  the 
House  some  assurance  that,  by  means  of 
our  Consuls,  some  effort  was  being  made 
by  our  Government  to  restore  some  of 
the  150,000  persons  who  had  been  ex- 
pelled from  Bosnia  to  their  homes. 

THE  ESTIMATES,  1876-7— WRIT  AND 
SEAL  OFFICE  (IRELAND). 

EESOLUnON. 

Mb.  COGAN  rose  to  call  attention  to 
the  action  of  the  Treasury  in  omitting  to 
place  a  Vote  on  the  Estimates  for  the 
financial  year  1876-7,  for  the  payment 
of  the  salary  fixed  by  statute  to  be  paid 
to  the  Junior  Olerk  of  the  Writ  and 
Seal  Office  in  Ireland,  to  which  office 
Mr.  B.  D.  Pigot,-  junior,  was  appointed 
on  the  20th  llovember,  1875,  as  directed 
by  the  statute  13  Vic.  c.  18,  s.  33,  and 
the  duties  of  which  he  still  discharges, 
and  to  move— 

Mr.  Jam$9 


"  That  raoh  a43tion  iiinooiiiMflnt  witt  <i» 
tentioni  and  fuirit  of  of  the  Act  17  md  1ft 
0.  94,  by  whicn  the  payment  of  wa]aTV*a,  dcchiW 
payable  by  statute  to  the  holders  of  oeitun  frao> 
hold  offices  held  daring  good  behariour.  vo* 
tiansf erred  from  the  GonaoHdated  Fond  t*  t^ 
Frfitimatea  without  any  intention  of  thcnliy  & 
miniflhing  the  security  of  such  paynMnts,  othflr- 
wise  than  by  subjectmg  them  to  the  oootxtA  d 
Parliament  by  an  annual  Vote  of  the  fLanm  ci 
Commons.*' 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said^  thai  by 
the  17th  &  18th  Vict  it  was  provided 
that  the  officers  of  the  Writ  and  8«al 
Office  should  hold  their  offices  at  tli« 
salaries  fixed  by  the  statnte  aad 
directed  to-  be  paid  out  of  the  Cofl- 
Bolidated  Fund.  In  1864  these  mIuim 
were  placed  on  the  Estimates.  Later 
on  the  Treasury  came  to  the  Gu«f 
Secretary  of  Ihe  Lord  Lieutenant,  ask- 
ing that  the  superior  posts  in  this  officf 
might  not  be  Med  up,  as  it  would  not 
be  necessary  to  fiU  them  up  in  oobm- 
quence  of  the  possible  passing  of  tht 
Judicature  Act.  The  Oiiief  Seoetarf, 
however,  declined  to  take  that  oouik, 
on  the  ground  that  they  being  statntabla 
offices,  they  must  be  fiUed  up.  Then  aa 
attempt  was  made  to  induce  the  Indi 
Judges  not  to  fill  up  the  offices  in  qats* 
tion,  as  they  were  required  to  do  by  die 
statute.  But  the  Judges  declined  to  do 
BO.  And  with  regard  to  the  deik  of 
Writs  and  the  second  assistant  in  ^ 
office,  the  Treasury  had  therefore  beca 
obliged  to  give  way.  But  the  nrormoof 
of  the  Act  equally  applied  to  toe  juior 
derk.  The  words  were  precis^  tht 
same  in  both  portions  of  the  statnte,  and 
if  the  Judges  were  obliged  to  appoiat 
the  superior  officers,  as  was  now  adnuttad 
by  the  Treasury,  so  the  masters  of  th« 
Court — under  the  same  mandatory  pnm* 
sionsof  the  statute — were  equaUyobHged 
to  appoint  the  junior  officer.  In  tk0 
first  instance,  the  Treasury  did  not  mj 
they  would  not  pay  the  salary.  All  ^ 
originally  said  was  that  they  wonld  not 
give  compensation.  In  point  of  fact,  tht 
salary  of  this  officer  had  been  paid  for  a 
certain  time.  Mr.  Pigot  had  thus  beit 
acknowledged  as  the  incumbent  of  as 
office,  the  auties  of  which  he  had  dit> 
charged,  and  was  at  this  moment  dii- 
charging,  and  to  which  he  had  been  a^ 
pointed  in  virtue  of  a  statute,  and  it 
was  therefore  monstrous  that  the  Tnar 
sury  should  now  refuse  to  pay  the  Mlny- 
The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  then  entered 
in  great  detail  into  the  fiu^  of  the 
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in  ofder  to  show  the  validity  of  the  ap- 
potntmeat  of  Mr.  Piffot,  and  from  that 
point  he  jMused  to  the  allegation  that 
the  late  Liord  Chief  Justice  Whitedde 
had  been  opposed  to  the  appointment. 
That  aUeg^on  he  oontradiotod  on  the 
antliority  of  a  letter  from  the  late  Lord 
Chief  Joatioe,  who  had  expressed  in  yery 
Tigorona  terms  his  sense  of  the  perfeot 
regulmiity  of  the  appointment,  its  ezi- 
genoy  under  the  statute,  and  his  sense 
of  the  meanness  of  the  conduct  of  ^e 
Trsaaory  in  refusing  to  place  on  the  Es- 
timates the  salaries  of  clerks  who  had 
been  dnly  appointed.    The  letter  said — 

<«Thiui  Tn>Ving  a  precedent  which  would 
ensbla  the  Tnuaarj  omdali  to  cheat  all  other 
oftriela  by  deoUning  to  plioe  their  ealaries  on 
tbe  Estfmatiw,  and  leaying  the  rained  officials 
with  plaoea,  but  without  pay." 

The  Lord  Chief  Justice  said  emphatically 
that  Mr.  Pigot,  being  lawfully  appointed, 
only  a  statute  could  deprive  him  of  ihe 
Mlary  of  that  office  to  which  he  was 
thoa  entitled*  There  being  great  inter- 
rapoon— 

ICa.  CALL  AN  asked  the  Speaker  to 
can  Order.  He  thought  that  during  the 
neech  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Kildare,  a  Member  of  the  GK)Temment 
riumld  presenre  Order  in  that  House. 
[Crim  •f  "Order,  order!"]  He  was 
prepared  to  name  him.  [CWm  of  "  Or- 
der! "J  He  mtist  protest  against  the 
right  Eon.  Oentleman  the  Judffe  Advo- 
cate General  laughing  in  such  a  oon- 
tentptaoos  manner  and  disturbing  the 
House  during  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Kildare,  with  respect 
to  a  grieranoe  affecting  a  meritorious 
poblio  officer. 

Ma.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon. 
OsQtleman  the  Membw  for  Kildare  is 
inpossoasion  of  the  House,  and  is  en- 
titled to  proceed  without  interruption. 

Ma.  OOOAN  resumed,  o  noting  other 
high  authorities  to  proye  that  the  titie 
of  the  office  holders  referred  to  in  hLs 
Hotion  was  not  intended  to  be  preju- 
diced in  any  way  when  their  salaries 
were  transferred  from  the  Consolidated 
Fimd  to  the  Votes  of  that  House. 
Althou^  apprehensions  had  at  the  time 
It  WIS  passed  been  expressed  as  to  the 
•ffeot  of  the  Act  removmg  salaries  from 
the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the  Estimates, 
It  WIS  nerer  oontemplated  that  the  Trea- 
wy  could,  at  their  own  caprice,  strike 
thoee  salaries  out  of  the  Votes  without 
Mbmittiag  them,  in  the  first  instance,  to 

VOL  OOXXXV.    [thibd  sbubs.] 


Parliament.  No  other  mode  of  redress 
was  open  than  that  of  bringing  the  mat- 
ter before  the  House,  and  he  maintained 
that  there  was  no  precedent  for  such  a 
case  of  the  salary  of  an  official  being 
withdrawn  from  the  official  without  any 
charge  being  made  against  him  by  an 
arbitrary  act  of  the  Executive,  on  the 
plea  that  it  was  intended  to  introduce 
mto  Parliament  a  Bill  by  which  the 
office  would  be  proposed  to  be  abolished. 
He  did  not  often  trouble  the  House,  and 
he  thanked  them  for  the  attention  with 
which  they  had  heard  him.  The  course 
pursued  by  the  Treasury  in  the  case  was 
a  dear  violation  of  justice  and  of  law, 
and  he  begged,  therefore,  to  move  the 
Besolution  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <*  That"  to  th 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  worde 
« this  House  is  of  opinion  that  the  action  of  the 
Treasury  in  omitting  to  place  a  Vote  on  the 
Estimates  for  the  financial  year  1876-7,  for  the 
parent  of  the  salary  fixed  by  Statute  to  be 
paid  to  the  Junior  Clerk  of  the  Writ  and  Seal 
Office  in  Ireland,  to  which  o^ce  Mr.  D.  R. 
Pigot,  junior,  was  appointed  on  the  20th  day  of 
NoTemoer  1876,  as  directed  by  the  Statute 
13  Vic  c.  18,  s.  33,  and  the  duties  of  which  he 
still  dischar^,  is  inconsistent  with  the  inten- 
tions and  spirit  of  the  Act  17  and  18  Vic.  c.  94, 
by  which  the  payments  of  salaries,  declared 
payable  by  Statute  to  the  holders  of  certain 
treehold  offices  held  during  good  behaviour, 
were  transferred  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  to 
the  Estimates,  without  any  intention  of  thereby 
diminishing  the  security  of  such  payments,  fur- 
ther than  subjecting  them  to  the  control  of  Par- 
liament by  an  annual  Vote  of  this  House,*' — 
(iff.  Cogtm,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  tiie  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  was  simply  that 
of  the  abolition  of  a  sinecure  office,  to 
which  no  duties  whatever  were  attached. 
In  the  new  Judicature  Bill  intima- 
tion had  been  given  to  the  Treasury  in 
1875,  that  it  was  proposed  to  abolish 
the  office  in  question,  simply  because 
there  were  no  auties  in  connection  with 
it  to  be  discharged,  and  the  Treasury 
were  supported  in  the  view  that  the 
place  ought  not  to  be  filled  up  by  a 
Minute  signed  by  the  Irii^  Ohief  Jus- 
tice and  Chief  Baron.  As  to  the  com- 
plaint that  due  notice  had  not  been  given 
that  the  salary  of  the  office  would  not  be 

2  L 
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provided,  the  fact  was,  that  within  three 
weeks  of  the  final  act  of  the  Master  ap- 
pointing his  son,  he  had  full  notice  that 
proyision  would  not  be  made  for  his 
salary  in  the  Estimates  of  the  coming 
year,  and  he  (Mr.  Smith)  himself  stated 
to  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  who  now 
brought  forward  the  matter,  ihat  the 
Treasury  did  not  think  it  desirable  that 
the  office  should  be  filled  up,  so  that 
ftiller  or  more  expeditious  notice  could 
hardly  haye  been  giyen.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  laid  mat  stress  on  the  ar- 
gument that  gooa  faith  demanded  that 
provision  should  be  made  for  an  officer 
whose  salary  was  transferred  from  the 
Oonsolidated  Fund  to  the  Estimates,  and 
he  did  not  wish  to  controvert  the  prin- 
ciple thus  laid  down.  But  considering 
that  the  office  had  become  vacant,  that 
it  was  known  beforehand  that  Parlia- 
ment would  be  asked  to  abolish  it,  that 
there  were  no  duties  connected  with  it, 
and  that  the  two  principal  Judges — the 
Chief  Justice  and  the  Chief  Baron — had 
recommended  its  abolition,  he  thoug^ht 
the  Treasury  would  have  been  wanting 
in  their  duty  to  the  Public  Service  if 
they  had  not  taken  the  course  which  they 
had  done.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  hoped  the  Motion*  would  not  be  per- 
severed  with 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  asked 
how  long  the  office  would  be  kept  open. 
It  involved  a  legcd  question  which  he 
would  like  to  submit  to  legal  opinion. 
In  his  view,  the  Treasury  were  bound 
to  fill  up  the  office,  and  in  doing  that 
were  bound  to  make  provision  for  it  in 
the  Estimates.  The  matter  rested  on 
the  construction  of  a  statute,  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  last  year 
consented  that  the  point  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
— whether  the  Master  of  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  was  bound  to  fill  up  the  office 
of  junior  clerk.  That,  however,  had  not 
been  done.  He  now  made  this  proposi- 
tion to  the  hon.  Gentleman — that  the 
question  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  in  England 
or  Ireland. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  observed,  that  so  far 
as  he  could  make  out,  the  place  was  an 
absolute  sinecure.  If  the  Treasury  were 
to  discharge  any  duties  at  all,  tms  was 
surely  one  of  them,  seeing  that,  as 
guardians  of  the  public  parse,  they  were 
bound  to  resist  expenditure  of  money 
for  sinecure  offices.    When  the  respon- 


sible  officials  had  written  to  the  Lori 
Lieutenant  to  apprise  him  that  lk«» 
were  no  duties  to  oe  performed  by  tbu 
functionary,  the  GoTommeBt  had  mo 
alternative  but  to  dedine  to  pot  tbs 
item  on  the  Estimates. 

Mb.  law  held  that  so  long  as  tiit 
statute  referred  to  was  in  force  die  offiet 
should  be  filled  up.    When  the  ehnt 
of  the   salary  was  transferred  to  tM 
Parliamentary  Vote,  it  never  oovld  haw 
been  intended  to  place  the  offioer^s  nlaiy 
entirely  at  the  mercy  of  the  Goveiruasnt 
to  make  provision  in  the  Estimataa,  or 
not,  as  they  might  think  fit.    The  teal 
question  was  whether  the  GovenuBsat, 
without  seeking  the  abolition  by  statolt 
of  a  statutory  office  which  they  thoo^ 
no  longer  necessary,  and  to  which  a  fit 
person  had  been  legally  appointed  oooU 
properly  withhold  from  the  conaideratioa 
of  Parliament  the  Vote  for  the  salaiy  of 
the  officer.    The  questioB  of  {mmdiag 
the  salary  was  one  whioh»  at  any  nte» 
should  have  been  referred  to  tl^Lav 
Officers  of  the  Crown  as  had  been  pn- 

Eosed  to  the  Government.    He  must  saj 
e  thought  the  course  taken  by  the  Trea* 
sury  was  an  unconstitutional  one. 

Mb.  HERMON  remarked  that  this 
was  not  a  question  merely  as  to  a  mall 
sum  of  money.    It  waa  a  questioii  of 
principle.    The  Treasury,  as  custodiaiit 
of  puolic  money,  were  bound  to  dia> 
countenance     payments     for    sineean 
offices,  be  the  sum  small  or  large.  Thoj 
had  been  informed  by  two  of  the  highest 
authorities,    and    who  were    the  best 
judges  on  the  point,  that  the  ofice  in 
dispute  was  unnecessary.    [^*  No,  no ! "] 
He  said,  Yes ;  and,  that  bemg  the  easi^ 
it  would  have  been  wrong  to  oontiniie  it 
Mb.  butt  agreed  that  it  was  aqnes- 
tion  of  principle,  and  not  one  of  the  ex- 
penditure  of    £250    a-year;    bat   he 
thought  the  principle  involved  had  not 
been  correctly  stated  by  the  last  speaks. 
Throughout  the  whole  of  the  carreipaa- 
dence  it  had  never  been   hinted  that 
the  office  had  been  a  sinecure.    Tki 
ground  taken  was  altogether  diffeitat 
The  Government  said — We  intend  te 
make  an  Act  of  Parliament^  by  which  it 
is  intended  to  make  extensive  modi&a* 
tions  in  the  Judicial  Staff  in  Irdaad, 
and  in  those  changes  this  oftce  will  bi 
in  our  way,  and  we  will  not  fill  it  m>. 
But  had  the  Treasury  the  power  to  w 
such  a  thing?    He  contended  that  d^ 
had  not    The  members  of  the  Jw6fm 
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with  a  Btatate  which  they  considered 
binding  upon  tiiem,  appointed  Messrs. 
Bush  and  Burke  to  we  office  of  first 
and  second  clerks.  But  the  Chief  Jus- 
tice expressed  his  opinion  that  the 
office  01  junior  derk  ought  not  to  be 
filled  up.  The  Chief  Baron  said  he 
oonsidei^  he  had  no  jurisdiction  in  the 
matter;  but  he  had  authorized  him  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  to  state,  that 
nevertheless  he  thoroughly  agreed  with 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  Ireland  that  it 
was  not  necessary  to  fill  up  the  office 
of  junior  clerk.  However,  two  out  of 
the  three  Masters  took  it  upon  them- 
selves to  fill  up  the  office  by  appointing 
to  it  the  son  of  one  of  them,  and  as 
reference  had  been  made  to  nepotism, 
he  might  remark  that  all  three  clerks, 
including  this  young  man,  were  near 
relatives  of  Masters  or  ex-Masters  of  the 
Courts  of  Law  in  Lreland.  There  was 
nothing  in  the  action  taken  by  the 
Treasury  to  warrant  the  argument  that 
salaries  were  not  permanent  under  ex- 
isting arrangements.  Under  the  present 
system  the  clerks  of  the  First  Law 
were  as  free  from  undue  interference 
on  the  part  of  the  Treasury  as  they 
were  when  their  salaries  were  placed 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund.  All  that 
the  Treasury  had  done  was  to  try  to 
prevent,  as  far  as  they  were  able,  an 
unnecessary  office  being  filled  up,  and  to 
take  care  that  an  unnecessary  burden 
should  not  be  imposed  on  the  public 
purse  by  a  transaction  to  which,  m  his 
ludgment,  a  much  shorter  term  might 
DC  applied. 

Me.  Sebjeaot  SHERLOCK  said, 
the  late  Lord  Chief  Justice  Whiteside,  in 
a  letter  dated  the  13th  June,  1876,  on 
this  subject,  expressed  a  strong  opinion 
as  to  the  **  meanness  incredible  "  of  the 
Treasury.  The  letter  further  stated  that 
the  appointments  were  signed  by  the 
Chief  Baron  and  himself;  that — 

« 

**  Ho  had  had  a  converaation  with  Boach,  who 
had  told  him  that  the  office  was  to  be  aboUiihed, 
and  it  waa  upon  that  he  had  ogrood. 

The  matter  had  not  been  dealt  with  on 
one  consistent  principle,  for  on  the  26th 
of  October,  1876,  the  right  hon.  I3aronct 
had  written  a  letter  in  which  he  had  said 
that  it  was  illegal  not  to  appoint,  as  the 
office  was  a  statuteable  one,  and  had  to 
be  filled. 

Db.  WABD  said,  that  though  the 
point  at  issue  involved  a  salary  of  no 
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_  appointed  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  wlme  the  Act  remained  un- 
xvpeaLed,  it  was  idle  to  say  tiie  office 
wms  mmaoeaeaiy.  They  had,  in  fact, 
■Mil mod  the  powers  of  Parliament,  and 
if  thej  were  at  liberty  to  say  of  this 
sbaII  oflSioe  that  it  was  not  to  be  filled 
vp,  thay  might  come  to  the  same  ded- 
'  m  reopeeting  any  other  office. 
Mb.  ITOiStTHT  DOWNING  in- 
that  the  appointment  was  legal, 
•ad  Uie  holder  was  entitled  to  be  paid. 
The  whole  question  amounted  to  this — 
had  the  Treasury  the  right  to  repeal  an 
Act  of  Pariiament  ?  It  was  not  merely 
an  Irah  question,  but  involved  interests 
all  cfWBt  the  Kingdom. 

8xn    MICHAEL    HIOKS  -  BEACH 

■aid,  that  he  must  take  exception  to  the 

ai^giimaiitB    of  the    hon.  and   learned 

Mamber  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt),  who 

had    contended  that  action  had   been 

taken  by  the  Treasury  on  their  own 

auHiority,    on  the  assumption  that  a 

BOI  before  Parliament  would  become 

law ;  and  that  the  action  of  the  Trea- 

ild   justify   them    in   practi- 

lishing  any   other  office.     It 

t  tobe  bcMrne  in  mind  that  there 

a  ^reat  difi!^Brenoe  between  refusing 

to  oontuue  on  the  Estimates  the  salary 

of  a  person  already  holding  an  office,  and 

niamng  to  place  on  the  Estimates  the 

salary  of  a  person  newly  appointed  to  an 

oAee.   The  latter  was  what  the  Treasury 

had  done  in  the  present  instance.    It  was 

also  (dear  that  the  duties  of  this  office 

were,   if  the  Judicature  Bill   did  not 

become  law,  so  slight  as  to  render  it 

ahnoat  a  sinecure.    That  opinion  was 

not  merely  that  of  the  Oovemment,  but 

was  also  the  result  of  an  inquiry  held 

in  1875  by  two  gentlemen  appointed  by 

the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland.     The 

Beport   that  followed  that  inquiry  in- 

dueed  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  advise  the 

Lord  Lieutenant  not  to  fill  up  the  office 

of  Clerk  of  the  Writs  and  £(eal  when  it 

became  vacant.     The  Lord  Lieutenant 

would  not,  in  fact,  have  filled  up  the 

oAee  had  it  not  been  discovered  some 

months  later  that  the  signature  of  the 

holder  of  that  office  must  necessarily  be 

appended  to  certain  legal  documents. 

Ckmseqoently    the    second    derk    was 

temporarily   promoted    in    order   that 

a  naadleaa  Imrden  should  not  be  put 

on  the  pnbKo  puree.    Then  the  Chief 

Jasliis    of    the    Queen's    Bench   and 

the  Ohiaf  Baron,  acting  in  aooordance 
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more  than  £250  a-year,  the  debate  had 
been  yerj  instmotiye,  and  had  shown 
how  eagerly  lawyers  resented  any  reduc- 
tion of  official  salaries.  Here  was  an 
office  which  the  Judge  himself  had  not 
thought  it  necessaiy  to  fiU  up ;  but  when 
that  nad  been  done,  and  the  Treasury 
had  refused  to  pay,  they  were  assailed 
by  lawyers  on  both  sides.  But  if  they 
Toted  for  economy,  they  would  Tote  that 
a  man  who  had  nothing  to  do  should 
not  be  paid,  and  that  was  one  of  the 
first  and  soundest  Constitutional  prin- 
ciples. In  fact,  the  whole  question  was, 
whether  they  should  pay  a  man  who  did 
no  work.  When  the  (Government  had 
the  courage  to  oppose  such  a  Motion, 
they  ought  to  be  supported  by  the  inde- 
pendent Members. 

The  O'CONOE  DON  remarked  that 
if  it  were  a  question  of  abolishing  offices 
to  which  no  duties  attached  he  should 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member;  but  the 
point  that  had  been  debated  was,  whe- 
ther the  Treasury  alone  had  the  right  to 
decide  that  the  siedary  of  an  officer,  who 
had  been  duly  appointed,  should  be 
stopped.  Two  superior  Judges  had 
been  abolished  by  the  Bill,  but  their 
salaries  had  been  put  into  the  Esti- 
mates, while  those  of  the  junior  officers 
had  been  left  out.  The  Qoyemment  had 
acted  without  bringing  the  question 
before  Parliament,  and  that  was  what 
he  and  his  Friends  complained  of. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  227 ;  Noes 
38  :  Majority  189.— (Div.  list.  No.  227.) 


RUSSIA^HON.  COLONEL  WELLESLEY 

— MHJTARY  ATTACHE. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

General  SHUTE  rose  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  case  of  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Wellesley,  Military  Attache  at  St. 
Petersburg.  He  said  were  it  not  for 
the  absence  of  his  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord 
Elcho),  the  sad  cause  for  whose  absence 
they  all  so  much  regretted,  the  question  he 
had  to  submit  to  the  House  would  have 
been  in  much  better  hands;  but,  for- 
tunately, it  was  a  simple  question  of 
justice,  or,  in  his  opinion,  of  gpross  in- 
justice, that  he  had  to  bring  before  the 
House.  It  was  a  very  cruel  one,  of  the 
supersession  of  eig^t  or  nine  officers  of 

Dr.  Ward 


Colonel  Wellesley's  own  regtm«iit»  Id 
say  nothing  of  a  vast  number  of  lua- 
tenant  colonels  of  the  Line,  ffiz  yaaii 
ago,  an  old  and  lamented  frieod,  as 
officer  of  high  standing,  of  conaidenU* 
military  experience,  and  of  triad  taet 
and  discretion  in  his  relmtiont  witk 
foreign  officers,  having  been  nuE- 
taiy  seoretaiy  to  the  general  oon- 
manding  the  Army  in  the  Crimean  War. 
was  succeeded  in  his  somewhat  difficalt 
and  delicate  position  as  military  mtUAi 
at  St.  Petersburg  by  a  young  offiov  of 
eight  years'  standing — a  Bobaltem  in 
the  GKmrds.  With  regard  to  this  yoang 
officer,  undoubtedly  he  was  an  offieer  i 

geat  intelligence,  and  vexy 
e  was  for  some  oonsiderabfe  time  adju- 
tant of  one  of  the   battalions  of  tk» 
Ghiards,  and  no  one  was  appointed  to 
that  vexy  responsible  poet  that  did  aot 
most    fiilly    merit    the     appointmasL 
Lieutenant  Colonel  F.  Wellesf ey,  at  tW 
age  of  18  was  appointed  to  the  fiiit 
Brigade,  and  in  the  same  year  (1863)  ht 
was  removed  to  the  Coldstream  Guards. 
making  him  a  Ueutenant  in  the  Gnaxdi 
and  captain  in  the  Army.    In  Aiml, 
1875,  he  was  promoted  wiUioutpuraaM 
to  a  company  in  the  Guards,  makiag 
him  lieutenant    colonel   in  the  Amy. 
When  he  was  first  appointed  militaiy 
attacks  at  St.  Petersburg,  being  a  sobal- 
tem  in  the  Guards  and  captain  in  ^ 
Army,  it  did  not  affect  his  pronio4ioB; 
but  the  appointment  of  a  military  aUsM^ 
if  held  by  a  lieutenant  colonel  for  fi?« 
years,   eives  him  the  rank  of  a  fidi 
colonel  m  the  Army,  but  whether  righdy 
or  wrongly  it  was  not  for  him  to  dinuL 
He  thought  it  no  qualification,  and  ia 
this  case  it  was  most  tmjnst,  seeing  that 
when  the  (Guards  were  brigaded  togMsr, 
Colonel  Wellesley  would  pzobaUy  tab 
the  command  over  the  heads  of  tboss 
who  had  fought  and  bled  in  the  Bemm 
when  he  was  a  mere  ohild. 

Mr.  monk  rose  to  Order,  and  i^ 
whether  it  was  not  the  rule  that  militiiy 
matters  could  only  be  brought  on  bilon 
going  into  Committee  on  the  Anny  Eili- 
mates? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  sock  «« 
the  rule,  but  that  it  only  applied  to 
Motions  when  Supply  was  the  nnt  Qrdv 
of  the  Day.  That  had  not  been  tbs 
case  to-day,  and  the  hon.  and  gaUiat 
Member  was  therefore  in  Order. 

Oeneral  SHUTE  said,  he  was  abost 
to  state  that  when  Colonel  WeUesler  i^ 
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taiaed  the  rank  of  lieutenant  colonel, 
oflieen  of  the  Ooldstream  Ghiards 
it  to  the  Hone  Ghiards  and  strongly 
expoetnlated,   because  if,   by  any  ac- 
ciaeiit,  he  was  continued  in  his  posi- 
tion   as  militaiy   attach^    beyond   the 
xepilated  period  of  fiye  years,  and  com- 
pleted his  second  five  years,  he  would 
■opersede  all  the  older  officers  in  the 
Ocudstreams.     They  receiyed  a  positiye 
promise,  that  he  diould  return  to  his 
raiment  when  his   fiye  years  was  ex- 
pired.   Instead,  howeyer,  of  rejoining 
nia  regiment  in  July,  when  his  term  of 
Staff  seryice  expired,  he  had  been  al- 
lowed to  continue.    And  with  what  re- 
salt  ?    He  would  actually  supersede  offi- 
cer* in  his  own  regiment,  the  Coldstream 
Otiaids,  who  were  not  only  in  the  Army, 
bat  fighting  for  their  country  when  he 
was  but  nine  years  old.    The  sendees 
of  Colonel  Wellesley,  who  first  entered 
the  Army  in  1863,  could  not  be  com- 
pared with  that  of  these  other  officers 
of  his  regiment,  who  had  distinguished 
themselyes   by   their   seryioes   in   the 
Orimea  and  in  India.    Tet  if  the  present 
arrangement  were  allowed  to  continue,  he 
would  within  the  next  fiye  years  become 
a  ftiU  colonel,  and  with  that  Army  rank 
reioin  his  regiment  in  1880  superseding 
when  in  brigade  the  older  officers  re- 
ferred to,  neyer  haying  commanded  eyen 
a  company,  and  haying  been  nine  years 
abeent  from  his  regiment,  and  receiying 
fall  pay  while  other  officers  had  been 
doing  his  duty.     He  held  in  his  hand 
the  records  of  seryices  of  some  of  those 
who  he  thought  likely  to  be  thus  hardly 
treated,  but  at  that  yery  late  hour  he 
would  not  trouble  the  House  by  reading 
all.    One  of  these  officers — Ineutenant 
Golonel  Fitzroy  Fremantle — joined  the 
Army  in  August,  1854 ;  he  was  captain 
in  1857,  and  lieutenant  colonel  in  1870. 
He  was  in  the  Crimea  from  Noyember, 
1854,  to  July,  1855.     He  was  engaged 
in  the  Quarries  on  the  8th  June,  and  at 
the  Bedan  on  the  18th  of  June,  where 
he  was  wounded.    He  was  afterwards 
all  through  the  Indian  rebellion,  and  at 
the  capture  of  Lucknow  was  mentioned 
in  the  de^Mttches.    Cobnel  Wellesley, 
on  the  other  hand,  had  not — and  it  was 
a  mislbrtune  for  which  he  was  not  to 
blame — seen  a  shot  fired ;  and  although 
it  mi|^  be  said  as  a  justification  for 
eontenng  this  appointment  on  Colonel 
Wellealey,  that  he  had  taken  great  pains 
ta  leaming  the  Russian  language,  yet 


if  the  appointment  had  been  offered  to 
other  officers  of  g^eat  military  expe- 
rience, would  they  not  haye  done  the 
same  ?  As  a  matter  of  fact,  howeyer, 
French  was  the  language  used  at  the 
Bussian  Court.  It  would  also  be  said, 
and  with  truth,  that  it  would  be  incon- 
yenient  to  moye  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Wellesley  at  the  present  time ;  but  was 
such  the  case  last  July ;  or,  if  so,  why 
was  he,  at  that  period,  offered  the  ap- 
pointment of  Consul  Oeneral  at  War- 
saw? He  reminded  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
that  in  Committee  on  the  War  Estimates 
last  Session,  he  pointed  out  that  the 
militaiy  attaehh  at  St.  Petersburgh 
were  underpaid,  and  now  it  appeared  that 
the  result  was  that  only  comparatiyely  rich 
men  could  take  the  appointments,  and 
that  they  could  thus  indirectly  purchase 
a  higher  step  of  rank  than  was  eyer  be- 
fore purchaseable.  He  thought  Colonel 
Wellesley  ought  to  be  ordered  to  rejoin 
his  regiment,  and  should  not  be  per- 
mitted to  supersede  men  who  were  in 
eyery  respect  excellent  officers,  and  of 
whom  the  Army  had  eyeiy  reason  to 
feel  proud.  They  had  receiyed  a  most 
positiye  promise,  that  they  should  not 
be  superseded  in  this  way,  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  Secretary  for  War 
would  make  arrangements  for  Colonel 
Wellesley  giying  up  his  present  appoint- 
ment, and  returning  to  ids  regiment  at 
an  early  date,  so  that  this  injustice  might 
not  be  inflicted  on  the  senior  officers  of 
the  Coldstream  Ghiards. 

CoLonTEL  MUE£,  as  an  old  Guards- 
man, expressed  a  hope  that  the  Secre- 
taiy  of  State  for  War  would  see  fit  to  do 
justice  in  this  case.  It  was  one  which 
had  created  a  yery  great  deal  of  scandal 
not  only  in  the  Coldstream  Guards,  but 
throughout  the  whole  Army.  Certain 
officers  of  that  regiment  had  stated  that 
they  had  receiy^  a  distinct  promise 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  [Mr. 
Gathoute  Habdt  :  No.]  He  must  re- 
peat that  an  allegation  nad  been  made 
by  men  of  the  lughest  honour,  and  of 
standing  and  distinction  in  society,  that 
a  distinct  pledge  was  made  to  them  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  Colonel 
Wellesley  should  not  be  made  a  colonel 
oyer  their  heads.  The  riffht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman denied  that  he  had  made  such  a 
promise ;  and  if  that  were  so,  he  must 
haye  been  yery  ambiguous  in  his  ex- 
pressions, because  the  gentlemen  referred 
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to,  who  were  treated  in  this  unjust  man- 
ner, were  incapable  of  attributing  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  language  which 
he  had  not  used.  At  any  rate,  the  mat- 
ter ought  to  be  cleared  up.  This  young 
officer,  Colonel  Wellesley,  was  a  man  of 
the  highest  social  position,  and  possessed 
great  family  influence.  He  had  only 
had  eight  years'  service,  and  yet  he  was 
appointed  over  the  heads  of  men  of  great 
experience  and  ability.  He  believed  if 
the  Eules  of  the  House  permitted  a  divi- 
sion to  be  taken  on  the  question,  it  would 
be  shown  that  the  House  entertained  a 
strong  sense  of  the  injustice  with  which 
those  officers  had  been  treated. 

SirWALTEB  B.  BAETTELOT  be- 
lieved  that  the  promise  which  had  been 
referred  to  had  been  made  not  by  the  right 
hon.Gentleman  (Mr.  Hardy),  but  by  either 
the  Military  Secretary,  or  by  His  Boyal 
Highness  the  Commander-in-Chief.  The 
rule  was,  that  no  officer  should  remain 
on  the  Staff  for  more  than  five  years, 
but  this  rule  was  being  continually 
broken.  He  thought  that  at  the  present 
time  the  House  would  not  call  upon 
Colonel  Wellesley  to  return  to  this  coun- 
try, as  he  was  now  in  a  most  difficult 
and  delicate  position ;  but  he  hoped  they 
would  have  some  assurance  from  the 
Secretary  for  War  that  the  five  years* 
rule  should  not  be  broken.  He  very 
much  regretted  the  question  had  not  been 
raised  a  year  and  a-half  ago,  when  it 
might  have  been  decided  upon  its  merits. 

Sir  HENBY  HAVELOCK  said,  that 
so  long  as  Colonel  Wellesley  was  retained 
in  his  present  position,  he  was  the  cause 
of  great  hardship  to  many  deserving 
officers,  by  standing  in  the  way  of  their 
promotion.  When  he  became  captain 
and  lieutenant  colonel,  he  passed  over 
the  heads  of  900  majors  of  the  line ,  and 
two  years  and  a-quarter  hence,  when  he 
would  become  full  colonel,  he  would 
pass  over  the  heads  of  920  field  officers. 
All  those  officers  had  been  serving  their 
country  in  times  of  war  and  peace,  while 
Colonel  Wellesley  had  been  enjoying 
appointments  which  could  not  be  said  to 
be  of  a  very  arduous  and  difficult  nature. 
He  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  an  assurance  that  at  the  ter- 
mination of  the  war  Colonel  Wellesley 
would  be  allowed  to  revert  to  his  regi- 
ment. 

Captain  NOLAN  thought  this  dis- 
cussion inopportune,  as  it  would  weaken 
Colonel  WeUesley's  position  at  the  pre- 
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sent  oritioal  time.  He  would  advxM  At 
House  to  remember  President  Lbieola't 
saying  that  it  was  not  desiraUe  to 
horses  when  crossing  a  stream.'* 

Mb.  OATHOBNE  HABDY  tml,  k 
was  not  always  easy  to  find  officsn  fittsd 
for  the  appointments  of  military  ##/sdWi. 
The  appointment  of  Colonel  weQsskj 
(then  Captain  Wellesley)  was  mftde  in 
1871,  and  in  reply  to  a  Qoestioa  put  to 
Lord  Enfield,  at  that  time  XTBdor  mgto- 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfiOaizs,  Oat 
noble  Lord  replied  that  previoiis  to  the 
appointment,   eight   officers   had 
sounded  as  to  whether  they  would 
the  post  of  military  aUoM  at  St  P( 
burg,  but  for  various  reasons  thsy  all 
refused.     The  points  which  the  boa. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Sunderiand  ksd 
referred  in  connection  with  the  douUe 
rank* held  hitherto  by  offices  of  the 
Ghiards  was  a  matter  quite  HiatjiM*^  fgom, 
that  of  the  appointment  to  the  post  of 
militaiT  ottaehL    He  did  not  suppose  it 
would  be  said  that  if  a  fit  officer  ix  tlkt 
post  was  found  in  the  Ghiards  he  ott^ 
not  to  be  appointed.    A  militaiy  wiimM 
%hip  was  a  (qualifying  appointment  whkli 
enabled  a  heutenant  o^onel  to  become  a 
colonel,  and  there  was  therefore  sothxv 
unusucd  in  Lieutenant  OolondWeUselsj^ 
obtaining  it.    Besides,  he  was  wdl  fitM 
for  the  poet,  being  not  only  an  able  otl* 
cer,  but  an  aooomplished  linguist,  abls 
to  speak  Bussian ;  while  as  to  his  period 
of  service,  the  office  of  military  MUmthi 
was  not  necessarily  limited  to  five  jeers, 
and  it  was  agreed  on  all  hands  that,  al- 
though he  had  been  appointed  in  1871, 
it  would  have  been  injudidons  to  havt 
removed  him  last  year,  when  events  ia 
the  East  of  Europe  took  such  an  impor> 
tant  turn.     Of  course,  this  arffomsiit 
applied  with  redoubled  foroe  to  his  le* 
taining  his  post  at  the  present  jmiotnfs. 
He  was  not  aware  that  an^  prowiiis 
had  been  made  on  the  subject  of  sp- 
pointments ;  but  if  that  were  the  obbs» 
they  must  be  subject  to  the  approrsl  of 
the  Secretary  of  State.    The  renewal  of 
Colonel  Wellesley's  appointment  in  187<» 
was  not,  in  reality,  a  renewaL    Hstisf 
been  appointed  in  1871,  he  oontinoedtD 
serve  until  1876,  when  his  service  be- 
came more  important  than  be£are,  sod 
therefore  was  continued  in  his  dBot; 
but  whether  he  was  to  be  conttnttedfir 
the  whole  period  was  a  matter  lor  tte 
consideration  of  tiie  authorities.  Hs  «ss 
quite  satisfied  that  Colanel  WeUsdiX 
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done  work  for  the  oountnr  with 
w^hioh  it  ought  to  be  well  satisfied. 

Main  Qoestion,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do    now  leaye  the  Ohair/'  by  leayOi 


Gommittee  defnred  till  To-morrwo^  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 


LAWS  (SCOTLAND)  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

OOVBXDERATION    OF    LORDS'   AMENDMENTS. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  pro- 
poced,  ''That  the  Lords  Amendments 
be  now  taken  into  Consideration." — 
(Jfr.  M^Lagm.) 

8iB  OBAHAM  MONTOOMEBY 
aoked  the  hon.  Member  for  linlithgow- 
■hire  (Mr.  M'Laffan),  who  had  charge 
of  the  Bill,  whether  he  was  willing  to 
•ooept  the  Lords'  Amendments  ? 

Mjl  M'LAOAN  replied  that  he  was, 
prorided  a  few  yerbal  alterations  were 
mftde. 

Sn  ALEXANDER  OOBDON  thought 
it  right  that  the  House  should  know 
that  the  Amendments  very  much  altered 
the  prinoiplee  of  the  Bill,  the  presump- 
tkni  of  the  law  now  giving  the  game  to 
the  landlord^  as  it  did  before. 

Question  put. 

The  ^ovM^  divided : — Ayes  131 ;  Noes 
27  :  Majority  104.  (Div.  List,  No.  228.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  the  Pre- 
amble, to  leave  out  lines  5  and  6,  read 
a  second  time. 

Qaestion  proposed,  ''  That  this  House 
doth  agree  with  the  Lords  in  the  said 
Amendment." — {^Mr, It  Lagan.) 

Ma.  PABNELL  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  charge  of  the  BUI 
not  to  press  it  to«niffht,  especially  as 
most  hon.  Members,  ne  believed,  were 
ignorant  of  what  the  Amendments  were. 
He  therefore  moved  the  Adjournment  of 
the  Debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad|joumed." — 
{Mr.  PanM.) 

Tn  LORD  ADVOCATE  hoped  the 
Oonaideratioa  would  not  be  pressed. 

Mm.  M'LAOAN  said,  the  BiU  was 
more  in  favour  of  the  tenant  since  it 


had  come  from  the  Lords  than  it  was 
before. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Debate  adfoumed  till  Thundag. 

WINE  AND  BEERHOUSE  ACT  (1869) 

AMENDMENT  BILL-{Bill  177.] 

( Jfr.  Staveleg  HiU,  Mr.  MuntUUa.) 

SBOOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 


Sib  WILLIAM  HABCOUBT  said, 
that  the  Bill  proposed  considerable 
changes  in  the  system  of  licensing,  and 
he  objected  to  its  being  taken  at  that 
time  of  ni^t. 

Mk.  MuNDELLA  said,  he  intended 
to  move  in  Committee  that  it  be  simply 
a  suspensory  Bill  for  one  year.  Con- 
sidering  a  Lords'  Committee  was  inves- 
tigating the  whole  question,  it  was  de- 
sirable there  should  not  in  the  meantime 
be  an  immense  multiplication  of  these 
licences  over  which  there  was  no  juris- 
diction. 

LoBD  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH 
moved  the  Adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjowmed  till  Wednesday. 


WATS  AND  MEANS. 

Cotrndertd  in  Coounittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

IU9olvedy  That,  towards  making  good  the 
Snirply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  lot  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1878,  the  sum 
of  £20,000,000  be  granted  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fond  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Resdation  to  be  reported  ro-Morrotr,  at  Two 
of  the  clock. 

Committee  to  lit  again  upon  Wtii*$t4mg. 

Honse  adjourned  at  half 
after  Two  o'clock* 
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HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Tuesday,  lOM  July,  1877. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— JVr«^  Beading— 
Factors  Acts  Amendment*  (140). 

Select  Committee — Report — Local  Gk>venunent 
Board's  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Ar- 
tisans and  Labourers  Dwellings)  *  (139). 

Committee— Beport—l^ew  Forest*  (129). 

Report — Local  Gk>vemment  Board's  Provisional 
Chrders  Confinnation  (Joint  Boards)  *  (131). 


ARTIZANS  AND  LABOUREES*  DWELL- 
INGS  ACT— DEMOLITIONS  IN  FETTER 
LANE.— OBSERVATIONS. 


The  Earl  op  SHAFTESBUEY  de- 
sired  to  call  attention  to  the  accounts 
wluch  had  appeared  in  the  newspapers 
of  the  hardships  that  had  been  inflicted 
upon  the  poorer  class  of  inhabitants  of 
Blewitt's  Buildings,  in  Fetter  Lane,  in 
consequence  of  their  eviction  ftoim  their 
dwellings  for  the  purpose  of  the  improTe- 
ments  aoout  to  be  made  in  that  district 
under  the  Artizans  and  Labourers' 
Dwellings  Act;  and  wished,  to  know 
whether  the  attention  of  the  Government 
had  been  called  to  the  subject  ? 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP,  in  reply,  stated 
that  in  consequence  of  these  statements 
in  the  newspapers  an  inquiry  had  been 
made,  the  resmt  of  which  did  not  bear 
out  their  statements,  which  were  more 
picturesque  than  accurate.  He  had  not 
any  detailed  information  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  persons  who  were  affected  by  the 
scheme ;  but  the  district  was  scheduled 
in  the  Act  of  last  year,  and  the  notices 
had  been  duly  served  upon  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Blewitt's  Buildings — to  which, 
however,  they  paid  not  the  slightest  at- 
tention. The  attention  of  the  Sanitary 
Committee  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Sewers  had  been  directed  to  the  dis- 
graceful condition  of  these  buildings; 
and  on  the  12th  of  June  last  the  Sani- 
tary Committee  reported  that  the  place 
was  notorious  for  some  of  the  worst 
offences  against  the  sanitary  law,  and 
was  a  standing  disgrace  owing  to  the 
conduct  of  the  tenants,  who  had  set  the 
owner  at  defiance.  The  Commissioners 
directed  their  derk  to  refer  at  once  to 
the  freeholder,  and  direct  him  to  put  the 


building  in  order  without  any 
delay ;  but  the  powers  given  by  the 
tizans  Dwellings  Act  had  not  been  p«i 
in  force,  in  consequenoe  of  the  owner 
having  undertaken  to  puU  the  hooeet 
down  within  three  months.  However, 
nothing  had  been  done,  in  conaequeBoe 
of  the  persistent  refusal  of  the  oocapien 
to  turn  out,  and  the  nuisance  haa  be- 
come so  great  that  it  was  neoessary  lor 
the  sanitfitfy  authoritiee  to  take  actum  ia 
the  matter.  The  usual  three  months' 
notice  was  given  to  the  tenants;  but 
they  had  eiUier  forgotten  it,  or  set  it 
altogether  at  defiance.  The  princh^  of 
the  Artizans  and  Labourers  Dwellinci 
Act  was  that  the  inhabitants  of  ul 
houses  which  were  a  source  of  danger 
to  themselves  or  their  neighbours  should 
be  compelled  to  leave  them ;  and  he  did 
not  think  that  those  who  set  themeelvee 
in  absolute  defiance  of  the  law  doeorved 
any  S3rmpathy  at  the  hands  of  their 
Lordships. 


NAVY— H.M.8.  "INFLEXIBLE.^ 

OBSEBVAnOXS. 

The  Dukb  of  80MEBSET  said,  tiiei 
a  Question  which  he  had  intended  to 
put  to  the  Oovemment  that  day  with  re- 
ference to  the  InflexibU  had  been  fore- 
stalled by  the  decision  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  have  the  vessel's  stability  tested 
by  the  calculation  of  a  Commission  or 
committee  of  experts.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  would  only  point  out  thai 
it  was  veiT  desirable  when  this  problem 
was  submitted  to  scientific  men  that  the 
data  upon  which  they  were  to  proceed 
should  be  thoroughly  understood,  be> 
cause  he  rather  suspected  that  some 
misunderstanding  on  that  point  was  the 
cause  of  the  difference  of  opinion  whidi 
at  present  existed  between  the  Admi- 
ralty on  the  one  hand  and  Mr.  Beed  and 
his  followers  on  the  other^ 

The  DtrxB  of  BICHMOND  urn 
GOBDON  assured  the  noble  Duke 
that  the  Commission  about  to  be  isfocd 
would  consist  of  gentlemen  who  were 
perfectly  competent  to  deal  with  the 
subject,  and  who  were  in  no  way  ood- 
nected  with  the  Admiralty.  The  iaia 
upon  which  they  would  proceed  would, 
he  trusted,  be  such  that  when  the  re- 
sult of  their  deliberattons  was  made 
known,  the  pubUo  mind  would  be  p»- 
fectly  satisfied. 
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NEW  FOREST  BILIr-(No.  129.) 
(TJU  Lord  H-mdent,) 

COianTTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
pot  into  a  Committee^  read. 

Thz  Duke  of  SOMERSET  said,  that 
haying  on  the  second  reading  stated 
hia  objections  generally  to  the  Bill  as 
injurious  to  the  interests  of  the  Crown, 
ha  did  not  propose  now  to  raise  any  ob- 
jection to  tne  clauses. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly ;  Bill 
r^porUdf  without  Amendment;  and  to  be 
reiad  d*  on  Thurtda^  next. 

Home  adjourned  «t  half  peat  Five 

o'oloolc,  to  Thnnoay  next, 

half  pMt  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
lSmd4»y,  lOth  Jufy,  1877. 


MiM  UTES.}— ScppLT— €iofi«td^Mf  in  Oommittm 
— CnriL  SnTica  EerxMATit — Cla88  IV  . 

Wat«  ajid  MBA2fi — fiofmd^rtd  in  CommittM — 
Mmoimtiom  [July  91  rtporUd, 

PuBUO  BtLLt  —  Ordered  —  Firtt  JEUading  — 
Consolidated  Fund  (£20,000,000}  *. 

SMcmd  JUmdinf — Contingent  Remainders  *  [162] ; 
Exoneration  of  Chai^ges*  [1611. 

iy>wii^  Bsmdinf — Oommittrd  to  a  SeUet  Oommittm — 
Public  Health  (Ireland)  •  [116]. 

Commd^td  €*  •mended  —  Oyster  and  Mussel 
Fisheries  Order  Confirmation  *  [222]. 

Third  Beudinf — Tramways  Orders  Confirmation 
(Barton,  Ac)  •  r2181 ;  Registered  Writs  Exe- 
cntaon  (Scotland)  •  [183] ;  Fublio  Works  Loans 
(Ireland)*  [139];  Companies  Acts  Amend- 
ment (No.  3)*  [238];  Provisional  Orders 
(Ireland)  Confirmation  (Uolywood,  Ac)* 
IM] ;  Legal  Practitionen  ^  [43],  and  p-t$lL 

The  HooBe  met  at  Two  of  the  olock. 
QUBariONS. 


IXLAND  RE VEN  UE— SPIRITS  IK  BOND. 

QUienoH. 

Mm.  O'SXTLLIYAN  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
eallor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  the  operation 
of  raokiiur  the  tame  parcel  of  spirits  in 
bond  has  been  repeated  sereral  times  in 
tha  bonded  warehouses  at  fieUkst;  and, 
if  so,  whether  this  repetition  of  opera- 


tions be  in  accordance  with  the  Customs 
regulations  on  that  subject ;  and,  if  the 
expense  of  the  officers  attending  such 
operations  are  borne  by  the  Gbvemment ; 
and,  if  so,  was  that  expense  included  in 
the  thirteen  thousand  pounds  which  the 
GK)Temment  admit  was  lost  to  the  Be- 
yenue  during  the  past  year  in  one  store 
alone? 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  There  is  some  little  confusion 
between  the  operation  of  the  Inland  Be- 
yenue,  I  thinlc,  and  the  Customs.  On 
the  whole,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would 
be  more  conyenient  to  the  House,  and 
to  those  who  take  an  interest  in  this 
subject,  that  I  should  call  upon  the 
Chiurman  of  the  Board  of  Inland  Be- 
yenue  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Customs 
to  prepare  a  joint  Beport,  stating  exactly 
what  has  been  done  in  this  matter,  and 
what  is  to  be  done.  That  Beport  will  be 
prepared,  and  I  shall  be  able  to  lay  it 
on  the  Table  of  the  House.  I  belieye 
that,  with  reference  to  this  particular 
question,  there  is  no  doubt  that  the 
operation  of  racking  the  same  parcel  of 
spirits  in  bond  has  b)en  repeated  seyeral 
times  in  the  bonded  warehouses  in  Bel- 
fast, the  object  being,  as  stated  by  the 
operators,  the  improving  and  maturing 
of  the  whiskey,  ^ut  as  soon  as  it  was 
disooyeredthat  the  remoyal  of  the  empty 
casks,  after  these  racking  operations,  af- 
forded the  opportunity  of  abstracting 
the  small  quantity  of  spirit  in  the  cask, 
and  that  a  constant  repetition  of  the  pro- 
cess would  eyentually  bring  up  the  amount 
of  duty  thus  lost  to  the  revenue  to  a 
considerable  sum,  the  Gbvemment  placed 
themselves  in  communication  witn  the 
Inland  Bevenue,  and  issued  orders  on 
the  subject.  With  regard  to  the  ex- 
pense, I  may  say  that  the  expense  of  the 
officers  attending  the  operation  in  the 
warehouse  during  the  legal  hours  of 
business  is  borne  by  the  Crown,  but 
after  legal  hours  it  is  borne  by  the  mer- 
chant. With  regard  to  the  £13,000, 
that  belongs  to  the  Inland  Bevenue,  and 
the  GKnremment  know  nothing  about  it. 
I  think  it  will  be  most  convenient  that 
we  should  have  a  general  Beport  on  the 
subject. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— OONFEE- 
ENCE  ON  DOMESTIC  EOONOMT,  BIK- 
MINaHAM.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council,  If  it  be  true  that 
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the  Oommittee  of  Oounoil  on  Education 
have  forbidden  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors 
of  Schools  to  attend  the  Conference  on 
Domestic  Economy  to  be  held  this  month 
at  Birmingham ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  would 
state  why  r 

ViscoTJin'  SANDON :  We  are  sorry 
to  be  unable  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
Conference  and*  to  sanction  the  atten- 
dance of  our  Inspectors  there.  But,  in 
the  first  place,  it  is  held  at  one  of  the 
busiest  seasons  of  the  year,  when  many 
of  the  schools  are  waiting  for  grants 
which  depend  upon  the  Inspectors' 
visits,  wmle,  as  the  holidays  are  ap- 
;,  the  visits  cannot  be  deferred. 


proaching, 
Bevond  tl 


teyond  this,  so  many  of  these  Con- 
ferences on  education  matters  are  now 
held  concerning  subjects  on  which  we 
have  afterwards  to  consult  our  Inspec- 
tors, that  we  have  laid  down  a  general 
rule  to  discourage  the  attendcmoe  of 
these  officers  at  such  meetings,  where 
they  would  be  committed  upon  subjects 
respecting  which  afterwards  we  should 
wish  to  have  the  advantage  of  their  un- 
biassed judgment.  I  need  hardly  assure 
my  hon.  ^end  that  I  am  quite  as 
anxious  as  he  is  that  domestic  economy 
should  be  well  taught  in  our  schools, 
and  I  shall  look  with  interest  to  hear 
the  result  of  the  important  Conference 
proposed  to  be  held  in  Birmingham. 

NAVY— ENGLISH    OFFICERS    IN    THE 
TURKISH  SERVICE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  W.  WHITWOETH  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  is 
aware  Uiat  a  Chief  Engineer  of  the 
Boyal  Navy  on  retired  pay  is  at  present 
serving  the  Turkish  Oovemment  on 
board  of  the  fri^te  "Memdouhiye," 
now  lying  in  the  Victoria  Dock,  Black- 
wall  ;  and,  whether  this  double  service 
is  in  accordance  with  the  orders  of  the 
Admiralty  regulating  the  observance  of 
a  strict  neutrality  during  the  war  be- 
tween Bussia  and  Turkey  ? 

Me.  a.  F.  EGERTON,  in  reply, 
said,  that  Mr.  Smylie,  the  officer  re- 
ferred to,  was  granted  leave  of  absence 
in  April  last,  in  order  that  he  might  ac- 
cept employment  with  a  firm  of  eminent 
English  engineers  in  Turkey.  The 
Admiralty  had  only  that  day  learned 
that  he  was  at  present  serving  in  a 
frigate  belonging  to  the  Turkish  Oo- 
vemment. An  intimation  had  at  once 
been  sent  out  to  him  that  he  must  either 

Mr,  MuntM 


resign  his  position  under  the  SnUaii,  or 
be  struck  off  the  English  ITm^ 


RUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— BUMOUBKD 
INTERVENTION.— QUESTION. 


Mk.  WHALLEY  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Wheihor  thsn 
is  any  ground  for  the  statement  in 
'<The  Buski  Mir"  (Bussian  Joamal), 
that  "there  is  reason  to  believe  that 
the  new  French  Cabinet  have  agreed 
with  England  as  to  naval  operations  ia 
the  East;"  and,  whether,  if  not  now 
convenient  to  reply  to  the  Question  as  to 
which,  if  any,  European  Power,  except 
the  Papacy,  approves  or  will  support 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govemmset 
in  restricting  the  operations  of  BoMia 
in  this  war,  he  will  reply  thereto  befm 
the  end  of  the  Session;  and,  if  m^ 
when  ?  

The  chancellor  ofthi  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hardly  knov 
how  to  look  upon  Questions  of  the  sort 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  jrats.  1 
cannot  help  thinking  that  Questions  pot 
in  this  House  are  really  of  an  important 
character,  and  that  they  attract  soom 
attention  both  at  home  and  abroad; 
and,  therefore,  it  would  be  desirabk 
that  hon.  Members  who  have  Questioei 
to  put  should  take  some  little  trouble  to 
ascertain  whether  there  is  ground  for 
putting  those  Questions,  and  should  not, 
whenever  they  see  anything  in  th« 
newroapers,  put  it  upon  the  Papsr  in 
this  House  in  order  to  ask  QuastiaDt 
of  the  Government  With  regard  to  the 
first  Question  of  the  hon.  Gentlemai, 
I  feel  some  difficulty  in  answering  it 
He  wants  to  know  whether  there  ia  any 
^ound  for  a  statement  by  a  BoMsa 
loumalist  that  ''there  is  reason  to  b*- 
lieve  "  so  and  so.  Well,  I  do  not  know 
what  ground  the  Bussian  journalist  mar 
have  had  for  having  "reason  to  behevt 
what  is  here  stated ;  but  I  can  only  nj 
that,  so  far  as  the  Gt>vemment  here  tn 
acquainted  with  the  subject-matter,  do 
communications  of  the  character  tbit 
seem  here  to  be  glanced  at,  have  taken 
place.  There  have  been  no  agreemanti 
with  either  the  new  fVenoh  &binet  or 
the  late  French  Cabinet  with  regard  to 
naval  operations  in  the  East  Tkm 
are  matters  which  appear  in  new^MfMB 
as  surmises,  guesses,  or  ooigeetam; 
and  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  w«fui 
for  them  at  all.    At  all  events,  thsn  is 
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g^und  for  the  allegation  of  such  an 
agreement  aa  U  here  spoken  of.  With 
regard  to  the  second  Qneetion,  I  really 
moat  decline  again  to  enter — at  all  events 
in  the  form  of  an  Answer  to  a  Question 
pot  in  this  way — ^into  a  discussion  of 
tli«  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Gbyemment 
and  the  Tiews  which  other  GK>Temments 
maj  take  upon  the  subject. 

KAVT— THE  NAVAL  COLLEGE  SITE— 
DARTM0UTH.-^XJE8TI0N. 

Six  FREDERICK  PEBKINS  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther there  is  any  truth  in  the  statement 
which  appears  in  "Mayfair"  of  to- 
day (the  9th  instant),  and  which  pur- 
ports to  he  giren  on  the  authority  of 
the  trustees  of  the  Mount  Boon  Estate, 
Dartmouth,  that  the  Admiralty  has 
been  informed  that  the  estate  is  not  for 
•ale ;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  the  Admi- 
ralty propose  to  take  in  order  to  carry 
out  the  intentions  of  the  Department, 
announced  by  him  on  Monday,  of  adopt- 
ing the  recommendations  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  of  Selection,  and  erecting  a  Naval 
College  on  the  Mount  Boon  Estate  ? 

Ma.  A.  F.  EOEBTON :  There  is  no 
troth  in  the  report  in  the  paper  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers  that  the  Admi- 
ralty has  been  informed  that  the  estate 
is  not  for  sale.  The  fact  is  that  the 
Master  of  the  Bolls  has  given  his  sanc- 
tion to  the  negotiations;  and  the  site 
will  be  kept  open  for  acceptance  or  re- 
fdsal  till  the  end  of  the  present  Session. 

8i«  FREDERICK  PERKINS:  I 
have  seen  the  solicitor  to  the  trustees  of 
the  estate,  and  he  assures  me  positively 
that  the  statement  in  Mayfaw  is  per- 
fectly true. 

Ma.  A.  F.  EOERTON :  Perhaps  the 
hon«  Member  will  allow  me  to  read  a 
letter  from  the  solicitor  to  the  property, 
dated  the  dlst  May.  I  have  seen  him 
during  the  last  few  days,  and  he  has 
confirmed  what  it  states.  He  writes  to 
this  effect — 

^  Am  the  Dartmoath  ate  wai,  ao  it  it  uid  to  it 
win  be.  The  Master  of  the  Rolls  gave  his 
■inrtimi  to  the  negotiation,  and  so  it  remains.'* 

THE  SOUTH  AFRICA  BILL. 

Ma.  £.  JENKINS  gave  Notice  that, 
on  going  into  Oommittee  on  the  South 
Africa  dUL  he  would  move— - 


*'  TWl  tbia  Honaa,  white  araroriaff  gaosally 
oi  tha  priwjpla  of  thia  Bill  and  of  the  Coa- 


f edaxation  of  Cdloniea  which  are  contigaoas  and 
associated  in  interest,  regrets  that  no  sufficient 
reason  has  been  given  by  Her  Majestjr's  Govern- 
ment whereby  the  initiative  of  a  scheme  of  Con- 
federation should  proceed  from  the  Imperial 
Goreniment,  and  not  from  the  Colonies  them- 
selves." 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TEB:  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  a  Question  of 
which  I  hare  given  him  private  Notice 
with  regard  to  the  further  progress  of 
the  Soutn  Africa  Bill  and  tne  Supple- 
mental Yote  in  reference  to  the  annexa- 
tion of  the  Transvaal.  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies,  in  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  yesterday, 
said  a  further  explanation  had  arrived 
from  Sir  Theophuus  Shepstone  with 
regard  to  the  grounds  on  which  he  has 
annexed  the  Transvaal;  and  the  hon. 
(Gentleman  informed  the  House  tiiat 
that  statement  received  the  full  appro- 
bation of  the  Gbvemment.  I  beg,  there- 
fore, to  ask  the  right  hon.  Oentleman, 
Whether  there  will  be  any  objection  to 
the  production  of  that  despatch,  as  the 
House  certainly  ought  to  be  acquainted 
with  its  contents ;  and,  whether  he  will 
allow  it  to  be  circulated  either  before  the 
Yote  is  taken,  or  before  a  further  stage 
is  asked  for  the  Bill  ? 

The  OH  ANCELLOR  op  the  EXOHE- 
QITEB :  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  has 
only  just  now  given  me  Notice  of  the 
Question,  and  I  have  not  been  able  to 
see  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary, 
or  Lord  Carnarvon.  I  believe,  however, 
that  further  communications  have  been 
received.  I  will  ascertain  what  they 
are,  and  I  have  no  doubt  we  shall  be 
able  to  lay  them  on  the  Table  before  the 
Yote  is  taken,  and  the  Bill  advanced 
another  stage. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  inquired.  Whether  there 
would  be  any  objection  to  lav  upon  the 
Table  a  map  repreeenting  the  annexa- 
tion?   

The  OHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  will  see  whether  that  can  be 
done. 

THE    MAGISTRACY    (lEELAND)  —  MR. 
WILLIAH  ANCKETELL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  SULLIYAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland*  If  he  can  state 
what  has  been  the  decision  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  in  reference  to 
Mr.  W.  Anoketell,  J  J".  D.L.  as  affected 
b]^  certain  evidence  elicited  on  the  recent 
tnal  of  Hawkes  r.  Ancketell  in  the 
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Court  of  Queen's  Bencli ;  and,  if  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  Copies  of  any  Cor- 
respondence on  the  subject? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
The  Lord  Chancellor  has  very  carefully 
considered  this  subject ;  but  he  wishes  it 
to  be  clearly  understood  that  in  doing 
so  he  has  not  taken  into  account  the 
fact  of  the  verdict  obtained  by  Mr. 
Hawkes  in  his  action  against  Mr. 
Ancketell,  there  being  a  motion  for  a 
new  trial  pending  in  that  case.  Other 
matters  appearing  in  the  evidence  re- 
ported to  have  been  given  upon  the  trial, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  wrote  to  l^r.  Ancke- 
teU  for  an  explanation.  On  receiving  a 
reply,  he  made  further  inquiry,  and  as 
the  result,  has  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  is  his  duty  to  supersede  Mr. 
Ancketell  in  the  commission  of  the 
peace.  If  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to 
move  for  the  Correspondence,  I  will  con- 
sider whether  it  can  properly  be  laid  on 
the  Table. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES— THE  EDU- 
CATION VOTES  —  DEPARTMENTAL 
STATEMENT  —  PARLIAMENT  ~ 
RULES  AND  PRACTICE  OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

VisooTJNT  SANDON  said,  a  feeling 
was  entertained  in  many  quarters  of  the 
House  that  it  would  be  more  convenient 
before  going  into  Committee  to  submit 
his  Education  Statement.  It  was  thought 
farther  that  it  would  be  better  to  em- 
brace in  that  Statement  all  the  various 
Departments  that  came  within  the  con- 
trol of  the  Education  Department.  Before 
entering  upon  the  subject  of  elementary 
schools  he  felt  that  he  should  be  doing 
very  wrong  if  he  did  not  recall  to  the 
recollection  of  the  House  the  great  pub- 
lic loss  they  had  sustained  by  the  death 
of  a  very  £sting^uished  man — one  of  the 
founders  of  the  present  educational  sys- 
tem— Sir  James  Kay-Shuttleworth.  It 
was  impossible  for  anyone  who  had 
watched  the  growth  of  our  educational 
system  in  the  present  generation  not  to 
feel  that  he  was  one  of  those  who  took  a 
ffreat  part  in  the  satisfactory  work  that 
had  been  done— 

Mr.  Sullivan 


Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  rose  to  Order, 
and  pointed  out  that  it  was  a  perfectly 
novel  practice  to  make  the  Ministerial 
Statement  with  regard  to  the  Vote  before 
going  into  Committee.  Notice  oueht  to 
have  been  g^ven  that  it  was  intended  to 
adopt  that  course;  and  it  could  hardly 
be  accepted  as  a  precedent  without  an 
expression  of  opinion  from  the  Speaker 
and  also  from  ihe  House  as  to  whether 
it  was  a  desirable  practice.  If  it  were 
admitted  in  regard  to  the  Educational 
Vote,  it  would  form  a  precedent  with 
regard  to  the  Army  and  Navy  Eeti- 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  would  refer  to  what  had 
taken  place  at  an  earlier  period  of  the 
Session.    A  desire  was  expressed  by  Hhe 
House  that  a  Statement  should  be  made 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  before 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply  on  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates ;  there  had  been 
a  discussion  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Rochester  (Mr.  Goldsmid), 
and  the  result  had  been  a  promise  to 
make  a  general  Statement  before  enter- 
ing into  details.    When  they  came  to 
consider  how  that  Statement  should  be 
made,  it  had  been  found  that  the  only 
convenient  course  was  to  make  it  while 
the  Speaker  was  in  the  Chair,  and  on 
the  Motion  that  he  should  leave  it.    It 
had  been  stated  at  the  time  that  the 
same  course  would  be  pursued — or  was, 
at  least,  contemplated  with  regard  to  the 
Education  Estimates — and  that  the  State- 
ment on  the  general  subject  would  be 
made  with  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair. 
It  might,    perhaps,  be  inconvenient  to 
take  that  course  in  regard  to  the  Army 
and  Navy  Estimates;  but  as  for  the 
Education  Estimates  the  course  adopted 
was  the  one  intended  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  communicated  to  many  Mem- 
bers of  the  House. 

Me.  speaker  :  The  House  is  aware 
that  on  the  occasion  of  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Rochester  a  general 
desire  was  expressed  on  the  part  of  the 
House  that  the  Statement  relating  to  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates  should  be  made 
with  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair.  The 
Estimates  now  to  be  proposed  are  a 
branch  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates, 
and  it  apears  to  me  that  the  House  is, 
by  the  course  proposed,  carxyinflr  into 
effect  the  desire  that  appeared  to  be  ex- 
pressed on  the  former  occasion.  Bat 
whether  the    same    course    should  be 
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adopted  with  regard  to  the  Army  and 
Navy  Estimates  is  a  question  to  be  fur- 
ther considered  by  the  House.  It  would 
not  be  irregular  for  the  noble  Lord  to 
make  a  general  Statement  with  the 
Speaker  in  the  Ohair,  although  that 
course  has  not  been  ordinarily  followed. 
Sm  JOHN  LUBBOOK  submitted 
that  as  Votes  1,  2,  and  10  of  Class  lY. 
were  alone  specified  on  the  Notice  Paper 
it  was  not  at  all  expected  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  make  his  general  Statement 
before  goin^  into  Oommittee.  Besides, 
a  number  of  hon.  Gentlemen  had  placed 
upon  the  Paper  Notices  of  Motion  on 
going  into  Committee ;  and  if  the  course 
now  proposed  were  adopted  it  would  be 
another  inMngement  upon  the  rights  of 
private  Members.  He  therefore  pro- 
tested against  it. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  would  point  out 
that  the  course  proposed  to  be  taken 
does  not  necessarily  shut  out  Amend- 
ments on  going  into  Committee  of  Sup- 
Ely.  It  would  still  be  competent  for 
on.  Members  to  bring  them  forward. 
Mb.  EYLANDS  thought  so  important 
a  change  as  was  now  proposed  ought 
not  to  be  made  without  due  considera- 
tion, as  it  might  prove  an  inconvenient 
preoedent  with  regard  to  the  other  Esti- 
mates 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  reminded  the 
House  that  the  noble  Lord  was  exactly 
following  the  course  pressed  upon  the 
Gbvemment  bv  the  House  almost  unani- 
mously on  the  mtroduotion,  earlier  in  the 
Session,  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates. 
Upon  that  occasion  he  expressly  stated 
that  he  did  not  propose  to  go  into  any 
explanation  of  the  Education  Estimates, 
because  they  would  be  explained  by  the 
noble  Lord.  The  Oovemment  had  sim- 
ply acted  in  compliance  with  the  wishes 
of  the  House,  and  desired  only  to  secure 
that  the.  statement  should  be  made,  as 
hon.  Members  had  expected  it  to  be 
made,  in  a  manner  most  to  the  ad- 
vantage and  convenience  of  the  majority 
of  the  House.  Both  the  hon.  Member 
for  Nottingham  (Mr.  Isaac)  and  the 
highest  authorities  of  the  House  con- 
curred in  thinking  the  course  taken 
most  conducive  to  the  proper  manage- 
ment of  the  public  Business.  The  Esti- 
mates could  be  thoroughly  discussed, 
both  generally  and  in  detail;  and  the 
Government  had  relieved  the  House  of 
the  uncertainty  as  to  the  time  when  the 
statement  would  be  made,  without  in 


the  slightest  degree  interfering  with  the 
full  liberty  of  Members  to  raise  ques- 
tions upon  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker 
do  leave  the  Chair.  He  thought,  then, 
that  the  House  would  feel  that  the 
arrangement,  having  received  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Speaker  and  other  high 
authorities,  was,  on  the  whole,  fit  and 
proper. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  said,  that  hav- 
ing already  spoken  he  would  put  himself 
in  Order  by  concluding  with  a  Motion. 
What  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had 
just  stated  as  the  chief  reason  why  the 
course  now  proposed  should  be  taken 
was  exactly  the  reason  why  it  should  not 
be  taken  without  Notice.  The  House 
had  no  expectation  that  such  a  course 
would  be  adopted.  There  were  grounds 
for  taking  the  course  now  proposed  in 
the  case  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates, 
which  covered  a  very  large  field,  and 
with  regard  to  which  a  preliminary  State- 
ment by  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasuiy 
was  desirable  and  useful;  but  those 
reasons  did  not  apply  to  the  Education 
Vote  any  more  than  to  the  Army  or 
Navy  Estimates.  He  did  not  say  that 
it  might  not  be  desirable  in  the  case  of 
all  these  large  Yotes  that  the  Minister 
should  make  his  Statement  before  going 
into  Committee ;  but  he  contended  that 
such  a  precedent  should  not  be  made  at 
2  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  in  a  small 
House,  and  without  the  slightest  warn- 
ing. He  had  not  the  slightest  idea  that 
such  a  course  would  be  taken,  and  if  the 
intention  had  been  generally  known,  he 
believed  the  attendance  of  Members 
would  be  much  larger  than  it  was  at 
present.  When  a  Statement  was  made 
in  Committee  the  restrictions  to  speeches 
did  not  apply  which  applied  when  the 
Speaker  was  in  the  Chair.  In  order  to 
record  his  protest  against  such  an  im- 
portant change  being  made  without  the 
slightest  Notice  he  should  move  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  William  Edward  Forster.) 

The  CHANCELLOR  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QIJER  said,  he  did  not  wish  to  waste  all 
the  morning  in  talking  over  what  seemed 
to  him — he  did  not  uke  to  use  the  ex- 
pression which  rose  to  his  lips  about  it. 
All  he  would  say  was,  he  could  not  for 
the  life  of  him  understand  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  objection  was,    Th^ 
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right  lion.  Gentleman  said,  that  if  the 
Statement  was  made  with  the  Speaker  in 
the  Ohair  there  was  not  the  same  oppor- 
tunity for  discussion  as  with  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  in  the  Ohair.  But 
not  a  single  sixpence  could  be  taken  with 
the  Sneaker  in  the  Chair.  The  money 
must  be  voted  with  the  Chairman  in  the 
Chair,  and  therefore  there  would  be  the 
same  opportunity  of  discussion  as  before. 
But  it  was  not  worth  while  to  waste  time, 
and  if  it  was  the  wish  of  the  House  that 
his  noble  Friend  should  not  make  his 
Statement  with  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair, 
he  would  not  proceed  with  it.  The 
course  which  his  noble  Friend  proposed 
to  take  was  made  in  accordance  wim  the 
strongly  expressed  wish  of  hon.  (Gentle- 
men opposite  below  the  Qttngway  in  the 
case  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates ;  and 
it  really  seemed  to  him  that  the  objection 
which  had  been  taken  was  one  of  the 
most  extraordinary  he  had  ever  heard. 

Mr.  B.  SAMUELSON  said,  if  there 
was  any  waste  of  time  it  arose  from  the 
action  of  the  Government.  Although  he 
was  in  communication  with  the  noble 
Lord  last  evening  he  had  not  been  in- 
formed that  this  course  was  about  to  be 
taken. 

Mb.  ISAAC  said,  he  had  heard  last 
night  from  an  hon.  Member  opposite 
that  the  noble  Lord  intended  to  make 
his  Statement  with  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair.  This  was  the  first  intimation  he 
had  of  such  intention,  consequently 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  must  have  been 
aware  that  such  was  to  be  the  course  of 
procedure  before  it  was  known  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  He  (Mr.  Isaac)  had 
considered  the  present  state  of  Public 
Business  the  obstruction  to  all  legisla- 
tion, and  the  impossibility  of  beinff 
able  to  fully  discuss  his  Question,  and 
he  should  not  proceed  with  the  Mo- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  Notice  to  the 
efifect  that  it  was  desirable  that  the  ex- 
penditure for  the  Departments  of  Science 
and  Art  should  not  oe  exclusively  con- 
fined to  London,  Dublin,  and  Edinburgh; 
but  he  would  bring  it  forward  next  Ses- 
sion as  a  Substantive  Motion,  instead  of 
then  going  into  Committee  of  Supply, 
particularly  as  his  right  hon.  Friends 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
the  Vice  Flreeident  of  the  Coundl  had 
given  him  an  assurance  that  the  matter 
should  be  considered  durine  the  Beoess. 

Mr.  RATTCES  expressed  his  opinion 
that  a  more  salutaxy  change  in  the  course 
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of  PabUc  Business  than  that  whkli  fts 
noble  Lord  had  proposed  oould  not  be 
made.  It  was  unreasonable,  oonfidsr- 
ingthe  great  length  at  which  hon.  Man- 
bers  explained  their  individual  omnioM 
on  a  great  public  question  like  Ednoa- 
tion,  that  tne  only  person  presumed  to 
be  disqualified  frt>m  expreasmg  his  sea- 
timento  was  the  Minister  who  knew  men 
about  the  mat^r  than  anyone  in  the 
House.  When  we  saw  the  Ftoer  loaded 
with  Notices,  were  we  to  be  told  thai  the 
Minister  was  to  be  the  only  one  pre- 
cluded frt>m  raising  a  disoossion  beion 
the  Speaker  left  the  Chair,  and  fran 
dealing  with  questions  raised  by  boa. 
Members  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  to  be  a  very  different  thing  for  ^ 
House  to  decide  that  a  COTtain  corns 
should  be  followed  after  due  Notice,  simI 
for  a  Minister  without  Notice  to  take  a 
course  purely  arbitrary.  When  ths 
Navy  Estimates  were  before  the  House, 
it  was  stated  that  the  Minister  would 
deal  with  certain  questions  when  ths 
House  went  into  Committee ;  but  whn 
the  House  was  in  Committee,  a  point  of 
Order  was  raised,  and  the  Minister  wm 
not  able  to  deal  with  them.  If  that  vif 
done  on  one  branch  of  the  Estimaias,  it 
might  be  done  also  on  another. 

Visoouirr  SANDON  said,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  go  into  a  disooi- 
sion  of  the  point  on  its  merits.  His  only 
object  had  been  the  convenienoe  of  the 
House ;  but  if  the  House  thought  it 
would  be  inconvenient  for  him  to  mab 
his  statement  out  of  Committee  it  vu 
sufficient,  and  the  Government  would  st 
once  withdraw.  It  was  only  foUowiaf 
the  course  pursued  with  regmtd  to  the 
Civil  Sendee  Estimates,  and  he  thongbt 
it  was  sufficiently  announced  to  the 
House  by  the  Seoretaiy  to  the  Tmr 
sury  on  a  former  occasion  that  the  no- 
posed  course  with  regard  to  the  Edu- 
cation Estimates  would  be  adopted.  It 
was  undesirable  to  waste  time  in  diseui- 
ing  the  point.  He,  however,  thooglit 
that,  instead  of  waatinff  time  and  stifliag 
discussion,  it  would  facilitate  Bosinea 
and  give  a  double  opportunity  of  disees- 
ing  the  subject,  once  on  the  whole  of 
the  Estimates,  and  subsequmtly  on  esd 
Vote  when  in  Committee. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  tbe  chsigf 
was  not  made  at  the  earnest  aodioitatioB 
Cft  hon.  Members  below  the  Oasgwaj. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Boohester  (Mr. 
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OoMsmid)  asked  that  the  Gml  Seirioe 
Kwtrmatea  thonld  be  taken  the  same  as 
the  Ajnnv  and  Nayy  Estimates,  and  that 
m  goneral  Statement  only  should  be  made 
b«fbre  going  into  Oommittee,  but  only 
at  the  beginning,  in  the  same  way  as 
wfts  done  with  the  Army  and  Nayy 
^^j^.  «.d  n<,t  ..  w^  being  no's: 

Motion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  Ihe 
Oiair." 


TRAININO   COLLEGES.  — RESOLUTION. 


Mm.   B.    SAMCTELSON   moved   the 
following  Besolution : — 

**Tluit  the  Englirii  Edaoation  Code,  by  re- 
qviring  tbat  all  iCiidento  of  tninine  ooUeges 
OoTenunent  aid  moit  ranoA  within 
,  a  eonditioa  not  impoaed  bj  the 
and  by  withholding  from  gradaatet 
of  oniTeiaitiea  the  encoaragement  offerod  by  the 
fVvtch  Code  to  enter  on  the  profession  of  Ele- 
mentary Teachers,  tends  to  incroase  the  cost  of 
the  eractioa  and  maintenanoe  of  these  coUegea, 
aad  to  ^itititiMK  the  nomber  of  duly  qualified 


The  hon.  Member  observed,  that  unless 
some  change  such  as  he  suggested  were 
made  in  the  Enelish  Education  Code,  it 
would  be  found  extremely  difficult  to 
sup^y  the  elementary  sohocds  in  this 
ooantrT  with  a  sufficient  number  of 
trained  teachers.  Comparing  the  appli- 
eations  for  admission  and  the  actual 
number  of  admissions  to  training  schools 
in  England  and  Scotland,  he  found  that 
in  1876  the  number  of  successful  candi- 
dates in  Scotland  was  M^^  of  whom  no 
leas  than  519  were  admitted  into  the 
Scotch  training  schools;  whereasin  Eng- 
land it  was  necessary  to  reject  43  per 
os«t  of  the  candidates  who  luui  success- 
fully passed  the  examination  for  admis- 
sioa,  the  proportion  rejected  in  Scotland 
being  only  20  per  cent.  It  could  not  be 
said  there  was  an  over-supply  of  trained 
teachers  in  England  or  in  Scotland.  In 
the  latter  the  supply,  which  was  certainly 
not  in  exce«  of  the  demand,  amounted 
to  1  in  96  of  the  children  in  the  schools ; 
whereas  in  En^^and  there  was  only  one 
tnined  teacher  for  128  children.  In 
England  for  eight  elemoitary  teaclMrs 
ttee  was  but  one  in  training  for  the 
piufassion ;  whilst  in  Scotland  lor  four 
slsmentary  teachoi  s  tliere  was  one  student 
in  training.    Therefore,  if  there  was  no 


excess  of  trained  teachers  in  Scotland,  it 
was  dear  that  in  England  there  must 
be  a  great  deficiency  in  the  supply. 
That  deficiency,  he  believed,  could  be 
supplied  if  the  English  training  schools 
were  assimilated  to  those  of  Scotland. 
In  England  every  student  must  be 
boarded  within  the  CoUep^ ;  but  in  Scot- 
land there  was  no  requirement  of  that 
nature.  In  England  the  cost  of  training 
one  student  was  £33  a-head;  but  in 
Scotland  it  only  amounted  to  £26  a-head. 
If  the  Scotch  system  were  adopted  in 
this  oountry,  he  believed  the  National 
Sodetv  and  the  British  and  Foreign 
School  Society  would  be  prepared  to 
meet  the  increasing  demand  jot  space 
in  their  training  schools,  and  would  pro- 
vide the  necessary  accommodation,  which 
they  would  be  able  to  do  at  much  less 
cost  than  the  present.  If  the  school 
boards  in  large  towns  were  given  the 
power  of  estabushing  day  training  schools 
for  those  who  were  to  be  employed  as 
teachers  in  their  own  schools,  great  faci- 
lities would  be  afforded  for  the  training 
of  elementary  teachers.  Within  the 
last  four  years  100  trained  graduates 
of  Scotch  Universities  had  entered 
into  the  profession  of  elementary 
teachers,  and  so  important  was  the  pn- 
vileffe  deemed  by  the  Universities  of 
ScoSand,  that  they  had  united  in  drawing 
up  a  scheme  of  instruction  for  elemen- 
tary teachers,  which  they  had  submitted 
to  the  Lord  President  of  the  Council. 
He  had  seen  the  scheme,  which  he  con- 
sidered to  be  a  eood  and  sound  one,  and 
he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  tell  them 
that  it  had  been  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment. He  hoped  they  would  receive  an 
assurance  from  the  noble  Lord  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Gbvemment  to 
consider,  with  a  view  to  their  abolition, 
the  distinctions  that  at  present  existed 
between  the  Scotch  and  the  English 
Education  Codes,  to  the  disadvantage 
of  England,  for  which  no  adequate 
reason  had  been  assigned,  and  which  he 
regarded  as  a  blot  on  the  system  of 
elementary  education  in  England. 

Mn.  M*IiABEN  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. He  wished  to  state  that  he  con- 
curred entirely  with  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  on  the  advantages  of  the 
Normal  Schools  and  Colleges  in  Scotland, 
and  could  certify  that  the  Scotdi  system 
worked  exceedingly  well,  and  much 
better  than  any  syitem  of  Colleges  for 
students,  where  there  would  be  an  oma* 


1065 


li'ainimi  CoIUg$$.        (OOMMONS) 


R$9ohiUom. 


1056 


mental  boildinff  with  ooiridora  and 
public  rooms,  ana  other  expennye  ardii- 
tectoral  arranffements.  If  the  expense 
were  caloulatea,  it  would  be  founa  that 
it  would  cost  less  for  a  student  to  share 
a  small  house  as  a  lodger  than  to 
enter  a  large  College.  He  must  warn 
the  noble  Lord  against  reljing  upon 
the  advantage  g^ned  by  young  men 
at  IJniyersities  as  being  sufficient  to 
make  good  teachers.  The  people  in 
Scotland  viewed  the  training  of  teachers 
with  very  great  jealousy.  It  was  not 
necessary  that  they  should  be  learned 
men,  but  they  should  be  practical  and 
good  teachers.  Many  who  nad  attended 
the  Universities  and  were  very  learned 
made  very  bad  teachers.  If,  therefore, 
the  noble  Lord  placed  too  much  reliance 
on  University  training>  he  would  fall 
into  an  error  which  might  prove  dis- 
advantageous. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  « That "  to  the 
end  of  the  QuesUoii,  in  order  to  add  the  woidf 
<*the  English  Education  Code,  by  requizing 
that  all  students  of  training  colleges  receiving 
Government  aid  must  resioe  within  such  col- 
leges, a  condition  not  imposed  by  the  Scotch 
C^e,  and  by  withholding  from  graduates  of 
universities  Uie  encouragement  offered  by  the 
Scotch  Clode  to  enter  on  the  profession  of  Ele- 
mentary Teachers,  tends  to  increase  the  cost  of 
the  erection  and  maintenance  of  these  colleges, 
and  to  diminish  the  number  of  duly  qualified 
teachers," — {Mr,  Samuelson,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

8 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
iuestion." 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  the  subject 
had  been  already  discussed  this  Session, 
and  the  opinions  of  many  leading  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  were  prettjr  well 
known.  The  dififerenoes  between  the 
English  and  Scotch  Oode  were,  for  the 
most  part,  matters  in  which  the  Depart- 
ment had  no  option.  It  was  bound  by 
the  Scotch  Act  to  recognize  attendance 
at  the  Scotch  Universities.  Some  con- 
sideration had  to  be  paid  to  the  habits 
and  customs  of  a  country,  and  the  usage 
was  one  which  suited  Scotland;  but 
while  it  would  not  have  been  wise  to 
upset  it,  it  did  not  follow  that  it  would 
suit  this  country.  The  English  system 
started  on  the  assumption  tnat  boarding- 
houses  were  abstractedly  the  best.  The 
moral  training  of  young  men  and  women 
was  a  serious  matter ;  it  was  of  the  ut- 
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most  importance  that  they  ahould  notbt 
soatterea  about  towns  in  ohanoe  kdginf  • 
houses,  and  that  they  should  be  gstbered 
together  under  the  supenrision  of  good 
and  trained  teachers.    There  was  swf 
prospect  of  an  ample  supply  ot  welt 
trained  teachers  for  a  few  years,  th« 
present  supply  being  calculated  tobe  soft* 
dent  for  me  "waste"  incident  to  a  steS 
of  25,000.    There  was  an  ample  supply 
of  male  teachers,  but  the  inoreaae  in  the 
number   of   small   schools    and   gtM 
schools   might  render  it   neoeasary  to 
augment  the  arrangements  for  the  sup- 
ply of  female  teachers.    No  request  had 
been  made  by  an  English  ITniTersitj  for 
arrangements  similar  to  those  whidi  ex- 
isted in  Scotland;  he  did  not  im^n* 
Oxford  or  Cambridge  was  likely  to  luks 
such  a  request,   and  the   Departmest 
would  not  oe  able  to  entertain  mxk  s 
proposal  from  a  TJniTersity  which  wtf 
merely  an  examining  body,  and  did  not 
engaee  to  take  the    oversight  of  the 
morals  of  the  young  people  oommittsd 
to  its  charge.    Of  the  staff  of  12,400 
scholars  under  instruction  about  8,000 
came  from  Training  Colleges  and  4,000 
from  other  sources.    The  non.  Member 
for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Laren)  had  un- 
full^  called  attention  to  the  danger  of 
takmg  mere  University  men  as  teaolien 
without  due   securitiee  for  their  efi- 
ciency.    At  present  mnts  were  made 
to  Scotch  l^aining  Schools  only,  sad 
not   to   the   students   personalty,  sad 
were  not  paid  until  the  students  mhb 
earned  them  for  their  school,  aftar  ex- 
amination bv  the  Department,  aetaaDf 
became  teachers,  and  went  through  a 
two  vears'  course  of  probation.    ThB 
Scotch  Universities  proposed  that  Bvt* 
saries  should  be  establieAied  for  indi- 
vidual students,  to  enable  them  to  attttd 
University  classes  for  two  vears  withod 
goiuff  to  a  Training  SohooL    They  sbo 
asked  that  the  Bursars  should  be  ex- 
amined by  the  University,  and  that  i 
diploma,   granted   by  the    Univenitjr, 
should  be  accepted  by  the  DepartiiMst 
as  equivalent  to  a  teachers'  certifictta 
They  also  proposed  that  the  Bumn 
should  make  a  "declaration  of  agree- 
ment" to  follow  the    profession  of  a 
teacher,  in  consideration  of  the  mVk 
money  n>ent  upon  their  education.  TSim 
proposals  ropresented  Uie  course  wldok 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinbu^  nrj 
wisely  appeared  to  deprecate.    &e  Satt 
objection  taken  by  the  Department  wai 
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that  the  proposal  flailed  to  secure  due 
nperrision — ^in  sach  towns,  for  example, 
aa  Olasffow  and  Edinburgh— of  the  stu- 
denta,  inio  were  young  men  of  from  18 
to  21  years  of  age.  It  also  fdled  to 
•eoare  any  practioal  training  in  the  art 
of  teaching  and  any  instruction  in  sub- 
jecta  eoeential  for  teachers  of  elementair 
schools,  but  lying  outside  of  the  XTm- 
▼eraty  course,  ^ere  was  also  no  secu- 
ntj  that  these  young  men  would  receive 
any  religious  instruction.  Another  ob- 
jection was  that  there  was  no  real  secu- 
rity that  the  students  would  follow  the 
oafiing  of  a  teacher  after  they  had  been 
trained  for  it  at  the  public  cost.  The 
Education  Dejpartment  also  felt  that  the 
proposal,  so  far  as  it  removed  the  iliU 
of  toe  Queen's  scholars  from  the  Train- 
ing Oolleffes,  not  only  discredited  insti- 
tationa  which  had  done  thoroughly  well 
a  great  work  for  the  elementair  educa- 
tion of  the  country,  but  rendered  useless 
mm^  of  the  larg^  expenditure  which 
had  been  contributed  by  the  public  funds 
and  the  vohmtary  promoters  of  education 
in  Sootland  towards  the  foundation  of 
thaae  training  schools.  The  proportion 
eiTeii  by  the  Oovemment  towards  these 
Training  Colleges  had  been  £20,000, 
and  the  sum  raised  by  voluntary  sub- 
scriptions had  been  £30,000.  The  Edu- 
cation Department  wished,  however,  to 
meet  the  views  of  the  Scotch  Universities 
as  far  as  possible,  and  they  proposed  in 
the  first  place  to  allow  the  Queen's 
scholars  greater  fk^edom  in  attending 
the  Universities  during  the  five  months 
of  their  winter  session  by  removing  the 
restnotion   on  the    number  of  classes 

2 wo)  in  which  they  might  be  enrolled, 
was  proposed  in  the  next  place  to  dis- 
tinguish bv  some  s{>ecial  mark  in  the 
clasa  list  of  the  examination  for  Queen's 
Scholarships  the  candidates  whose  pro- 
ficiency in  special  subjects,  such  as  Latin, 
Qreek,  and  mathematics,  appeared  to 
qualify  them  for  attending  University 
dasaea.  The  third  propoud  was  that 
soch  Queen's  scholars  should  be  allowed 
— not  required — to  attend  classes  in  these 
subieots  in  a  University,  and  relieved 
still  farther  than  at  present  from  at- 
tending the  Training  School  classes 
during  the  University  Session.  Lastly, 
it  was  proposed  that  existing  arrange- 
menta  as  to  their  religious,  practical,  and 
profeMional  training,  and  the  payment 
lor  the  students,  should  remain  on  the 
prseent  footing.    Li  short,  the  Queen's 
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scholars  were  to  continue  to  be  regarded 
in  all  respects  as  students  of  the  Train- 
ing Schools,  but  would  be  permitted  if 
Sualified  to  receive  a  larger  share  of 
leir  education  at  the  hands  of  the  Uni- 
versities than  present  arrangements  al- 
lowed. He  hoped  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Banbury  (Mr.  B.  Samuelson)  and 
hon.  Members  for  Scotland  would  ad- 
mit that  the  Department  had  done 
what  it  could  to  meet  the  reason- 
able demands  of  the  Scotch  Universi- 
ties, although  they  could  not  give  up 
their  objections  to  the  previous  proposal 
of  the  Universities.  Everything  now 
pointed  to  a  large  and  adequate  supply 
of  thoroughly  trained  teachers,  who 
should  be  worthy  to  take  charge  of  the 
intellects  as  well  as  the  moral  and  reli- 
gious education  of  children.  Schools 
would  be  gradually  left  more  and  more 
in  the  hands  of  the  school-teachers,  as  it 
was  becoming  more  and  more  the  prac- 
tice to  confide  the  management  of  the 
school  to  the  teachers.  He  knew  that 
the  only  object  of  his  hon.  Friend  was 
to  obtain  as  good  teachers  as  possible 
for  the  schools ;  but  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Department  to  secure  a  due  and 
adequate  supply  of  teachers  without 
maHn^  a  g^eat  revolution  in  our  system 
of  En^ish  teaching. 

Mb.  BAMSAT  remarked  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  under  a  misapprehen- 
sion in  assuming  that  the  moral  and  the 
religious  training  of  the  Scotch  schools 
was  less  perfect  than  in  England,  for 
the  Governing  Bodies  of  those  schools 
took  the  greatest  care  to  secure  the 
proper  moral  training  of  the  young 
people  committed  to  their  care.  The 
best  evidence  that  that  object  was  at- 
tained was  to  be  found  in  the  fact  that 
many  of  the  teachers  trained  in  these 
schools  were  employed  in  England,  and 
none  gave  grater  satisfaction  than 
those  who  had  been  trained  in  the 
Scotch  institutions.  He  wished  also  to 
refer  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  M*Laren),  where 
he  seemed  rather  to  undervalue  Univer- 
sity training.  Ho  should  regret  if  it 
were  to  go  forth  that  any  disregard  was 
shown  in  Scotland  to  University  train- 
ing. While  the  training  of  teachers  in 
the  art  of  communicating  instruction  to 
their  pupils  was  fully  valued,  it  was 
important  that  the  highest  possible 
acquirements  should  be  attained  by  those 
who  had  to  take  charge  of  the  education 
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of  the  young.  How  could  that  be  done 
better  than  by  instructing  them  in  the 
highest  branches  of  knowledge  ?  He 
thanked  the  noble  Lord  for  the  encou- 
ragement he  was  prepared  to  give,  and 
hoped  he  would  contmue  to  progress  in ' 

the  same  direction.     

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  said,  that  at 
the  commencement  of  the  Session  he  had 
erpressed  his  views  pretty  clearly  on 
this  question  y  and  he  would  now  only 
briefly  state  why  he  should  support  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Banbury. 
The  noble  Lord  had  not  met  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  by  statistics. 
From  the  statistics  in  the  Beport,  he 
(Mr.  Eorster)  should  have  come  to  a 
different  conclusion  to  that  of  the  noble 
Lord.  There  were  a  very  considerable 
number  of  teachers  who  were  not  trained 
at  the  training  schools.  The  Beport 
showed  that  24  per  cent  of  the  male, 
and  nearly  37  per  cent  of  the  female 
teachers,  did  not  receive  their  education 
at  those  institutions.  He  thought,  in 
all  probability,  that  would  continue  to 
be  the  case.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
the  Training  Colleges  had  become  filled, 
and  had  responded  to  a  considerable 
extent  to  the  increased  demand ;  but  he 
thought  the  Department  itself  did  not 
look  forward  to  their  fully  meeting  the 
demand.  The  chief  reason  for  his 
supporting  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was,  that  he  thought  the  present 
restrictions  in  the  English  Code,  as  com- 
pared with  the  Scotch  Code,  threw  ob- 
stacles in  the  way  of  better  training 
being  given  to  those  who  did  not  go  to 
the  present  Training  Colleges.  He  did 
not  see  why  the  Department  should  not 
try  the  experiment  of  having  day  Train- 
ing Colleges  in  large  towns.  The  effect 
would  be  that  side  by  side  with  the 
present  Training  Colleges  we  should 
have  a  number  of  day  Colleges  or 
Halls,  in  which  there  would  be  scho- 
lastic teaching  in  which  young  men  and 
young  women  would  also  serve  an  ap- 
prenticeship to  the  art  of  teaching,  and 
in  which  care  would  be  taken  that  they 
were  well  looked  after  during  the  period 
they  were  receiving  instruction,  a  result 
which  might  be  secured  by  providing 
that  they  should  not  be  admitted  into 
these  day  Colleges  unless  upon  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  managers.  By  that 
means  we  should,  he  thought,  be  able 
to  get  teachers  beyond  the  supply  now 
furnished  by  the  l^aining  Colleges  with 
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as  great  proficiency  and,  at  tba 
time,  at  a  much  less  cost.     He 
to  hear  the  noble  Lord  say  that  ImooqU 
not  listen  to  any  of  those  wigyertioM 
because  of  the  necessity  of  keeping  «p 
in  this  country  secarity   for  reli^;io«B 
teaching ;  for  if  the  Vote  for  Trmuung 
Colleges  were  to  be  based  upon  tiiat 
argument,  he   strongly  suspected  that 
no  Education  Departoient  would  be  afalt 
to  maintain  its  position.     He  wae  ii 
anxious    as   anyone  that  our   taeciien 
should  receive  religious  inetrootion ;  but 
at    present  there  was    nothing   whidi 
made  it  neoessary  that  Training  Col- 
leges should  give  religiouB  instmctiflit 
al&ough,  of  course,  we  were  glad  to 
know  &at  they  did  do  so.    He  belieiTed, 
he  might  add,  that  there  would  be  gnat 
difficmty  in  inpreasing  the  number  0i 
Training  Collies,  umess  some  meaiif 
were  provided  by  which  youn?  men  tod 
women  might  be  trained  for  the  prafaft- 
sion  of  teaching  without  being  ccw^MQed 
to  go  to  a  denominational  C(£ege.    T^ 
question  of  expense,  too,   was  not  a 
slight  one.      The  oost  of  training  ta 
Ei^lish  teacher  was  nearlv  £39,  while 
the  Scotch  teacher  cost  little  more  tbaa 
£25,  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  a  g^ 
tem  which  had  been  found  to  work  vsO 
in  Scotland  should  not  be  introdacai 
into  the  English  Code. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dwitUd  .'-^Aym  121 ;  Nosi 
78:  Majority  43.— (Div.  Liet,  No.  f»,) 

EDUCATION    DEPABTMENT  —  SCHOOL 
BOAEDS-SELECnON  OF  SUBJECTS. 

OBSBBVAnoirs. 

8m  JOHN  LUBBOCK,  who  bd 
given  Notice  of  his  intention  to  move— 

'"That  it  IB  dttdiable  to  modify  the  EdaettM 
Code  in  such  a  manner  as  to  nve  School  Botnb 
and  Committees  more  latitnae  in  the  idsetiai 
of  BubjectSf  and  in  determining  the  order  ai 
mode  in  which  those  snbjects  should  be  tasght," 

said,  that,  though  he  was  prevented  hj 
the  Forms  of  the  House  from  moving  his 
Besolution,  he  desired  to  direct  the  it* 
tention  of  the  House  to  this  importut 
question.  It  was  true  that  a  number  of 
so-called  special  subjects  were  nominiDj 
permitted  to  be  taught ;  but  it  was,  b 
feared,  evident  that  practically  the  SJm- 
dule  to  the  Code  must  remain  a  dead  lat- 
ter. Until  Ihe  last  year  or  two,  reading 
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wxitniff ,  sad  anUimetio  were  the  only 
ofwiipqwwy   talnects ;    and   regarding 
otharSy  the  aohoof  managers  were  allowed 
to  Mleiet  anything  they  pleaaed  out  of  a 
Mftain  haL    Suddenlj,  however,  with- 
out mnj  reason  giyen,  or  any  discusaion 
inthiftHoiuey  Ukis  dieoretion  had  been 
abrog^ated,  and  hiBtory,  geography,  and 
graounar,  or  two  of  ^em,  were  made 
codDolaoiy.    Now  this  regulation  prac- 
tioaUj  excluded  other  subjects ;  because, 
aoooo^ing   to    the  last   Keport  of  the 
Edaoation  Department,  whi(^  dealt  with 
the  year  before  the  present  Oode  came 
into  operation,  only  13  children  in  the 
whole  of  England  were  sent  in  for  ex- 
amination  in  more  than  two  subjects. 
Practioally,  almost  all  discretion  and  all 
power  in  these  matters  had  been  taken 
uom  the  local  school  managers,  and  con* 
ceotrated  in  the  Privy  Council.      He 
doabted   whether,  under   any   ciroum- 
stancea,  it  would  be  desirable  thus  to 
stereotype  one  form  of  education  for 
erery  school  in  the  Kingdom ;  but  surely 
we  ought  not  to  do  so  without  being 
Tery  dear  as  to  the  beet  system.    There 
was,    however,    very   great    difference 
of  opinion    on   this  head.     The   first 
aatliority  to  which  he  would  refer,  was 
that  of  a  Gommittee  of  that  House.    It 
was  presided  over  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  fer  Banbury  (Mr.  B.  8a- 
muelson),  and,    after  careful  inquiry, 
ther  reported  that,   in    their  opinion, 
*'  eiementaiy  instruction    in    the   phe- 
ttomena  of  nature  should  be  given  in 
(4ementary  schools."    The  next  autho- 
rity which  he  would  ouote  was  the  Royal 
Commission,  presided  over  by  the  Duke 
of  Devonshire,  which  unanimoualv  re- 
commended that  more  substantial'  en- 
oooragement  should   be    given  to  the 
teaching  of  the  rudiments  of  science  in 
oar  elementary  schools.     In  Scotland, 
too,  great  dissatisfaction  was  felt  with 
the  present  system.    At  the  last  Con- 
fersooe  of  elementary  teachers,  held  in 
Lendon,  and  very  numerously  attended, 
it  was    resolved  that    the    system    of 
payment   *' embodied   in  the    Code   is 
unsound  in  principle  and  injurious  to  the 
piogress  of  true  education."    The  In- 
spectors of  schools  differed  greatly  as  to 
the  most  suitable  subjects.     Even  in 
rsgavd   to    geography,   they  were  not 
MiawimnM  This,  asasubjoct,  was  Said  to 
lead  itself  very  muoh  to  ''cram."    One 
of  the  Lupeotors  gave  in  support  some 
Tsiy  amnsing  answers.     For  instance, 


in  answer  to  a  question  of  "  What  are 
mountains  and  nvers  ?  "  one  girl  replied 
that  **  Mountains  in  some  parts  of  the 
world  are  very  useful.  In  Africa,  for 
instance,  they  ^oot  out  gold. ' '  Of  rivers 
she  had  not  so  favourable  an  opinion, 
though  she  thought ''  they  were  all  very 
weU  in  some  countries  where  there  was 
very  little  rain."  He  confessed,  however, 
that  he  thought  geography  a  very  good 
subject,  though  he  was  not  convinced 
that  it  ought  to  be  continued  during  the 
whole  course,  to  the  exclusion  of  other 
subjects.  The  mere  skeleton  of  history 
taught  in  our  elementary  schools  con- 
tained little  more  than  dates,  wars,  and 
murders ;  but  dates  and  crimes  no  more 
constituted  the  history  of  a  nation  than 
sinews  and  bones  made  a  man.  As  re- 
garded grammar,  the  Inspectors  were  by 
no  means  agreed,  and  many  of  them,  it 
would  seem  £rom  the  Beport,  even  a 
majority,  were  strongly  against  it.  After 
referring  to  the  mode  in  which,  accord- 
ing to  Mr.  Fearon,  grammar  was  to  be 
taught,  the  hon.  Baronet  proceeded  to 
point  out  that  language  had  been  cre- 
ated and  perfected  by  use  and  not  by 
study.  If  our  ancestors  had  been  edu- 
cated under  the  system  of  the  noble 
Lord,  our  language  -  would  be  far  less 
terse,  and  would  have  attained  far  less 
convenience  than  fortunately  it  had  ac- 
quired. But,  if  the  best  auUiorities  dis- 
approved of  grammar,  which  the  Educa- 
tion Department  had  rendered  almost 
compulsory,  there  seemed  a  very  general 
agreement  that  literature — which  they 
had  excluded — was  the  very  best  of  aU 
the  subjects.  Mr.  Currey  thought  it ''  as 
useful  and  satisfactory  as  any,"  and 
would  like  to  see  greater  encouragement 
given  to  it.  Mr.  Williams  preferred  it 
to  any  of  the  other  subj  ects.  Literature, 
however,  would  be  almost  excluded  by 
the  present  Code.  It  was*  true  that  the 
children  had  to  leam  a  certain  number 
of  lines  by  heart.  That  was  all  very 
well,  but  it  was  not  literature.  Again,  in 
the  teeth  of  strong  Beports  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  House,  and  by  a  Boyal 
Commission,  in  favour  of  teaching 
elementary  science  in  schools,  the  Code 
was  so  framed  that  science  was  practi- 
cally excluded.  Now,  did  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors  approve  of  this  ?  Not  at  all. 
Mr.  Danby  regretted — 

**  the  entire  abeence  of  any  attempt  to 
teach  the  imalleet  rudimenta  of  experimental 
•eienoe.    The  eontequent  atrophj  of  one  aet  of 
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faculties  is  a  result  to  be  much  deplored.  I 
humbly  submit  to  your  Lordships  Uie  advisa- 
bility of  directly  encouraging  m  the  sdiool 
course  such  kind  and  amount  of  teaching  as  will 
furnish  scholars  with  the  acquaintance  with  the 
primary  conceptions  of  physical  science." 

Mr.  Legard  said — 

«  One  of  the  weakest  points  about  our  'RTigH*^ 
elementary  education  is  its  unscientifio  character; 
the  idea  that  there  is  such  a  thing  as  a  science 
of  education  is  quite  a  novel  one,  and  our  back- 
wardness in  this  respect  is  one  of  the  reasons 
why  the  results  in  schools  are  not  more  satis- 
factory." 

He  had  referred  at  some  lengtli  to  the 
opinions  of  Her  Majesty's  &spectors, 
because  their  views  would  have  great 
weight  with  the  House ;  but  there  was 
one  class  whose  opinions  were  entitled 
to  even  greater  consideration — namely, 
the  children  themselves.  They  mie^ht 
trust  to  the  instincts  of  healthy,  sensible 
children  in  the  selection  of  food  for  the 
mind,  as  well  as  for  the  bodv.  They 
knew  what  they  could  assimilate,  and 
the  present  system  being  essentiallj 
bookish,  overtaxed  their  memory,  but  ap- 
pealed neither  to  their  reason  nor  to  their 
imagination,  and  was  therefore  distasteful 
to  them.  Now,  it  was  noticeable  that 
in  the  Scotch  Schedule  there  were  five 
subjects,  and  in  the  Irish  no  less  than 
10,  which  were  entirely  excluded  from 
England.  The  Education  Department 
might,  indeed,  say  that  they  had  not  the 
same  control  in  Ireland,  but  that  argu- 
ment could  not  apply  to  Scotland. 
Again,  domestic  economy  was  confined 
to  the  girls.  It  included,  according  to 
the  rules  laid  down,  a  knowledge  of 
<'  Food,  clothing  and  its  materials,  the 
dwelling,  cleansing,  and  ventilation." 
Why  should  not  boys  learn  about  clean- 
liness and  ventilation,  the  management  of 
income,  expenditure,  and  saving  ?  Surely, 
these  subjects  were  most  important.  He 
also  pointed  out  the  inconvenience  of 
the  minute  and  stringent  rules  laid  down 
by  the  Department.  For  instance,  what- 
ever subject  a  school  determined  to  take 
up,  it  had  to  conform  to  the  most  minute 
rules  as  to  the  mode  in  which  that  sub- 
ject was  to  be  taught,  and  the  order  of 
succession  in  which  various  parts  of  it 
were  to  be  taken  up.  A  specified  part 
was  to  be  taken  in  the  first  year,  another 
in  the  second,  and  a  third  in  a  third. 
But  that  arrangement  would  work  very 
ill  in  the  numerous  class  of  schools  in 
which  only  about  20  or  30  chUdren 
would  learn  some  special  subject,  as 

Sir  John  Lubhoch 


the    Code   would    practically    r«q 
them  to  be  dividea    into  three 
rate  classes.    He  deprecated,  tfaerolldvv, 
these    minute    rules,    and    mftinteined 
that    even  if  the    bluest  aatboritiM 
were  agreed  as  to  the   beet    ■jefiii 
it  would  not  be  wise  to  lay  it  down   ma 
an  imperative  and  univernl  role.     H«r 
Majesty's  Government  had  reooigmaed 
this  principle  by  having  a  different  Cod* 
for  each  of  the  Three  Kingdoms ;  bat 
different  parts  of  England  differed  from 
one  another  at  least  as  much  as  Dnm- 
fries  from  Northumberiand.    Sorriy  ta 
an  agricultural  school  agriculture  ofo^lit 
not  to  be  excluded ;  while  in  minrng  and 
manufacturing  districts  a  certain  amoont 
of  chemical  or  physical  instruction,  bear- 
ing on  the  staple  industriee,  would  not  be 
out  of  place.  Again,  much  would  depend 
on  the  character  of  the  maeter.     Demi 
Dawes  and  Mr.  Henslowe  bad  erected 
schools  proverbial  for  excellence.      In 
both  cases  great  weight  was  attaehed 
to  elements^  science,  and  the  aehoob 
had  been  very  successful.    He  did  not 
on  that  account  propose  that  elementaiy 
science  should  be  made  compulsory,  but 
he  submitted  that  it  ought  not  to  be 
excluded.    Many  persons  regretted  tkst 
School  Committee  elections  turned  to 
much    on    theological  queedona;    bat, 
under  existing  arrangements,  who  ooaU 
wonder  at  this  ?     School  boards  had,  ia 
fact,  scarcely  any  voice  in  educatioBtl 
questions.        It     was    most    desbahlc 
that  the  best  men  and  women  shooU 
consent  to  act  on  school  boards;  bet 
how  could  they  be  expected  to  do  so,  if 
deprived  of  the  most  important  of  tihcir 
legitimate  functions.    Again,  it  was  ad- 
mitted that,  under  the  old  syetem,  tb* 
masses  of  the  school  might  nave  bMt 
neglected  in  some  cases  and  attewtiai 
given  too  exclusively  to  the  clever  oom; 
but  was  there  not  now  a  danger  of  bJ^ 
ing  into  the  opposite  and  more  iktsi 
error  of  neglecting  the  masses  for  theakt 
of  the  stupid  chudren  ?    He  would  aot 
disguise  from  the  House  that  the  presai 
system    of   elementaiy    education  vsi 
very  far  from  being  his  own  ideal    Kot 
that  he  wished  to  make  education  iDon 
laborious,   more  difficult,   or  mofe  ab- 
struse.   Far  from  it.    The  prseent  sp* 
tem  overtaxed  the  children ;  it  weenfd 
memory,    neglected    imaffmatioa,  tad 
discourajged    thought.      The    snbjeete 
taught    had    too    little    refsraiof   to 
the  realities   of  life.     The  wearisoms 
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monotony  of  dates  and  batdes,  the  ab- 
fttmse   technicalities  of  grammar,  were 
more  trying,  more  difficult  to  children 
than  the  subjects  he  recommended.    He 
did  not,  however,  ask    Her  Majesty's 
Qoremment  to  substitute  other  subjects 
for  those  which  they  had  chosen ;  all  he 
said  was,  Po  not  unnecessarily  impose 
on  aebools  a  system  as  to  the  wisdom  of 
vhioh,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  there  are 
grave  doubts,  and  do  not  deprive  school 
managers   of    the    power   they    have 
hitherto  exercised,  and  which  you  ^our- 
aelTea  admit  they  have  used  with  judg- 
moit.     Be  would  urge  as  modifications 
of  the  Code  that  fl;rammar,  history,  and 
reography  should  be  restored   to    the 
pcheduJe,   '  iThe  result  would  be  that 
Trading,  writing,  and  arithmetic  would 
be  the  compulsory  subjects,  and  school 
managers  would  select  and  arrange  the 
other  subjects  as   they  thought    best. 
The  instructions  contained  in  the  Code 
as  regarded  the  mode  of  teaching  the 
ipecud'  subjects  should  be  regarded  as 
suggesEtive  merely,  leaving  the   actual 
details  to  be  settled  between  the  school 
authuiities  and  the  Inspector.  Chemistry 
and  agriculture  should  be  added  to  the 
list  of  special  subjects,  and  in  some  of 
the  manufacturing  and  mining  districts 
elementary  classes  bearing  on  the  special 
indofltry  of  the  locality  might  be  de- 
sirable.  Agriculture  was  included  in  the 
Irish  Code,  and  the  Irish  Board  had  pro- 
duced a  very  excellent  little  book  on  the 
subject.    At  any  rate,  it  was.  a  curious 
commentary  on  the  present  system  that 
«o  many  subjects  which  were  included  in 
Lreland  should  be  forbidden  in   Eng- 
land.    Finally,  boys  should  not  be  ex- 
doded   from    the  classes  on  domestic 
economy.     The  noble  Lord  might  say 
that  it  was  not  desirable  to  disturb  the 
Code   again.    That  would  be  a  strong 
argument,  if  any  new  conditions  were 
proposed;    but  the  noble   Lord  would 
in  candour  admit  that  it  was   no   ar- 
Kument  against  a  relaxation.  The  course 
he    Tentiued    to    sugg^  would   im- 
pose no  new  duties  or  conditions   on 
school  managers  or  on  school  committees. 
Those  who  preferred  the  present  system 
would   continue   to  act  as  at  present 
Thus  the  alteration  oould  not  reasonably 
be  objected  to  from  that  point  of  view. 
He  did  not  ask  that  education  should  be 
made  more  difficult,  or  more  abstruse. 
Quite  the  reverse.    He  wished  to  see  it 
made  more  amusing,  and  he  thought  that 


explanations  should  be  given  of  the 
simple  phenomena  of  nature,  of  day  and 
night,  summer  and  winter,  of  dews  and 
£rost,  of  the  properties  of  air  and  water,  of 
the  simple  rules  which  regulate  health, 
of  the  nature  of  the  simpler  processes  of 
ag^culture,  of  the  different  sorts  of  soil, 
and  of  the  common  domestic  animals. 
All  he  asked  was  that  while  reading, 
writing,  and  arithmetic  were  compulsory. 
Boards  and  Committees  should  be  per- 
mitted to  select  such  of  the  other  special 
subjects  as  they  might  prefer,  and  should 
teach  them  as  ^ey  might  think  best.  He 
would  trouble  the  House  with  only  one 
more  quotation — from  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment. 
The  noble  Lord,  speaking  in  the  House, 
had  said — 

''  It  became  the  House  well  to  oonnder  what 
might  be  the  effect  of  interfering  with  the  habit 
of  self-government  by  the  people  of  England. 
It  applied  to  him  that  the  Society  of  Educa- 
tion, that  school  of  philosophers,  were,  with  all 
their  vaunted  intellect  and  learning,  fast  return- 
ing to  the  system  of  a  barbarous  age—the  sys- 
tem,of  paternal  government.  Wherever  was 
found  what  was  cculed  a  paternal  government, 
was  found  a  State  education.  ...  It  had 
been  discovered  that  the  best  way  to  insure  im- 
plicit obedience  was  to  commence  tyranny  in  the 
nurseiT.  The  truth  was  that,  where  everything 
was  left  to  the  Gh)vemment,  the  subject  became 
a  machine." 

But  this  was  just  what  the  noble  Lord 
himself  was  now  doing,  and  Her 
Maiesty's  Oovemment,  that  **  school  of 
philosophers"  were  too  prone  to  cen- 
tralization. They  were  depriving  local 
authorities  of  duties  and  functions 
which  they  had  hitherto  exercised. 
Local  self-government,  however,  was 
the  basis  of  political  freedom ;  and 
in  the  cause  of  freedom,  no  less  than  in 
that  of  education,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  approve  the  policy  which  he  had 
advocated. 

Mb.  a.  MIIJjS  said,  what  he  under- 
stood the  hon.  Baronet  to  suggest  was 
that  power  should  be  g^ven  to  school 
boards  and  managers  of  schools  to  make 
a  larger  selection  of  subjects  beyond 
those  which  the  Oode  made  imperative 
with  a  view  to  interest  the  children. 
There  were  now  10  of  those  subjects, 
and  there  were  three  or  four  with  regard 
to  which  a  very  large  discretion  was 
exercised  by  managers  of  schools.  There 
were  many  thousands  of  children  who 
were  now  receiving  instruction  in  Latin, 
Mathematics,  Animal  Physiology,  and 
Domestic  Economy.    Ho  found  £om  the 
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Betums  made  to  the  Department  that 
34,000  children    had  presented  them- 
selves in  English  literature,   5,000   in 
Mathematics,  and  5,200  in  Animal  Phy- 
siology. There  was,  therefore,  at  present, 
a  large  power  of  selection.     The  hon. 
Baronet  wished  that  there  should  be  less 
dictation  and  more  liberty  with  regard 
to  this  choice  of  subjects.    There  was, 
however,   very  considerable  liberty  in 
this  respect,  and  the  hon.  Baronet  and 
the  House  should  never  forget  that  over 
the  children  in  the  elementary  schools 
we  could  have  control  only  imtil  they 
were  13  years  of  age,  and  that  of  26,400 
children  presented  in  the  6th  standard 
no  fewer  than  19,000  failed  in  one  or 
other  of  the  three  elementary  subjects- 
reading,  writing,  and  arithmetic.     And 
if  we  were  to  widen  the  area  of  selec- 
tion with  regard  to  the  subjects  in  the 
fourth  Schedule  of  the  Code  we  must  not 
conceal  from  ourselves  that  it  would  ne- 
cessarily involve  either  a  larger  expendi- 
ture in  providing  additional  masters  or 
the  straining  of  the  powers  of  the  pre- 
sent masters  and  certificated  teachers, 
who  were  already  worked  hard  enough, 
and  which  he  would  be  very  sorry  to  see 
done.    When  we  had  got  such  a  large 
number  of  children  who  were  not  up  in 
the  standard  subjects,  he  thought  it  use- 
less to  add  special  subjects  which  they 
were  not  likely  to  be  able  to  assimilate. 
The  Inspectors  and  all  who  had  most 
experience  in  the  working  of  our  schools 
told  us  that  the  elementary  subjects  were 
far  from  being  thoroughly  learnt ;   and 
therefore  we  ought  to  take  care  that  a 
higher  standard  should  be  attained  in 
those  subjects  before  we  went  further. 
In  the  School  Board  of  London,  taking 
simply  the  teaching  power,  each  child 
cost  £2  12«.  per  annum,  or  at  the  rate 
of  1«.  per  week.    Of  that  U.  2d.  was 
paid  by  private  means,  as  the  fees  in 
the  board  schools  averaged  2d.  per  week, 
and  the  remaining  10^.  was  borne  by 
the  public  funds.    He  did  not  grudge 
that  money  if  the  children  were  properly 
taught.    But  when  five-sixths  of  the  cost 
of  elementary  teaching  came  from  the 
public  funds,  it  was  time  they  looked  at 
the  manner  in  which  the  money  was 
spent.     He  was  afraid  if  they  widened 
the  area  so  as  to  include  the  extra  sub- 
jects proposed  by  the  hon.  Baronet  they 
would  be  giving  the  children  of  trades- 
men and  upper  servants,  for  a  contri- 
bution of  2a.  per  week,  an  education 
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such  as  he  oould  only  get  for  his  boy  at 
Eton,    though   the   parents  were  per- 
fectly able  to  pay  the  full  cost  ci  their 
children's    education.    If  they  altered 
the  Code  under  pressure  in  this  matter 
they  would  be  landed  in  a  s3rBtem  which 
the  rate  and  taxpayers  of  England  would 
not  at  all  fancy.    It  was  idle  to  sappoee 
that  they  could  increase  the  area  of  tnese 
extra  subjects  without  considerably  in- 
creasing ^eir  teaching  power,  and  that 
would  necessarily  greatly  add  to  the 
expense.     He  therefore  felt  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  oppose  the  Amendment  of  die 
hon.  Baronet. 

Mb.    LEVESON   GOWER   thought 
there  was  great  force  in  the  observations 
of  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John  Lubbock), 
which  was  not  in  any  degree  weak^ied 
by  the  contention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  last  addressed  the  House.     The 
question  of  expense  he  considered  they 
might  safely  leave  to  the  local  authori- 
ties.   The  proposal  was  not  that  the 
school  boaids  should  be  compelled  to 
teach  these  subjects,  but  that  they  should 
be  permitted  to  teach  them,  and  there- 
fore the  i^ument  of  expense  did  not 
come  in.     He  wished  to  call  attention  to 
the  importance  of  promoting  instruction 
in  domestic  economy  in  the  public  Ele- 
mentary Schools,  and  chiefly  as  regarded 
cookery.     He  could  speak  with  some 
authority  on  the  matter,  having  for  the 
last  three  or  four  years  paid  gpreat  atten- 
tion to  it.    He  had  acted  as  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  for  carrying  out  the 
Training  School  of  Cookery  at  South 
Kensington.   In  March  last  2,444  papib 
had  passed  through  that  school,   and 
cookery  schools  were  now  established  in 
nearly  all  large  towns  in  England  and 
Scotland.     Of  the  printed  recipes  for 
different  dishes  there  were  sold  last  year 
at  South  Kensington  School,  at  Id,  eadx, 
38,000  copies.  In  December  they  estab- 
lished 15  local  classes  in  and  about  the 
Metropolis,  the  success  of  which  had 
been  most  remarkable.    The  attendance 
had  exceeded  13,000,  chiefly  the  wives 
of  small  shopkeepers.    The  fees  ranged 
from  2d.  to  6d.    But  the  wives  of  artt* 
zans  were,  of  all  others,  the  class  q>e* 
cially  interested,  and  there  seemed  to  be 
great  difficulty  in  getting  them  to  attend 
those  classes.    The  only  way  to  get  at 
them  would  be  to  teaoh  cookexy  in  sehoci 
That  was  the  opinion  of  some  of  ^ 
school  boards  in  the  country.    Tbe  Loa* 
don  School  Board  had  lairt  year  estib* 
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fished  four  local  centres  for  teaching 
cookery.  In  order  that  real  and  lasting 
good  might  be  done  by  instruction  in 
oookerj,  it  must  be  given  by  persons 
who  had  themselves  been  specially 
taught.  There  had  been  sent  to  the 
Department  many  memorials  thanking 
the  Oovemment  for  the  valuable  recog- 
nition it  had  given,  and  urgino^  it  to  go 
fbrther.  Previously  theoretical  informa- 
tion  respecting  food  and  its  preparations 
had  been  disseminated,  and  the  subject 
had  been  connected  with  clothing  and 
materials  for  clothing,  and  it  was  thought 
that  food  might  be  made  a  separate 
sabject,  and  payments  made  for  prac- 
tical instruction  in  the  same  manner  as 
for  the  teaching  of  elementaiy  sciences. 
The  principles  of  agriculture  had  been 
added  to  the  list  of  special  subjects ;  and 
aa  regarded  the  practical  result  there 
was  an  essential  correspondence  between 
agriculture  and  the  preparation  of  food. 
An  increase  in  the  number  of  instruc- 
tors was  necessary,  but  the  cost  of  that 
increase  would  be  comparativelv  slight, 
for  a  good  instructor  could  teach  a  very 
large  number  of  persons.  It  would  also 
be  necessary  to  have  special  Inspectors 
to  see  that  the  work  was  thoroughly  and 
efficiently  done.  Although  cookery  was 
a  very  important  matter,  it  did  not  take 
long  to  learn.  A  very  few  days  were 
suffident  for  the  puipose;  but,  when 
learnt,  its  application  made  a  wonderful 
difference  in  the  working  man's  home, 
and  it  was  on  that  account  he  believed 
it  worth  while  doing  what  he  could  to 
induce  the  (Government  to  encourage  the 
itody  of  it. 


EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  ALLOW- 
ANCES  AND  PENSIONS  OF  TEACHERS. 

OBSERVATIOirS. 

Lord  FRANCIS  HERVEY,  who  had 
given  Notice  of  his  intention  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  restrictions  placed  on  the 
allowance  of  pensions  to  teachers ;  and 
to 


"  HmU  it  ifl  dfittmble  to  relax  the  reitriotuma 
tapoeed  on  the  allowance  of  peononf  to  teachen 
oi  elementazy  aohools," 

Mid,  notwithstanding  the  generous  con- 
ceanons  that  had  been  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  in  favour  of  the  representations 
whidi  had  been  made  to  him,  there  was 
•tin  considerable  irritation  and  soreness 
among  teachersi  because  the  value  of 


those  concessions  was  diminished  by  con- 
ditions which  operated  to  the  prejudice 
of  some  of  the  most  deserving  teachers. 
One  condition  was  that  an  applicant 
for  a  pension  must  be  a  certificated 
teacher  at  the  time  of  the  application, 
and  this  told  with  great  hardship  on 
those  who  after  long  service  had  resigned 
before  the  Minute  was  issued.  Another 
condition  was  that  an  applicant  must 
have  been  continously  employed  in  teach- 
ing from  the  9th  of  May,  1862;  and 
many  a  career  of  long  and  valuable 
service  had  been  interrupted  by  excep- 
tional circumstances.  He  thought  their 
case  deserving  of  the  consideration  of 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council.  As  a 
general  rule  the  limitations  imposed  by 
the  Code  were  fair  and  just,  but  he 
thought  that  some  of  them  might  be 
advantageously  set  aside. 

Mb.  grant  DUFF:  The  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Maidstone  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  is  not,  as 
I  imderstand  it,  to  cause  more  subjects 
to  enter  into  the  obligatory  teaching  of 
elementary  schools.  He  merely  wants 
greater  latitude  to  be  given  as  to  the 
choice  of  the  extra  subjects  to  be  taught. 
At  present,  they  are  for  practical  pur- 
poses three  only — geography,  history, 
and  grammar — for  two  of  these  must  be 
taken  up  as  a  matter  of  necessity.  Now, 
for  the  purpose  of  elementary  teaching, 
geography  and  history  should  be  con- 
sidered as  one  subject,  since  geography, 
unless  taught  in  connection  with  the 
broad  facts  of  history,  is  a  very  imperfect 
study.  Geography,  taught  in  connection 
with  the  history  of  the  earth  and  of  man 
on  the  earth,  is  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant of  studies  for  Englishmen  of  all 
classes.  You  could  give,  of  course,  only 
a  very  general  training  in  geog^phy 
thus  interpreted  in  elementary  schools ; 
but  a  good  foundation  might  be  laid 
which  could  easily  bo  built  upon  in  future 
years.  (Grammar  is,  however,  quite  out 
of  place  as  an  obligatory  extra  subject. 
The  little  grammar  which  is  a  necessary 
part  of  elementary  education  should  be 
taught  through  writing  and  speaking 
the  English  tongue ;  and  for  the  gram- 
mar now  taught  as  an  extra  subject 
should  be  substituted,  if  there  are  to  be 
obligatory  extra  subiects,  some  subject 
to  be  chosen  at  will  from  the  various 
sciences  which  educate  the  observing 
faculties.  Ptobably,  however,  it  might 
be  better  to  have  no  obligatory  extra  sub* 
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jects  at  all,  but  to  allow  school  managers 
to  select  freely  out  of  the  extensive  list 
authorized  by  the  Privy  Council  any  two 
extra  subjects  in  which  they  felt  them- 
selves most  competent  to  get  instruction 
for  their  schools.  Some  mistakes  would 
be  made,  no  doubt;  but  the  risk  of  a 
few  mistakes  would  be  more  than  com- 
pensated for  by  the  greater  zeal  which 
school  managers  and  teachers  would 
put  into  their  work  if  they  were  left  a 
little  more  liberty. 

Mb.  GOLDNEY  said,  the  amount 
which  the  Department  were  authorized 
to  spend  in  pensions  amounted  to  £6,500, 
while  they  had  only  granted  allowances 
to  96  pensioners,  amounting  to  one-third 
of  the  money  authorized  to  be  so  em- 
ployed. Instead,  therefore,  of  carrying 
out  what  had  plainly  been  the  wish  of 
Parliament,  the  Education  Department 
had  restricted  the  ffrant  to  about  one- 
third  of  what  had  been  intended.  The 
Department  had,  however,  originally 
contemplated  the  grant  of  the  whole  of 
these  pensions. 

Mr.  RATHBONE  said,  that  in  the 
North  of  England  the  greatest  interest 
was  taken  in  the  cookery  lessons,  and 
that  from  such  small  experiments  as  had 
been  made  the  greatest  oenefit  would  be 
derived  from  promoting  instruction  in 
domestic  economy  in  the  public  elemen- 
tary schools.  He  should  like  to  call 
attention  to  the  injustice  sometimes 
done  to  elementary  schools  and  their 
teachers  when  examined  by  an  Inspector 
who  had  no  previous  experience  ;  and  if 
it  had  been  possible,  it  was  his  intention 
to  move  **  That  it  is  desirable  to  provide 
for  preliminary  training  of  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors  of  Schools.  It  was  almost 
incredible  that  when  so  much  of  the 
efficiency  of  the  schools  depended  on  the 
efficiency  of  the  inspection,  an  examina- 
tion of  the  school  should  be  left  to  a 
young  man  fresh  from  College,  who  had 
received  no  preliminary  training  for  the 
work  he  had  to  do.  He  knew  nothing 
of  what  a  child  could  or  ought  to  do, 
and  was  likely  either  to  mghten  the 
children  by  his  strictness  or  injure  the 
school  by  his  laxity.  He  believed  that 
a  young  Inspector  went  round  with  the 
Senior  Inspector  of  his  district  for  a 
month  or  six  weeks,  and  that  his  Re- 
ports for  a  certain  period  passed  through 
the  hands  of  that  Inspector.  When, 
however,  a  young  man  intended  to  be  a 
doctor,  a  lawyer,  or  a  merchant,  he  was 

Jfr.  Grant  Duff 


placed  for  some  time — ^asually  for 
years — in  an  office  wherehecould  lean hii 
profession.  The  remedy  was  very  simpk. 
The    Education  Department  appointed 
eight  or  ten  Inspectors  eveiy  year.  Why 
should  not  the  President  of  the  C6iuicil 
take  the  best  eight  or  ten  men  in  hii 
list  and  appoint  them  a  year  beifore  h$ 
wanted  them?      They  ooold  then  be 
attached  to  the  beet  Inapecton,  and  ac- 
company them  in  their  inspeotioiL.    la 
that  vear  they  would  obtam  a  bettor 
knowledge  of  the  facts  and  methods  of 
teaching  than  they  would  find  out  by 
their  own  efforts  in  eight  or  ten  yearn 
The  whole  cost  of  the  proposal,  if  they 
gave  those  gentlemen  £250  each,  would 
amount  to  £2,500 ;  and  for  that  small 
expenditure  they  would  have  a  set  of  la- 
specters  who,  before  they  went  to  map^ct 
schools  and  to  decide  upon  the  grants, 
would  have  some  practical  knowMga  of 
the  work  they  had  to  do.    Another  evil 
which   required  correction  aroae  from 
the  Inspectors  varying  yerj  much  in 
their    standard   of  merit    in  diffennt 
schools.    The    10    head  Inspectort  to 
whom  the  training  of  the  other  Injec- 
tors should  be  given,  might  meet  to- 
gether to  exchange  their  experieooe; 
and  in  that  way  the  ineqoahtj  in  the 
||decisions  of  Inspectors  mifl;ht  be  dimi- 
nished, discontent  would  be  lemored, 
and  more  heart  infused  into  the  work  of 
the  schools. 


THE  EXPENDITURE  ON  ELEMENTAKV 
EDUCATION.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  GHAMBEBLAIN  rose  to  caU 
attention  to  the  results  of  the  increaacd 
expenditure  on  elementaxy  education, 
ana  to  the  great  differenoe  stiU  exifltiu 
between  the  average  attendance  of  diil- 
dren  and  the  numbers  who  ought  to  b« 
at  school.  Before  doing  so,  he  hetitiljr 
endorsed  what  had  fallen  from  the  boa. 
Member  for  Maidstone  (Sir  John  Lob- 
bock),  thinking  it  was  aesirable  to  girt 
some  discretion  to  local  authorities  ia 
order  to  prevent  our  ajrstem  of  educa- 
tion from  becoming  too  atereotyped, 
from  turning  out  all  the  dixldr«i  witk 
minds  cast  too  much  in  one  mould.  Ht 
also  cordially  supported  the  auggesboa 
of  the  hon.  Memoer  tot  Bodmm  (Mr. 
Leveson  Oower),  although  hia  own  ex- 
perience did  not  make  him  so  saagoiii* 
as  that  hon.  (Gentleman  appeared  to  b«. 
As  to  the  subject  to  whio£  ha  himiiif 
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▼iaked  to  call  attention,  he  thouglit  the 
facts  detailed  in  the  Beport  of  the  Edu- 
cation Department  as  to  the  progress  of 
education  were,  on  the  whole,  such  as 
majst  generally  fill  with  satisfaction  the 
mind  of  every  friend  of  education  in  the 
ooontry.    In  little  less  than  seyen  years 
thtfj  had  increased  the  accommodation 
for  elementary  teaching  by   1,500,000 
places,  and  the  attendance  had  increased 
IB  about  the  same  proportion.     There 
were  still  some  blots  in  the  picture,  but 
he  ,  hoped  that  in  course  of  time  they 
would  be  remoTed.     It   was  to  be  re- 
gretted that  the  outcome  of  the  instruc- 
tion giyen  to  the  immense  number  of 
children   now  on  the  registry  of   our 
schools  was  as  yet  so  small.    Only  about 
2,000,000  out  of  4,500,000  who  ought 
to  be  at  school  were  in  ayerage  attend- 
ance,   and  that  ag^ain  was  reduced  to 
about  1,000,000  of  children  presented 
for  examination,  of  whom  only  about 
two-thirds  passed  completely  in  any  of 
the  standards,  while  comparatiyely  few 
were  able  to  pass  the  sixtn  standard  of 
education,  even  at  the  age  of  13.    The 
new  system,  howeyer,  was  as  yet  only  in 
its  in&ncy,  and  had  scarcely  had  a  suffi- 
cient trial.    At  all  eyents,  we  were  on 
the  right  track,  and  better  results  were 
to  be  hoped  for  in  the  future.    The  pre- 
sent expenditure  for  education  was  yery 
large,  a  larger  sum  haying  been  asked 
for  this  year  than  had  oyer  been  asked 
for  by  any  Minister  of  Education  before, 
while  there  was  no  reason  to  belieye 
that   the   amount  had   yet  reached  its 
m^T^mnm.     Was  that  a  matter  for  re- 
gret  or   for   dissatisfaction?     It    was 
proved  in  the  case  of  the  school  boards 
that  the  nation  had  taken  in  hand  this 
work  of  national  instruction  and  had 
counted  the  cost,  and  was  ready  to  pay 
whaterer  was  necessary  for  the  purpose. 
Thoae  who  criticized  this  expenditure 
had  to  ask  themselyee,  not  what  was  the 
present   amount,  or   to  what   amount 
It  was  likely  to  reach,  but  whether  the 
work  could  properly  be  done  for  less. 
On    the  education  of  our  people  our 
poeition  as  a  great  commercial   nation 
naring  to  compete  with  other  and  more 
instructed  countries  depended.     Since 
1671  the  expenditure  on  education  had 
iacreaaed   from   nearly  £2,000,000    to 
£4,200,000,  or  114  per  cent.    The  aye- 
rage  cost  of  education  for  England  and 
W^m  was  something  like  d«.  4d.  per 
head  of  the  populatioui  of  which  2$. 


came  out  of  rates  and  taxes ;  while  in 
some  of  the  Swiss  Cantons  the  ayerage  was 
6«.  per  head.  Those  spent  most  econo- 
minally  and  wisely  who  spent  most.  It 
was  really  a  commercial  inyestment,  to 
put  it  on  no  higher  eround,  as  it  brought 
yery  large  returns  in  the  reduced  cost 
of  pauperism  and  crime,  and  the  in- 
creased welfare  and  prosperity  of  the 
country.  In  the  New  England  States 
only  7  per  cent  of  the  persons  aboye  10 
years  of  age  were  unable  to  read  and 
write,  and  that  uninstructed  7  per  cent 
actually  furnished  80  per  cent  of  the 
whole  conyicted  criminals  in  those 
States.  In  this  country,  while  the 
school  accommodation  had  increased  70 
per  cent  since  1871,  the  ayerage  attend- 
ance had  increased  only  62  per  cent.  It 
took  seyeral  years  before  the  new 
schools  could  be  g^t  into  good  working 
order,  and  therefore  they  could  not 
arriye  at  their  fair  normal  ayerage  ex- 
penditure until  they  had  been  in  opera- 
tion for  seyeral  years.  The  ayerage 
cost  of  education  had  increased  in  the 
case  of  the  voluntary  as  well  as  in  that 
of  the  board  schools,  and  on  the  average 
it  had  been  greater  in  the  latter  than  in 
the  former  case.  That  difference  was 
due  to  two  causes,  one  temporary  and 
the  other  permanent.  The  temporary 
cause  was  the  necessity  at  the  outset  of 
providing  stationary  and  educational 
implements,  while  the  permanent  cause 
was  the  increased  teacliing  staff.  The 
wisdom  of  the  increased  expenditure 
was  shown  b^  the  results.  Betums 
showed  that  in  1871  the  number  of 
children  who  passed  the  examination  in 
the  board  schools  was  1 1  per  cent  below 
the  ayerage  number  of  those  who  passed 
in  the  Church  schools ;  whereas  now  the 
number  of  children  who  passed  in  the 
board  schools  was  4^  per  cent  above  the 
number  of  those  who  passed  in  the 
Church  schools.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
in  the  future  the  results  would  be  still 
more  remarkable.  He  thought  when 
the  board  schools  had  fairly  outstripped 
all  competitors,  it  would  become  a  ques- 
tion worthy  the  consideration  of  the 
House  whether  we  could  with  propriety 
continue  to  make  enormous  grants  of 
public  money  for  institutions  which  to 
a  certain  extent  were  managed  by  irre- 
sponsible persons,  and  which  he  bdieved 
were  comparativelv  inefficient  for  the 
purposes  for  which  that  money  was 
granted.    He  knew  not  a  way  in  which 
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that  espenditure  could  be  diminished, 
but  he  did  know  a  way  in  which  the  re- 
sults might  be  very  greatly  increased. 
The  empty  places  in  the  board  schools 
might  be  filled  within  three  months  if  it 
were  not  for  our  adherence  to  a  system 
which  almost  every  other  nation  that 
took  an  interest  in  the  subject  of  educa- 
tion had  abandoned.  He  was  well 
aware  that  objections  might  be  taken  to 
the  general  establishment  of  free  schools. 
He  would  not  answer  those  objections 
now;  but  he  hoped  that  in  a  future 
Session  a  discussion  would  take  place  on 
the  whole  matter.  If,  however,  those 
objections  could  be  got  over — objections 
as  to  the  supposed  interference  of  the 
system  with  the  independence  of  the 
parent  and  his  personal  responsibility — 
ne  believed  the  result  would  be  an  enor- 
mous increase  of  the  educational  work 
that  was  now  being  done  without  an  ad- 
ditional penny  of  cost,  the  cost  being 
merely  (ustributed  in  a  different  way. 
The  experiment  had  already  been  so  far 
made  in  this  country.  In  Birmingham 
the  school  board  had  gone  as  far  as  the 
Education  Department  would  permit, 
reducing  the  fee  from  Sd,  to  Id,  per 
head  per  week;  and  the  amount  re- 
ceived in  pennies,  as  compared  with 
that  formerly  received  with  threepenny 
pieces,  was  more  than  trebled,  the  ave- 
rage attendance  having  correspondingly 
increased.  Even  the  small  fee  of  a  penny 
had  been  proved  to  be  a  barrier  to  the 
regular  and  universal  attendance  of  the 
children  at  school.  In  our  Colony  of  Vic- 
toria the  average  attendance  of  children 
at  school  increased  from  135,000  to 
206,000  in  two  years  after  the  aboli- 
tion of  fees.  In  the  United  States  of 
America  every  elementaiy  school  was 
free  at  the  present  time.  The  Beport 
of  the  Board  of  Education  showed  that 
all  the  States  were  unanimous  in  saying 
that  the  abolition  of  fees  was  foUowea 
in  every  case  by  an  immediate  increase 
in  the  average  attendance.  In  our 
Colony  of  Canada,  where  all  the  schools 
were  free,  compulsion  had  been  found 
to  be  absolutely  imnecessary.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  at  no  dis- 
tant day  see  the  desirability  of  giving 
effect  to  a  system  which  had  produced 
such  ^ood  results  in  every  instance 
where  it  had  been  tried. 

Viscount  SANDON,  referring  to  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Maidstone  (Sir  John  Lubbock), 

Mr.  Chamberlain 


said,  the  hon.  Baronet  had  a  derotad  at- 
t€u;hment  to  sdentifio  subjects,  and  nAte- 
rally  thought  it  was  of  great  importance 
that  science  should  be  taught  in  schools. 
But  there  was  a  considerable  diSerenct 
of  opinion  in  the  House  on  that  snbject 
In  the  course  which  the  Education  De- 
partment had  taken  on  that  subject  ikej 
were  supported  by  the  approval  of  a 
large  number  of  the  Inspectors.  They 
found  that  histoiy,  geography,  oad 
grammar  were  subjeds  uat  were  pcnmkr 
in  the  country.  He  cordially  agreea  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Elfin  Buzig^ 
(Mr.  GFrant  Duff),  that  children  shmild 
have  a  knowled^  of  geography  sad 
of  the  history  of  the  land  to  whidi 
they  belonged.  As  to  grammar,  many 
of  the  Inspectors  regarded  it  as  abo«( 
the  best  exercise  for  children's  minds. 
He  quite  agreed  that  useM  chanm 
might  hereafter  be  made  in  the  Code, 
but  he  believed  that  frequent  dianges  in 
the  regular  curriculum  of  the  instrocdoii 
of  the  children  were  very  much  to  be  de- 
precated. With  remrd  to  the  point  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bodmiii 
(Mr.  Leveson  Gt>wer),  the  hon.  Member 
was  fully  aware  that  the  Edueatton  De- 

Sartment  attached  great  importance  to 
omestic  economy,  because  they  believed 
that  if  they  could  teach  the  future  wives 
of  our  artizans  the  art  of  simple  and  good 
cookery  they  would  be  doing  a  great 
deal  towards  making  their  homes  com- 
fortable and  happy.  The  fSact,  however, 
had  been  rather  overlooked  that  all  the 
Training  Colleges  could  at  the  preeeot 
time  appoint  teachers  of  cookery  if  tliej 
chose,  and  indeed  he  was  rather  sur- 
prised that  more  of  such  teachers  were 
not  appointed.  The  appointment  of 
these  teachers  of  cookery  in  the  Train- 
ing Colleges  was  the  meet  hopeful  and 
practicaUe  method  of  promoting  the 
teaching  of  that  very  necessary  brandi 
of  domestic  economy,  because  tiie  ooit 
of  bringing  600  young  women  up  to 
London  for  the  purpose  of  their  beiog 
instructed  in  it  would  be  very  great,  1m 
having  been  assured  upon  gooa  autho- 
rity that  the  expense  of  tl^ee  montbi' 
tndaing  in  London  would  amount  to  £8$ 
per  head.  He  was  glad  to  say  that  the 
school  boards  were  taking  up  the  sub- 
ject warmly,  and  he  woula  roedaUr 
mention  that  the  Board  of  Sneflen 
fitted  up aseparate  room  in  their  adiooh 
with  an  artizan's  grate,  so  that  cockmf 
should  be  taught  with  the  8im|la  If* 
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jpUanoes  ayailable  in  an  artizan's  home. 
The  morement  was  a  tentatiye  one,  bnt 
the  country  approved  it,  and  he  ooold 
mamire  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Educa- 
tion Department  was  not  losing  sight  of 
it.  The  next  point  referred  to  was  that 
relating  to  the  pensions  of  teachers, 
which  had  been  noticed  by  the  noble 
liord  the  Member  for  Bury  St.  Edmunds 
(Xford  Francis  Henrey),  it  having  already 
been  brought  before  him  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Bates). 
This  was  a  subject  which  had  been 
looked  at  with  great  care  ;  but  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  which  sat  a  few 
yean  ago  to  consider  this  matter  had 
reported  to  the  Committee  of  Education 
to  the  following  effect : — 

**  Some  of  the  witnenes  have  infonned  your 
Committee  that  many  teachers  have  regarded 
these  3tlmatet  as  a  promise  of  pensions  to  all 
t— cbais  who  fulfilled  the  conditions  therein  laid 
down.  Your  Committee  are,  however,  of  opi- 
nion that  these  Minutes  of  1846  were  not  in- 
tended to  hold  out  any  such  promise,  hut  that 
their  true  construction  is  that  which  is  put  on 
tliem  by  the  Minutes  of  the  6th  of  August, 
1S61,  and  the  Oroular  Letter  of  October,  1861 
— namely,  that  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  took  power,  but  did  not  pledge  them- 
■elv<«  to  grant  pensions.  Suggestions  have 
been  made  to  your  Committee  for  superannua- 
tion schemes,  not  only  in  the  interests  of 
ttnih<s  B,  but  on  groonds  of  public  policy, 
which  they  think  worthy  of  further  oonsiden- 
tion ;  though  they  are  not  prepared,  on  the 
rrid^moe  which  they  have  been  able  to  take,  to 
express  any  opinion  upon  them." 

The  Ooremment,  however,  looked  at 
the  matter  from  an  equitable  point  of 
▼iew,  and  had  had  gpreat  satisfaction  in 
proriding  for  pensions  to  a  considerable 
number  of  teachers  who  had  entered 
the  profession  before  they  were  formally 
abolished ;  and  he  beUered  this  step  had 
giTen  much  pleasure  to  the  House  and 
the  country.  Ghreat  complaint  had  been 
made  that  the  Government  required  as 
a  condition  precedent  to  the  granting  of 
a  pension  that  the  teacher  must  have 
been  employed  in  a  school  until  the 
moment  when  he  applied  for  a  pension, 
and  must  have  been  serving  oontmuously 
as  a  teacher.  He  wished  to  know  how, 
if  the  applicant  had  ceased  to  be  a 
teacher,  «id  had  not  served  continuously 
in  that  emplojrment,  the  Department 
eoold  ascertain  what  his  merits  were  P 
Ihm  old  Minutes  laid  down  very  deariy 
HbaX  pensions  were  only  to  be  given 
in  certain  cases  where  favourable  re- 


ports were  given  by  the  Inspector  and 
by  the  trustees  and  managers  of  the 
schools  as  to  the  character  and  conduct 
of  the  applicantSi  and  as  to  the  man- 
ner   in    which    they    managed    their 
schools,   and    it    would   be  mipossible 
for  the  Department  to  obtain  that  in- 
formation if  the  applicants  had  ceased 
to  be  teachers.    The  complaint  was  also 
made  that  all  the  sum  granted  by  Par- 
liament was  not  now  allotted  by  the 
Department;    but    the    whole    £6,000 
a-year  which  Parliament  granted    for 
that  purpose  was  not  allotted  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  partly  because  it  was  kept 
back  for  the  relief  of  very  needy  cases 
which  were  certain  to  be  brought  imder 
their  notice  hereafter,   and  partly  be- 
cause there  had  not  been  more  appli- 
cants.    He   miffht    mention    that   the 
Department  had  only  refused  relief  to 
nine  applicants  other  than  those  who 
were  unable  to  prove  that  they    had 
served  continuously.    The  subject,  how- 
ever, would  receive  the  attention  of  the 
Department,  as,  he  need  hardly  assure 
^e  Oommittee,  they  wished  to  do  their 
best  to  relieve  the  very  sad  cases  which 
were  brought  under  Uieir  notice ;  but, 
unfortunately,  they  were  obliged  to  draw 
the  line  somewhere,  and  he  could  not 
say  that  he  saw  his  way  at  present  to 
alter  the  course  the  Department  had, 
after  much  consideration,  adopted.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Bath- 
bone)  had  raised  a  question  with  regard 
to  the  Inspectors;  and  if  he  would  permit 
the  matter  to  rest  for  the  present  he  would 
lay  the  hon.  Member's  views  before  the 
President  of  the  Council,  who  was  chiefly 
concerned  with  those  officials,  and  if  the 
Department  could  see  their  way  to  meet- 
ing those  views  he  was  satisfied  they 
would  be  most  ready  to  do  so,  feeling,  as 
they  did,  the  necessity  for  securing  the 
services  in  that  capacity  of  a  high  class 
of  men.    The  venation  of  the  standards, 
he  admitted,  oufl;ht  to  be  narrowly  looked 
into,  and  that  a&o  was  a  point  that  had 
not  been  overlooked  by  the  Department. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  had  touched  upon  a  very 
large  question,  that  of  free  education; 
but  probablpr  he  would  agree  with  him 
that  it  was  impossible  to  enter  upon  so 
wide  a  subject  at  the  present  moment. 
He  was  glad,  however,  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  come  forward  to  defend 
the  expenditure  upon  education;    the 
money  devoted  to  tne  purpose  was  not 
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misspent,  and  would  produce  ample 
results  hereafter.  He  also  coincided  in 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  that 
we  could  not  be  fully  satisfied  with 
the  advantage  that  was  taken  of  our 
school  machinery ;  but  he  had  a  gpreat 
confidence,  from  accounts  which  reached 
him  from  various  parts  of  the  country, 
that  much  better  results  would  follow 
from  the  working  of  the  Act  of  last 
Session,  which  would  undoubtedly  tend 
to  increase  the  school  attendance ;  but 
for  all  these  changes  and  improvements 
time  was  needed.  In  conclusion,  he 
could  assure  hon.  Members  that  their 
sugfi^estions  would  receive  his  best  at- 
tention. 

Mb.  LYON  PLA.YFAIE  said,  he  did 
not  intend  to  stand  between  the  House 
and  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lordj 
and  he  only  wished  to  explain  one  cir- 
cumstance— namely,  the  absence  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Lanark- 
shire (Sir  Edward  Oolebrooke).  An  ac- 
cident had  unfortunately  prevented  him 
from  bringing  on  the  subject  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice,  and  which  was  of 
great  interest  to  Scotland.  It  was  the 
necessity  of  legislating  on  the  subject  of 
educational  endowments  in  Scotland.  He 
desired  to  say  that  in  not  bringing  this 
subject  forward  that  day  they  did  not 
abandon  their  intention  of  drawing  the 
attention  of  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  to  it,  and  that  when  the  Scotch 
Estimates  came  on,  if  his  hon.  Friend 
was  not  sufficiently  recovered  to  bring 
forward  the  question,  he  would  take  his 
place  on  that  occasion. 

Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  IV. — Education,   Science,   and 

Aet. 

(1.)  £1,260,829,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  PubUc  Education,  England  and 
Wales. 

VisoouNT  SANDON,  in  moving  the 
Education  Vote  for  England  and  Wales, 
adverted  to  the  loss  which  the  cause  of 
Education  and  the  country  at  large  had 
sustained  through  the  deaUi  of  Sir  James 
Kaj-Shuttleworth,  who  was  well  known 


Viscount  Sandon 


as  one  of  the  founders  of  our  prete&t 
system  of  education.  Having  spenA  a 
considerable  time  in  investigating  the 
educational  condition  of  this  oooatty, 
he  pursued  his  investigations  into  the 
education  of  foreign  oountnes,  and, 
having  acquired  a  vast  amount  of  in- 
formation on  the  subject,  he  took  office  aa 
Secretary  to  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  as  long  since  as  1839,  and 
afterwards,  in  conjunction  with  Mr.  £L 
Tufihell,  established  the  first  normal 
trainine  school  at  Battersea,  at  a  cost  to 
themselves  of  £750  per  annum.  From 
this  course  of  action  arose  ^e  great 
group  of  normal  schools  which  had 
played  so  important  a  part  in  oar  edu- 
cational system.  To  Sir  James  Kaj- 
Shuttleworth  the  country  was  indebted 
to  a  great  extent  for  the  leading  Minutes 
which  had  governed  the  action  of  the 
Education  Department  for  many  yean 
past.  After  10  vears  of  service  Sir 
James  resimed  his  post ;  but  down  U> 
the  day  of  his  death  almost,  his  valuable 
counsels  were  always  freely  given  to 
the  Education  Department,  and  he  ooald 
not  himself  forget  the  ready  kindoMi 
with  which  he  placed  his  large  expe- 
rience at  his  disposal,  on  various  occa- 
sions, when  he  had  consulted  him  on 
some  of  the  many  important  educatioail 
changes,  which  had  been  made  since  the 
present  Government  had  been  in  office. 
The  zeal,  judgment,  and  discretion  of 
Sir  James  Kay-ShutUe  worth  had  effected 
much  for  the  cause  of  education,  and  it 
would  be  most  unbecoming  in  the  State 
to  forget  the  services  which  he  had  reo- 
dered.  He  hoped  the  House  would  also 
join  him  in  expressing  the  reeret  wludi 
all  must  feel  at  the  death  of  Miss  Umij 
Carpenter,  who  had  also  rendered  grett 
service  to  the  State  by  the  work  she  £d  in 
connection  with  reformatory  sohoolB  tad 
other  institutions  of  a  aimihakr  character: 
he,  himself,  had  been  greatly  indebted 
to  her  for  the  aid  she  gave  hun  respect- 
ing day  industrial  schools,  of  which  ibe 
must  justly  be  considered  the  founder. 
The  nation  was  deeply  indebted  to  both: 
and  thanks  were  as  rightly  due  to  them 
as  to  the  suocessM  generaL  It  would 
be  observed  that  the  total  amount  of  the 
Education  Yote  for  England  and  WiIm 
in  the  year  was  £1,910,000,  or  an  in* 
crease  of  £203,774  upon  the  Estimate  for 
last  year.  This  increase  had  arisen  from 
several  causes.  For  inatanoe,  there  hid 
been  appointed  five  additional  Inspectoti 
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and  19  aonstantlnfipeotorB;  fdrihennore, 
tliere  had  been  a  aught  inoreaae  in  the 
cost  of  the  Training  Oolleeee,  owing  to 
increased  cost  of  living  and  the  addition 
of  a  few  students;  while  £2,000  was 
added  by  the  cost  of  honour  certificates. 
The  main  difference,  howeyer,  between 
the  cost  of  the  two  years  had  been  caused 
by  the  increase  in  the  annual  grants, 
which  had  amounted  to  no  lees  than 
£  1 87,000.  During  the  year  the  number 
of  public  elementaxy  schools  had  been 
raised  to  14,278,  or  an  increase  of  1,056, 
the  accommodation  afforded  being  now 
sufficient  for  3,426,000,  an  increase  of 
280,000  upon  the  preceding  year.  This 
would  be  a  sufficient  supply  for  the  edu- 
cational wants  of  the  whole  country  if 
the  schools  were  in  the  right  places;  but, 
unfortunately,  this  was  not  so.  In  some 
districts  there  was  a  surplus  of  accom- 
modation, while  in  others  the  schools 
were  not  so  placed  as  to  be  most  readily 
available  for  the  puxposes  of  education. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  necessary  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  schools  in  some 
quarters ;  but  this  would  not  be  done  to 
a  greater  extent  than  was  absolutely 
neooasary.  Since  last  year  460  new 
board  schools,  giving  accommodation 
for  170,000  additional  children,  had  been 
established,  while  in  the  same  period 
the  number  of  voluntary  schools  had 
been  increased  by  580,  giving  110,000 
additional  seats.  The  voluntary  sub- 
scriptions to  Ohurch  of  Eneland  schools 
had  increased  during  the  'year  by 
£63,817,  and  the  number  of  subscribers 
by  14,874;  to  British  and  Wesleyan 
schools  the  increase  in  the  subscriptions 
was  £5,097,  and  in  the  subscribers  39 ; 
while  to  Boman  Catholic  schools  the 
amount  of  subscriptions  had  increased 
by  £6,202,  and  the  number  of  sub- 
scribers had  decreased  by  518.  The 
position,  therefore,  was  that  since  1870 
there  had  been  established  1,600  board 
sdiools — including  600  voluntary  schools 
transferred  to  the  boards— which  gave 
accommodation  to  556,000  children;  that 
in  the  same  period  there  had  been  estab- 
lished 5,000  voluntaiT  public  and  ele- 
mentary schools,  afiording  seats  for 
1,100,000  additional  children.  The 
present  state  of  the  case  was  therefore 
that  rather  more  than  600,000  seats  had 
l>een  provided  by  the  boards  at  a  cost 
of  £4,427,000,  and  a  little  less  than 
3,000,000  seats  had  been  provided  by 
Tolnntary  effort  on  an  outlay  of  about 


£13,000,000,  supplemented  by  the  Gt>" 
vemment  grant  amounting  to  £1 ,  750, 000, 
so  that  the  total  capital  expended  by  the 
country  on  education  was  something  like 
£19,000,000.  There  could  be  no  need, 
therefore,  he  thought,  for  the  country  to 
blush  as  to  the  amount  of  work  it  had 
done  in  reference  to  the  great  work  of 
education.  With  regard  to  the  number 
of  teachers,  there  had  been  an  increase 
during  the  year  of  2,100  certificated 
teachers,  460  assistant  teachers,  2,600 
pupil  teachers,  and  32  in  Training  Col- 
leges. As  far  as  the  attendances  of 
children  were  concerned,  there  had  been 
an  increase  of  200,000  on  the  books  and 
150,000  in  average  attendance.  It  was 
satisfactorv  to  know  that  170,000  addi- 
tional children,  as  compared  with  the^ 
preceding  year,  had  made  sufficient  at- 
tendances to  entitle  them  to  Govern- 
ment grants.  With  regard  to  the 
work  done  by  the  children,  he  could 
have  wished  that  more  had  been  pre- 
sented for  examination  in  the  higher 
standards ;  but  he  thought  the  fact  as  it 
stood  was  accounted  for  by  the  circum- 
stance that  the  system  was  comparatively 
new,  and  had  not  asyot  become  tho- 
roughly organized.  He  was  confirmed 
in  this  view  by  the  case  of  Scotland,  a 
country  which  had  had  a  much  longer 
experience  of  compulsory  elementary 
education  than  England.  While  in 
England  87  per  cent  of  the  children 
submitted  for  examination  passed  in 
reading,  the  percentage  was  94  in  Scot- 
land. As  far  as  writing  was  concerned, 
the  percentage  was  79  in  England  and 
88  in  Scotland,  the  proportions  in  refer- 
ence to  arithmetic  oeing  70  per  cent  in 
England  and  81  in  Scotland.  These  re- 
sults, he  took  it,  were  due  to  the  more 
lengthy  experience  of  Scotland  as  com- 
pared with  England.  With  regard  to 
the  school  boards  and  by-laws,  he  found 
that  in  England  out  of  202  boroughs  108 
had  boards,  that  15  out  of  21  boroughs 
in  Wales  were  in  a  similar  position,  and 
that  of  14,094  civil  parishes  in  England 
and  Wales  1,965  parishes  in  England 
had  boards  and  381  in  Wales,  making  a 
total  of  2,346,  such  boards  covering  a 
population  of  12,829,000.  Furthermore, 
Dy-laws  had  been  passed  for  11,221,000 
out  of  a  population  of  22,700,000.  As 
far  as  the  cost  of  the  education  of  the 
children  was  concerned,  he  found  by 
comparison  between  England  and  Scot- 
land that  the  expenditure  per  child  in 
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all  schools,  board  and  yoluntary,  was 
£1  ld«.  ^\d,  per  head  per  annum  in 
England  and  £1  16«.  lU.  in  Scotland. 
The  rate  for  education  in  England 
amounted  to  3«.  9^^^. ;  in  Scotland,  to 
1 0«.  2d,  The  Imperial  ffrant  in  England 
was  11«.  M, ;  in  Scotlana,  it  was  1 1«.  lOi. 
It  was  worthy  of  notice  that  where  the 
yoluntary  contributions  went  down  there 
the  rates  went  very  largely  up.  He  had 
a  few  words  to  add  as  to  the  operation 
of  the  new  Act.  It  was,  of  course,  im- 
possible to  judge  as  to  its  ultimate  work- 
ing, and  he  did  not  think  that  he  was  the 
proper  person  to  pass  judgment  upon  it. 
He  might,  however,  state  that  out  of  106 
boroughs  which  had  not  school  boards 
103  had  appointed  school  attendance 
committees  which  had  shown  great 
zeal  in  seeing  that  the  children  attended 
school.  While  of  587  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, 412  had  appointed  school  attend- 
ance committees.  So  far  as  he  could 
judge,  the  Boards  of  Ghiardians  as  weU 
as  the  Town  Councils  were  throwing 
themselves  into  the  work  with  earnest- 
ness. Then  as  to  the  power  which  the 
Act  conferred  on  school  boards  to  fill 
up  by  vacancies  without  popular  elec- 
tions— that  provision  was  working  satis- 
factorily. Much  turmoil  had  been  avoided 
and  great  judgment  had  been  shown  in 
filling  up  the  vacancies  so  as  to  represent 
the  mina  of  the  electors.  With  respect 
to  compulsion,  he  saw  that  some  Boards 
of  Ghiardians  were  discussing  the  ques- 
tion whether  they  had  power  to  compel 
the  attendance  of  children  at  school.  He 
could  only  say  that  very  serious  results 
might  follow  their  not  doing  so.  He  did 
not  wish  to  press  the  matter,  desiring 
rather  to  leave  it  to  voluntaxy  effort ; 
and  would  only  say  that  there  was  a 
certain  section  of  the  Act  of  which  the 
Education  Department  could  avail  them- 
selves if  it  were  found  necessary  to  do 
so ;  and  he  need  hardly  assure  the  Com- 
mittee that  they  would  not  permit  any 
neglect  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  He 
rejoiced  to  observe  the  very  satisfactory 
rivalry  which  existed  in  many  quarters 
between  the  voluntaiy  and  the  board 
schools.  Eveiything  seemed  to  point 
to  this — that  people  were  giving  wem- 
selves  to  the  great  work  of  seeing  that 
the  children  of  the  country  had  good 
schools,  and  that  in  those  schools  they 
were  well  taught,  and  had  aU  the  benefito 
and  advantages  which  Parliament  in- 
tended to  secure  to  them. 

VUeaunt  Sofuhn 


Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTKEt  said,  he  boped 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  aUe  to  take  the 
Vote  at  that  Sitting.  The  noble  Lord's 
statement  must  be  satisfactoiy  to  ererj 
hon.  Member  preeent ;  and  from  the  Re- 
port that  had  been  published  they  had 
every  reason  to  be  hopeful  about  the 
progress  of  this  great  work,  for  thej 
had  now  nearly  got  to  the  end  of  the 
great  job  they  had  undertaken  of  pro- 
viding school  accommodation  for  the 
masses.  They  were  setting  the  constant 
attendance  of  the  chudren,  though  there 
was  still  a  g^reat  want  of  regular  attend- 
ance. He  regarded  with  satisfaction  the 
comparison  between  the  number  of  chil- 
dren present  at  examinations  and  the 
average  number  in  attendance.    Com- 

Earing  last  year  with  1870 — the  yetf 
efore  the  Act  passed— the  increase  in 
the  one  was  68  per  cent  and  in  the  other 
72  per  cent.  He  was  elad  the  nobk 
Lord  had  reminded  Boards  of  Ghiardians 
that  they  had  power  under  the  Act  o£ 
last  year  to  compel  ^e  attendance  of 
children  at  school.  The  noble  Lord 
had  spoken  of  the  larger  amount  n» 
ceived  from  rates  in  Scotland  than  in 
England,  and  he  said  ^at  as  the  ratat 
went  up  subscriptions  went  down.  The 
two  countries  could  not,  however,  fiurij 
be  compared,  as  a  rate  system  prevailed 
universally  in  Scotland  and  subecriptioaa 
were  only  obtained  in  special  oases ;  but 
in  Scotland,  where  the  educational  re- 
sults were  not  worse  but  rather  better 
than  in  England,  the  parent  paid  rather 
more  than  was  paid  in  England.  It  was 
a  great  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  cost 
of  education  weighed  heavily  upon  th« 
poor  of  this  country.  The  contrary  wai 
the  fact.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  now  be  enabled  to  obtain  hit 
Vote. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £224,689,  to  complete  the  sum  fbr 
the  Science  and  Art  Department,  sfrmi 
to, 

Kesolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propossd, 

<*That  a  ffom,  not  exoeedmg  iS2Se,782,  ht 
gninted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  oompleto  tba  laa 
neoemry  to  defray  the  Charge  wmoh  will  cm^ 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  «■ 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1878,  for  Pnhlic  Edaoi- 
tion  in  Scotland." 

Mb.  LYON  PLATFAIB  objeelid 
that  the  Vote  could  not  be  properly  con* 
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ndered  at  so  late  an  hour.    He  moved 
to  rqport  Ftogreee. 

Motion  agr$4d  to. 

ResolutioDS  to  be  reported  To-morrow; 

Oommittee  also  report  Progress;  to 
■it  again  To-morrow, 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (IBELAND)  BILL. 
(^^•>  Mithmel  Hiekt^JBeach,  Mr,  Attomey  Gmiral 

for  IrtUmtl.) 

[bill   116.]      8B0OKD  SEADDfO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Captadt  NOLAN  asked  if  there  was 
any  arrang^ement  for  referring  the  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee ;  and,  if  so,  would 
the  Committee  consist  mainly  of  Irish 
UeniDers  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  pok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  he  was 
not  aware  of  any  arrangement.  The 
Qorefrnment  were  willing  to  submit  the 
Bill  to  the  consideration  of  a  Select 
Committee,  and  upon  that  Committee, 
of  ooorse,  the  feelings  and  wishes  of 
hon«  Members  from  Ireland  would  be 
ecmaolted. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Oommittee. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
t«n  minutae  to  Seven  of  the  dock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at 
Nine  of  the  clock. 


IXDIA  TAKTFF— mPOET   DUTIES   ON 
COTTON  MANUFACTURES. 

BssoLxrnoK. 

Mr.  BIRLET  lose  to  call  attention 
to  the  East  Indian  Tariff,  particularly 
in  relation  to  the  duties  upon  Cotton 
Manufactures ;  and  to  more— 

*'Thai,  hi  the  optnion  of  this  House,  the 
dntiM  now  levied  upon  Cotton  Manufuctoree 
i»ff|K?T*^  into  India,  being  protectiTe  in  their 
BAtare,  we  coBtnry  to  sound  commeroial  policy 
■nd  ought  to  be  repealed  without  delay.'* 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 


Mb.  BIRLEY  said,  that  there  was  a 
great  principle  involved  in  the  question 
which  he  had  to  submit  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House.  Por  the  last  30 
years  free  trade  had  been  accepted  in 
this  country  as  the  basis  of  our  commer- 
cial legislation,  and  most  thinking  men 
now  considered  that  it  was  the  only 
policy  which  was  worthy  of  a  great  com- 
mercial country.  The  question  might, 
in  fact,  be  taken  as  settled,  so  far  as  this 
country  was  concerned,  and  they  lectured 
foreign  countries  and  remonstrated  with 
the  Colonies,  where  they  showed  protec- 
tionist proclivities.  But  when  they  came 
to  apply  the  principle  of  free  trade  to 
India  Uiey  were  met  with  the  cry  that 
they  ought  to  legislate  for  the  interests 
of  India;  but  it  would  be  difficult  for 
those  who  took  the  protectionist  view 
to  prove  that  protection  would  conduce 
to  tne  true  interests  of  that  country,  or 
that  the  people  of  India  should  have 
the  cost  of  (uothing  increased  by  a  tax 
upon  articles  of  clothing.  He  maintained 
that  it  would  be  well  for  this  country 
to  hold  forth  the  standard  of  free  trade, 
and  not  to  have  one  policy  for  Eng- 
land and  another  for  Inoia,  and  so  ap- 
pear to  justify  foreign  countries  and 
the  Colonies  in  upholding  protective 
duties.  There  was  no  real  antagonism 
between  the  two  countries.  Lancashire 
was  the  best  customer  that  India  had, 
and  if  Lancashire  suffered  India  suffered 
also.  The  arg^ument  used  by  the  up- 
holders of  the  present  system  was  two- 
fold— ^first,  that  practically  there  was  no 
protection  in  Inoia ;  and,  secondly,  that 
the  duties  now  levied  on  cotton  imports 
could  not  possibly  be  spared.  It  was 
contended  that  India  was  pre-eminent 
in  the  production  of  coarse  cotton  goods, 
and  that  Lancashire  excelled  in  those  of 
finer  quality,  that  each  had  its  own 
sphere,  and  that  the  reasons  for  inter- 
fering with  the  present  state  of  things 
were  really  too  trifling  to  be  taken 
into  account.  The  fact,  however,  was 
that  Lancashire  exported  a  considerable 
quantity  of  coarse  cotton  g^ds  to  India 
SO  years  ago ;  but  those  exports  had  been 
declining  for  some  time  in  consequence, 
as  he  alleged,  of  those  protective  duties. 
Those  goods  were  made  mainly  from 
Indian  cotton,  in  which  the  Native  ma- 
nufacturer had  considerable  advantage 
over  the  English,  in  addition  to  the  pro- 
tective du^  which  turned  the  scale 
against  the  English  manufacturer.  Adam 
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Smith,  in  liis  Wealth  of  Natiom^  said  that 
in  manufactures  a  very  small  advantage 
TTOuld  enable  the  foreigner  to  undersell 
our  own  productions,  even  in  the  home 
market.  Now,  he  maintained  that  6 
per  cent  was  a  very  considerable  en- 
hancement of  the  cost  of  an  article, 
and  was  not  immaterial,  as  some  people 
seemed  to  imagine.  In  the  case  of  an 
ordinary  piece  of  shirting,  such  as  was 
usually  exported  to  India,  half  the  cost 
was  due  to  the  raw  material,  one-fourth 
to  the  wages  of  labour,  and  one-fourth  to 
other  expenses.  The  Indian  mills  had 
the  advantage  of  near  access  to  the  raw 
material,  together  with  a  very  great 
saving  in  the  wases  of  labour,  which  in 
India  were  very  low  as  compared  with 
those  paid  in  England.  Moreover,  the 
operatives  in  India  worked  very  much 
longer  hours  than  the  operatives  of  Lan- 
cashire did,  and  also  worked  a  greater 
number  of  days  in  the  year.  It  might  be 
said  that  the  number  oi  spindles  in  India 
was  much  smaller  than  that  in  Lanca- 
shire; but  the  proportion  in  India,  as 
compared  with  Lancashire,  was  now, 
through  competition,  much  larger  than 
it  was  even  two  or  three  years  a^. 
Again,  the  immense  improvements  which 
hcul  been  made  in  machinery  could  now 
be  quickly  introduced  into  India.  It  was 
argued  ^at,  though  the  coarse  goods 
made  in  India  might  lareelv  supersede 
those  of  the  same  kmd  made  m  England, 
yet  the  English  manufacturer  could 
rely  on  maintaining  his  pre-eminence  in 
the  manufacture  of  the  finer  kinds  of 
yam.  That,  however,  he  believed  to  be  an 
entire  fallacy ;  and  as  the  Indian  manu- 
facturers could  make  the  higher  qualities 
of  yam  they  would,  having  alreadv 
taken  away  a  large  part  of  the  Englisn 
trade,  succeed  in  takine  awav  also  a  half 
or  a  third  of  that  which  still  remained. 
No  one  would  question  the  immense 
importance  of  the  trade  between  India 
and  England,  which  was  not  to  be  mea- 
sured by  the  mere  export  and  import 
tables.  All  the  different  agencies,  the 
carrying  trade,  the  ramifications  of  va- 
rious kinds  connected  with  it,  perhaps 
equalled  in  magnitude  the  direct  traffic 
itself;  and  if  we  were  to  lose  our  trade 
with  India  we  should  lose  a  most  impor- 
tant branch  of  our  commerce.  He  now 
came  to  what  was  perhaps  the  most  im- 
portant point  of  all,  the  financial  ques- 
tion. It  was  said  that  the  financial 
equilibrium  in  India  must   be   main- 
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tained,  and   that   they  must  not  ky 
oppressive  taxes  on  the  people  of  India. 
His  firm  conviction  was  that  it  w»a  not 
necessary  to  imperil  the  financial  equili- 
brium of  India,  or  impose  oppreom 
taxes  on  the  people.    He  had  the  hoooor 
of  sitting  for  three  or  four  years  on  tli« 
Indian  Finance  Oommitteeof  that  Hoqm, 
and  he  then  came  to  the  conviction  that, 
while  they  had  reason  to  be  gratefol 
for  the  care  taken  to  adjust  the  nnanoM 
of  India,  still  much  remained  to  be  dons. 
They  had  seen  also  from  the  Budget 
speech  of  Sir  John  Strachey  last  Mai^ 
and  from  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton),  that  the 
Indian  Government  was  addressing  itself 
resolutely  to  that  question.     The  subject 
of  the  salt  duties,  especially  with  regard 
to  distribution,  deserved  the  attentioB 
of  the  Gt>vemment.     Our  internal  du- 
ties in  India  should  be  repealed;  for 
how  could  we  lecture    Native   State* 
about  their  transit  duties  if  we  neg- 
lected  to   abolish  our  internal  duties! 
He  looked  to  improved  means  of  tnuuit 
for  the  prosperity  of  India.    BaOvsji 
would  prove  the  means  of  vast  improve- 
ment in  India,  and  would  enable  them 
to  cope  with  those  terrible  famines  whkh 
arose  from  time  to  time.    With  regszd 
to  the  depreciation  of  silver,  there  was 
gpreat  hope  that  the  United  States  wooM 
adopt  a  double  currency,  and  if  they  did 
so  the  difficulty  with  r^^ard  to  sOrer 
would  disappear.  With  respect  to  extra- 
ordinary works,  they  were  henceforth  to 
be  enabled  to  see  what  they  cost,  tks 
expenditure  upon  them  being  treated  u 
capital  laid  out  for  the  improvement  of 
the  country.  Those  works  ought  not  to  bs 
undertaken  unless  they  could  be  shown 
to  be  of  pressing  necessity  or  likely  tp 
yield  a  good  return.     Though  much  re- 
mained to  be  done  to  simpUfv  and  iia- 
prove  the  finances  of  India,  they  ought 
not  to  take  a  eloomy  view  of  tliM 
finances.    Sir  John  Strachey  had  ahowi 
that  the  ordinary  revenue  of  India  had 
improved  within  the  last  five  years  bj 
about  £2,000,000.     Then  the  ordiair^ 
expenditure  was  not  increasing — a  woA 
favourable  circumstance.     Many  miglit 
think  that  ordinary  expenditure  migkt 
be  further  reduced.    That  was  a  point 
on  which  he  gave  no  opinion  foithsr 
than  that  the  matter  was  one  which  re- 
quired to  be  carefblly  and  resolat^ 
looked  at  every  year  and  every  mootL 
The  hon.  and  gsJlant  Member  for  Kn- 
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and  said  that  the  supporters  of  this  Mo- 
tion were  the  victims  of  a  delusion.  If 
so,  the  delusion  was  one  of  a  Terj  un- 
usual character,  for,  unlike  other  delu- 
sions, it  grew  by  discussion;  it  took 
possession,  not  of  the  ienorant,  but  of 
men  of  every 'rank  of  me  and  of  every 
deeree  of  intelligence — from  one  of  the 
ablest  of  Her  Majesty's  Secretaries  of 
State  down  to  the  humblest  artizans. 
There  were  others  who  admitted  the 
importance  of  the  question,  but  who  told 
the  abolitionists  that  they  were  pursuing 
a  selfish  object  without  regard  to  the 
interests  of  India.  ["Hear,  hear!"] 
Hon.  Members  cheered  that  statement ; 
but  the  men  of  the  Northern  Counties 
who  were  interested  in  the  question  said 
they  only  asked  for  justice.  They  asked 
for  a  fair  field  and  no  favour.  They 
were  willing  to  bear  with  competition, 
not  only  with  Indian  manufactures,  but 
with  those  of  every  other  country,  pro- 
vided they  were  put  on  equal  terms. 
They  maintained  that  wherever  the 
legislative  authority  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment extended,  there  should  be  no 
protective  duties,  but  that  every  manu- 
facture should  stand  on  its  own  merits, 
and  they  asserted  that  these  duties  were 
injurious  and  dangerous  to  England  and 
India  alike.  He  would  ask,  was  there 
any  hon.  Member  who  would  deny  that 
these  duties  were  injurious  to  England, 
or  that  they  limited  the  work  of  the 
labouring  man  and  affected  his  wages  P 
They  could  not  be  raised  except  in  the 
most  wasteful  way,  because  they  imposed 
a  double  tax — a  tax  in  favour  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  another  in  favour  of  a  pro- 
tected class.  If  he  represented  in  that 
House  not  a  Lancashire  constituen<nr, 
but  an  Indian  constituency,  he  should 
be  quite  as  much  opposed  to  these  duties 
as  he  was  at  the  present  moment ;  and 
he  should  oppose  them  mainly  on  the 
ground  that  they  went  to  create  a  pro- 
tected class  in  India,  a  class  essentially 
selfish,  and  whose  interests  were  always 
opposed  to  those  of  the  rest  of  the  com- 
munity. They  had  only  to  continue  this 
protection  long  enough  in  order  to  make 
this  class  power^l ;  and  they  knew  from 
experience  that  such  a  class  often  be- 
came so  powerful  that  the  Gt>vemment 
itself  was  unable  to  prevail  against  it. 
How  far  the  appetite  for  protection  had 
already  grown  in  India  might  be  shown 
by  a  remark  made  bv  Lord  Lawrence  in 
the  House  of  Lords  last  year.    He  said 
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^Sir  Oeorge  Balfour)  had  given 
^otiee  of  an  Amendment  which  seemed 
to  imply  that  this  oountty  should,  out 
of     the    Gonsolidated    Fund,    provide 
£2,000,000  per  annum  to  enable  the 
Indian  Oovemment  to  abolish  its  Custom 
dntiefl,  and  also  that  that  House  should 
Abolish  the  duty  on  tea  and  other  pro- 
dncta  of  India ;  but  he  (Mr.  Birley)  did 
not  think  that  this  was  the  time  to  ask 
the  Cihanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  such 
a  sum.    Then  there  was  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell),  which  was  that  it  was 
not  possible,  in  the  present  condition  of 
the  finances  of  India,  to  abandon  the 
part  of  the  import  duties  without 
extensive  re-adjustment  of  the  finan- 
cial system,  and  a  fair  consideration  of 
other  claims  to  remission  of  taxation. 
'Well,  that  was  what  he  (Mr.  Birley) 
T«ntured  to   controvert.      This  was  a 
matter  of  pressing  necessity,  and  it  was 
not  denraole  to  maintain  a  course  of 
irritation  between  their  manufacturing 
population  and  the  people  of  India.    The 
non.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
proposed  to  get  rid  of  the  subject  by  mov- 
ing the  "Provious  Question;"  but  they 
had  a  right  to  expect  that  the  Government 
would  give  its  opinion  on  this  question. 
The  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  was  the  most  reasonable  of 
all  that  had  been  placed  upon  the  Paper; 
hut  he  (Mr.  Birley)  looked  upon  it  with 
considerable  suspicion,  because,  although 
it  was  reasonable  enough  in  its  terms,  it 
appeared  to  give  an  opening  to  whoever 
might  be  the  rulers  of  India  to  procras- 
tinate.   No  one  would  expect,  if  the 
Motion  were  carried,  that   immediate 
directions  would  be  siven  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  these  duties ;  but  the  work,  how- 
ever difficult,  was  one  that  must  be  set 
about  at  once,  and  it  should  be  under- 
stood both  in  this  countir  and  in  India 
that  the  manufacturers  of  India  were  no 
b>nger  to  look  for  protection.    The  hon. 
Gentleman   concluded  by   moving  his 
Besolution. 

Ma.  JACOB  BBIGHT,  in  seconding 
the  Motion,  said,  the  (question  had  been 
§o  much  discussed  both  inside  and  outside 
of  that  House  that  those  interested  in  the 
abolition  of  the  duties  were  perfectly 
aware  that  they  had  many  and  powerful 
opponents.  They  were  assailed  in  various 
ways.  Some  men  denied  that  there  was 
any  importance  attaching  to  the  matter, 

YOL.  OCXXXY.   [tbzbd  sbhiss.] 
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that  these  datieswere  not  objected  to 
by  the  people  of  India,  but  that  on  the 
other  hand  they  would  prefer  that  they 
should  be  quadrupled  in  the  interests  of 
their  own  manuractures.  It  was  said 
that  the  official  class  in  India — the  Civil 
Service  there — were  alre*ady  investing 
their  spare  money  in  the  protected  mills. 
This  being  so,  it  was  evident  that  we 
mieht  soon  have  a  powerful  body  in 
India  that  would  be  most  difficult  to 
deal  with.  But  he  would  here  say  a 
word  as  to  the  importance  of  Eng^ 
interests.  Of  our  total  exports  of  cotton, 
yam,  and  cloth,  we  sent  one-fourth  to 
India;  we  sent,  in  fact,  more  to  India  than 
to  the  whole  Continent  of  Europe.  Was 
this  a  trade  which  was  so  secure  that  we 
could  afford  by  deliberate  legislation  to 
assist  in  its  decline  ?  There  were  men 
outside  that  House  like  Mr.  Jackson,  of 
Blackburn,  who  had  long  studied  the 
question,  and  who  maintained  that  the 
advantages  of  India  were  so  great  that 
a  time  would  come  when  she  would  to  a 
large  extent  manufacture  her  own  goods, 
leaving  England  with  a  losing  trade. 
He  found  that  in  the  five  years  ending 
1874  we  exported  60  per  cent  less  goods 
to  India  than  we  did  in  the  five  years 
ending  1856 — that  in  the  Bombay  Pre- 
sidency there  were,  in  1871,  only  11 
factories,  whilst  in  the  year  1875  there 
were  41.  In  1870  India  imported  from 
England  machinery  to  the  amount  of 
£300,000,  while  in  1 875  the  value  of  the 
machinery  so  imported  was  £1,500,000. 
This  showed  how  much  the  trade  had 
extended  in  India,  owing,  in  part,  to  the 
system  of  protection.  But  it  would  per- 
haps be  said  that  although  the  export  of 
coarse  eoods  to  India  nad  very  much 
declined  the  exports  of  the  finer  fabrics 
had  greatly  increased.  This  was  true. 
In  shirtings  we  had  had  a  great  in* 
crease  of  exports  to  India;  but  the 
manufacturers  in  India  having  suc- 
ceeded so  well  in  making  the  coarser 
fabrics  we  had  been  accustomed  to  send 
them,  had  now  begun,  we  were  told, 
successfully,  to  manufacture  the  finer 
fabrics.  Well,  if  this  went  on  lonff 
enough  we  should  find  that  there  would 
in  time  be  the  same  falling  off  in  the 
finer  as  there  had  been  in  the  coarser 
fabrics.  He  asked  the  House  to  remem- 
ber how  cheap  labour  was  in  India.  In 
that  countiy  there  was  no  interference 
with  the  hours  of  labour.  They  might 
work  seven  days  a-week  if  they  liked, 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright 


and  for  as  many  bom*  a  day  mm  tkij 
chose.     Besides,  India  ^rew  Iter  om% 
cotton,  while  in  cdoi  case  it  bad  to  eooM 
5,000  miles  in  the  first  instance,  tluo  to 
go  back  the  same  distance,  in  offdsr  to 
get  into  the  Indian  market.      Agaii, 
India  imported  her  machinery  fr«e  of 
duty.    She  had  iron  and  coal  of  h«r 
own ;  and  although  it  might  be  that  tfa* 
development  of  ^ese  products  was  oaly 
in  its  infancy,   we  knew  what  woM 
come  in  this  direction  sooner  or  lator. 
Some  people  were  aooastomed  to  ttj 
that  the  5  per  cent  duty 
bagatelle ;  but  it  should  be 
^at  eveiy  factoiy  in  Lancashire  or 
where  which  sent  £100,000  wostk  of 
cotton  goods  to  India  every  year  had  to 
pay  £5,000    per  annum    befiore  thots 
goods  could  enter  that  oooniry.    Wai 
this,  he  asked,  a  matter  of  no  moment  ? 
His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Birley)  had  shova 
how  a  moderate  duty  was  influential  ia 
retarding  or  expanoinff  the  mefcantiis 
trade  of  a  country.    The  Hoose  shonid 
remember  that  we  were  now  about  to 
renew   our    Commercial    Treaty   with 
France.    There  was  great  hope  on  tht 
part  of  the  mercantile  oomnmnitv  that 
we  might  have  a  more  favourable  Treaty 
than  ttie  last.    The  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce throughout  the  Kingdom  woold 
strain  every  nerve  even  to  reduce  the 
duties  on  goods  g^ing  from  this  conntiy 
to  France  by  5  per  cent ;  and  if  Hv 
Majesty's  Gbvemment  did  not  do  sQ 
that  lay  in  its  power  to  aid  them  m 
procuring  this  result,  it  must  expect  to 
meet  with  the  greatest  oondemnatian. 
But  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  Indicrou 
thing,  after  all  the  effort  that  was  \ma% 
made  here  to  reduce  the  duties  on  goodi 
entering  France,  that  we  should  be  cart- 
less  about  the  duty  on  soods  enteriag 
India.    Some  men  said  wis  was  simplj 
an  affair  of  the  rich  spinners  of  tht 
North  of  England.   He  said  it  was  muc^ 
more  the  affur  of  the  working  men,  ftr 
the  rich  spinners  could  transfer  thar 
capital,  if  need  were,  to  India.    Capitii 
did  not  consider  cliinato;  but  the  mk- 
people  had  to  consider  that  matter,  sad 
those  who  worked  for  wages  in  Englsiii 
could  not  follow  the  capital  which  had 
already  g^ne,  and  which  might  go  it 
still  larger  proportions  in  fiiture  to  £!&. 
The  question  was  sometimes  asked<-^ 
what  good  was  the  posaeeaion  of  lodis 
to  this  country  f    Well,  first  of  all  th«t 
was  the  glory  of  ita  poasesston ;  th«t 
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Indian  finance— a  subject  which  seemed 
to  become  more  obscure  the  more  it  was 
discussed,  seeing  that  though  it  was  a 
question  of  fact,  men  of  equal  authority 
in  that  House  took  the  most  opposite 
views  in  reg^ard  to  it.  The  case  before 
us  was  simply  this.  In  a  country  with 
a  rerenue  of  over  £60,000,000  we  were 
in  .want  of  the  comparatively  trifling 
sum  of  £800,000.  He  thought  that 
nothing  was  more  likely  to  Imng  our 
statesmanship  into  contempt  among  the 
working  class  than  to  tell  them  that  this 
sum  could  only  be  raised  by  a  protective 
duty,  which  tended  to  starve  the  people 
at  home,  which  was  the  most  wasteful 
of  all  taxes,  and  which  bred  and  sus- 
tained one  of  the  greatest  curses  of 
modem  times  —  namely,  a  protected 
dass.  If  this  House  would  by  a  decisive 
vote  strengthen  the  hands  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury, he,  with  his  great  ability  and 
energy,  would  soon  find  a  way  out  of 
the  mfficulty.  He  would  soon  give  free 
trade  with  r^ard  to  these  goods  between 
England  and  India,  and  a  question  of 
an  irritating  and  unfortunate  kind  would 
at  length  be  set  at  rest. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
Duties  now  levied  upon  Ck>tton  Manufactures 
imported  into  India,  being  protective  in  their 
nature,  are  contrary  to  sound  commercial  policy, 
and  ought  to  be  repealed  without  delay." — 
{Mr,  BirUy,) 

8iE  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL,  in  rising 
to  move  the  following  Amendment : — 

*'  That  in  the  present  condition  of  the  finances 
of  India,  it  is  not  possible  to  abandon  the  greater 
part  of  the  Import  Duties  without  an  extensive 
re-adinstment  of  the  financial  system,  and  a  fair 
consideration  of  other  claims  to  remission  of 
taxation," 


the  occasion  it  gave  of  oonveyinp^  to 
a  lower,  the  benefits  of  a  higher  civil- 
isation; there  was  the  fact  that  thousands 
of  oar  people  had  been  enabled  to  live 
in  effifience  in  its  Qivil  and  Military 
Serrioee,  and  there  was  a  beHef  that  our 
trade  with  India  was  more  secure  than 
it  eoiild  be  if  India  were  in  other  hands. 
This  laet  consideration  had  great  weight 
with  practical  minds.    The  security  of 
mxr  eommerce  should  not  be  treated  wiUi 
indiflerenoe  by  a  House  which  repre- 
aented  a  people,  millions  of  whom  could 
oal J  Hre  by  the  exchange  of  their  pro- 
diii^  with  other  countries.    It  would  be 
admitted  that  if  the  trade  between  this 
eoimtrY  and  India  were  to  decline,  the 
bonda  oetween  the  two  Rreatest  portions 
of  our  ^reat  Empire  womd  be  less  strong. 
Thej  were  told  that  they  should  be  just 
to  India.    He  was  there  to  assert  that 
those  whom  he  represented  in  the  manu- 
facturing districts  of  the  North  of  Eng- 
land were  as  anxious  to  be  just  to  India 
as  aar  other  portion  of  the  Kingdom 
ooold  be;  but  they  should  also  be  just 
to  England.  The  operatives  of  the  North 
had  enough  political  intelligence  to  know 
that  the  possession  of   Lidia  implied 
some  perils  in  the  future,  and  was  not 
unattended  by  pecuniaiy  burdens  upon 
the   people.    Tne  Crimean   War   was 
understood   to    be   fought   for    India. 
Engliah  interests,  we  heard  so  much  of 
at   the   present  time  in   the   East  of 
Europe,  had  reference  to  India;  and 
when   the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates 
■howed  a  large  increase  year  by  year, 
and  the  Oovemment  was  challenged  on 
the  sabject,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  8t4X>d  up  in  his  place,  looked  round 
the  globe,   and  dwelt  upon  our  great 
responsibilities   and  our  vast  Empire. 
Did  anyone  suppose  that  in  his  survey 
of  this  vast  Empire  India  was  left  out 
of  his  oonsideration  ?    WiUi  the  inevit- 
able burdens  we  demanded  such  advan- 
tagesascould  be  had  without  injury  to  our 
Eastern  fellow-subjects    A  httle  while 
ago  we  gave  £4,000,000  for  shares  in 
the  Sues  CanaL    What  was  the  wisdom 
of  givinff  a  great  amount  with  one  hand 
to  provide  a  safe  channel  to  India,  while, 
vith  the  other,  we  pursued  a  policy  that 
knened   the    freightage   which   went 
through  that  channel?     But  we  were 
Mke^  where  was  the  money  to  come 
from  lor  the  remission  of  these  duties? 
la  answering  that  question  he  would 
not  enter  into  the  perplexing  subject  of 


said,  he  felt  that  anyone  who  undertook 
to  diiscuss  the  subject  with  a  view  of 
doine  justice  to  India  had  a  somewhat 
uphiB  task.  The  Government  was  very 
much  pledged  to  the  repeal  of  the  cotton 
duties,  and  had  thereby  gained  a  great 
amount  of  popularity  in  Lanca^iire. 
And  if  he  was  rightly  informed,  those 
who  represented  the  Opposition  on  the 
Front  bench,  and  who  were  now  conspi- 
cuous by  their  absence,  were  also  in- 
clined to  support  that  view  of  the  case 
which  would  meet  with  the  approval  of 
Lancashire.  That  being  the  case,  he 
felt  that  anyone  in  his  humble  position 
who  undertook  to  plead  the  view  of  cau- 
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tion  in  tlus  matter  reqiiired  somewhat  of 

the  indulgence  of  the  House.    By  all 

means  let  them  remoye  the  duties  if  they 

could,  but  let  them  find  the  money  before 

doing  so.     His  hon.  Friends  who  had 

spoken  had  said,  in  somewhat  vague 

terms,  that  the  money  might  be  saved 

somehow ;  but  they  had  not  taken  upon 

themselves  to  show  how  it  was  to  be  dope. 

He  did  not  believe  any  independent  ruler 

of  India,  whether  Native  or  European, 

would  remit  these  duties.      They  were 

not  in  their  origin  of  a  protective  charac- 
ter ;  like  those  imposed  for  avowedly  pro- 
tective purposes  in  the  United  States  and 

several  of  our  own  Colonies.    They  were 

small  in  amount,  in  no  case  exceeding  6 

per  cent,  and  the  small  amount  of  pro- 
tection they  afforded  was  only  inciden- 
tal.   They  fell  mainly  not  upon  the  poor, 

but  upon  the  middle  and  upper  classes 

of  India.    The  question  resolved  itself 

into  this — that  not  only  were  the  cotton 

duties  to  be  sacrificed,  but  the  whole  of 

the  import  duties  would  also  have  to  be 

abandoned ;  because  the  cotton  duties 

were  two-thirds  of  the  whole,  and  of  the 

remainder  many  other  articles  had  eoual 

claims.    If  this  Motion  were  agreea  to 

we  must  necessarily  have  unrestricted 

free  trade  in  India.     They  were  asked 

to  sacrifice  these  duties  on  the  very 
highest  free  trade  principles.  He  ad- 
mitted that  under  certain  circumstances 
fr^e  trade  was  a  very  good  thing ;  but 
be  must  remind  the  House  that  the 
world  was  slow  to  admit  the  desir- 
ability of  free  trade  in  all  circumstances, 
and  that  this  was  the  only  country 
which  had  thoroughly  adopted  it. 
We  had  done  fi^at  things  for  India, 
and  India  owed  us  a  great  debt,  and 
our  rule  in  India  was  not  a  selfish 
rule.  It  was  most  desirable  that  we 
should  not  wound  a  large  British  inte- 
rest in  the  tenderest  point.  Taking  a 
practical  view  of  the  matter,  he  admitted 
the  Government  had  pledged  itself  to  a 
certain  extent  to  a  remission  of  those 
duties.  No  doubt  the  people  of  Lanca- 
shire felt  very  much  aggrieved  in  this 
matter,  and  it  was  certainly  hard  that 
those  who  had  created  such  a  wonderful 
machinery  should  see  another  country 
cutting  them  out  by  the  use  of  their 
own  tools.  He  considered  it  in  that 
view  desirable  that  these  duties  should 
be  given  up,  and  if  the  Indian  revenue 
was  in  such  a  position  as  to  authorize 
their  being  given  up  they  ought  to  be 

Sir  George  Campbell 


IM 


given  up.  But  as  the 
would  not  admit  of  that  tmmiini  d 
revenue,  if  the  Government  hdd  oc 
a  hope  to  the  manufacturers  of  Lurt- 
shire  that  the  proposed  remission  vooli 
be  made,  they  must  face  the  znittc 
boldly,  and  ^te  how  the  necwiaii 
money  was  to  be  obtained.  Heromttcd 
that  the  Gt>vemment  of  the  late  \kmKn 

m 

of  India  had  proposed  to  increase  ths  sih 
duty.     He  considered  the  propossl  to 
increase  the  salt  duty  a  wicked  oof. 
That  duty  ranged  from  600  to  2,0M 
per  cent  on  one  of  the  most  indi^cs*- 
able     articles     of    consumption,     ssd 
amounted  to  an  income  ta^  oi  Si.  a 
the    pound    and    upwards    on   9wtrj 
working  man  in  that  country.    It  wai 
a  duty  which  limited  the  use  of  siti- 
cles  of  consumption,  for  it  limited  tlw 
consumption  of  fish  and  the  mipfly  to 
cattle,  and  was  a  very  orying  grieraiice. 
If  the   question  of  abandoning  nte- 
nue  came  to  be  considered  in  India,  it 
must  be   regarded  not  only  with  n- 
gard  to  the  question  of  import  datin, 
but  with  regard  to  the  condition  of  th* 
poorer  classes.    The  question  of  the  i^ 
mission  of  the  cotton  duties  involred  ths 
remission  of  the  whole  of  the  import  snd 
export  duties,  amounting  to  £2,500,000. 
The  export  duties  stood  on  a  difii^sBt 
footing  from  the  import  duties;  hut  it 
would  be  an  anomaly  that  could  scsitdj 
be  justified  to  give  up  the  one  and  to 
maintain  the  other.  If  the  Motion  ihodd 
be  carried,  it  was  clear  that  the  import 
duties  must  give  wav,  and  then  the  ex- 
port duties  could  not  be  justified.  Ttkia; 
a  broad  view  of  the  financial  aitiutioB. 
it  must  be  remembered  that  such  a  1m 
of  revenue  as  that  involved  in  paesisg 
the  Motion   of  the  hon.   Member  ti 
Manchester  (Mr.    Birley) — namely,  d 
£2,500,000 — must  be  accompanied' hri 
concession    to    the    poorer  r^ativee  d 
India  of  £1,500,000  or  £2,000,000  d 
the  salt  duty.     There  must,  thereforv, 
be  a  surplus  of  £4,000,000  or  £5,000,000 
before    this    ereat   financial   operttioB 
could  be   undertaken.     But  had  thej 
this  surplus  P    Certainly  not     It  wsi 
clear  from  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lori 
on  the  Indian  Budget  that  there  wsi  lo 
existing  surplus  in  India ;  and  that,  os 
the  contrary,  they  were  borrowing  y«sf 
after  year  to  supplv  an  ever-recmnBg 
deficit.    They  had  been  obliged  to  im- 
pose fr-eeh  taxation  this  Tear,  and  there- 
fore they  ought  not  to  adopt  the  Besoh* 
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tion  as  It  stood.  The  Gbyemment  were 
bound  either  to  undertake  a  great  finan- 
cial operation  or  else  to  say  to  the  Lan- 
eaahire  Members  that  they  could  not 
agree  to  their  proposal.  He  could  not 
sat  down  without  saying  that  the  obser- 
Tations  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  (Mr.  Jacob  Bright)  had 
made  as  regarded  the  Indian  Civil 
6«rvice  were  not  justified^  The  accusa- 
tion was,  in  his  opinion,  an  unjust  ac- 
cuaatioQ.  Whatever  their  faults,  the 
fault  had  never  been  attributed  to  them 
of  peouniaiy  corruption  of  any  kind. 
From  corruption  they  had  held  them- 
selTee  aloof  far  more  than  the  Civil  8er- 
Tants  of  this  country ;  their  reputation 
had  been  fair  and  unsullied  in  the  past, 
and  he  trusted  it  would  remain  fair  and 
nnaullied  to  the  end.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man concluded  by  moving  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  k*Te  out  from  the  word  **  That  '*  to  the 
md  qI  the  Qoettioii,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**ti&  the  prceent  condition  of  the  finances  of 
lAdiAt  it  IS  not  poenble  to  abandon  the  greater 
p«ri  of  the  Import  Duties  without  an  extenBire 
n-juUoitment  of  the  financial  sjstem,  and  a  fair 
ccajideration  of  other  claims  to  remission  of 
taxation,"— (5i>  Oeorff$  CampbeU,) 

— instead  thereof. 


proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

CoLOjrzL  WALKER  claimed  the  in- 
dttlgenoe  of  the  House  as  a  new  Mem- 
ber, and  as  the  Bepresentative  of  a  larse 
oonstitaency  (Salford),  which  was  greatly 
interested  in  the  cotton  manufactures. 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
opposed  the  Motion  because  he  wished 
the  Oovemment  to  remain  unfettered; 
but  if  the  Oovemment  remained  un- 
fettered, the  manufacturing  interests  of 
this  country  would  remain  fettered  for 
a  kmg  time  to  come.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  manufacturers  and  Bepresen- 
tatives  of  Lancashire  were  putting  a 
pressure  on  the  Oovemment.  JBut  there 
was  nothing  political  in  the  matter,  be- 
cause the  Motion  had  been  proposed 
by  an  hon.  Oentleman  on  that  side  and 
seconded  by  an  hon.  Oentleman  on  the 
other  side.  For  himself  lining,  as  he 
did,  in  the  centre  of  a  large  manufao- 
tnring  county,  he  would  say  that  they 
wanted  no  fkvour,  but  thev  did  want  fair 
pky.    This  question  had  been  spoken  of 


as  one  that  most  concerned  very  larse 
capitalistB.  Hon.  Oentle^ien  who  thought 
so  laboured  under  a  great  delusion. 
Those  who  were  most  affected  were  small 
capitalists,  who  were  struggling  against 
a  tax  imposed  upon  Engl^h  goods  by 
an  Englisn  Oovemment.  This  was  not 
a  question  of  Party.  The  whole  Empire 
ou^ht  to  be  governed  for  the  good  of  all, 
and  this  country,  its  trades  and  manu- 
factures, ought  not  to  be  made  to  pay 
the  penalty  of  too  small  an  income  of 
any  one  of  its  Possessions.  They  had 
been  told  by  the  hon.  Member  (Sir 
Oeorge  Campbell)  that  this  5  per  cent 
duty  was  only  a  small  duty.  The  hon. 
Member  had,  happily,  no  concern  with 
trade  or  commerce,  or  he  would  know 
that  a  small  duty  might  lead  to  a  great 
injustice,  and  that  small  duty  was  an 
undoubted  hardship  upon  the  manufac- 
turing trade  of  the  Northern  Counties. 
Li  Limcashire  they  were  already  suffer- 
ing from  hard  times.  They  were  ready 
to  concede  to  Lidia  the  advantages  she 
already  possessed — cheap  labour,  long 
hours,  the  staple  on  the  spot,  a  market 
close  at  hand ;  all  they  asked  for  them- 
selves and  countrymen  was  fair  play, 
and  that  they  did  not  get  at. the  present 
moment.  We  were  told  of  the  great 
and  overwhelming  difficulty  of  meeting 
this  £800,000  if  the  duty  was  remitted. 
We  all  knew  that  you  would  not  easily 
find  shoulders  ready  to  accept  any  bur- 
den, and  when  everybody  was  willing  to 
be  taxed,  the  duty  of  governing  would  be 
easier  and  more  agreeable  than  it  was  at 

S resent.  But  all  the  supporters  of  this 
lotion  asked  was  that  this  question 
should  be  looked  at  in  an  impartial 
manner,  and  they  left  the  interests  of  our 
manufacturing  counties  in  the  hands  of 
the  House,  in  the  full  conviction  that  thev 
would  meet  with  the  justice  to  which 
they  believed  they  were  entitled. 

Mb.  BBIQOS  said :  Mr.  Speaker,  we 
who  advocate  the  repeal  of  these  duties 
labour  under  one  great  disadvantage — 
that  is,  we  get  small,  very  small,  sym- 
patbv  from  mose  who  do  not  fully  under- 
stand the  question,  and  who  are,  there- 
fore, unable  to  appreciate  the  magnitude 
of  the  interests  at  stake,  and  the  damage 
which  is  being  done  to  the  ereat  cotton 
industry  of  the  North  of  England  by  the 
action  of  these  obnoxious  duties.  There 
are,  I  fear,  a  great  many  people  in  this 
country,  I  hope  I  may  sinr  not  in  this 
House,    who    still   regard   the   cotton 
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manufacturers  of  Lancashire  as  being  a 
very  rough-and-ready  sort  of  folk,  with 
a  very  keen  eye  to  their  own  interests 
and  a  happy  and  profound  indifference 
to  the  interests  of  others;  an  unin- 
teresting class  on  the  whole,  but  having 
one  great  redeeming  feature — ^namely, 
that  their  pockets  are  overflowing  with 
the  immensity  of  the  superfluity  of  their 
wealth.  The  operatives  ag^ain  are  trade 
harpies  who,  when  the  good  things  of 
commerce  are  put  upon  the  capit^st's 
table,  swoop  down  upon  them  and  carry 
off  the  best  of  everything,  understanding 
nothing  of,  and  caring  nothing  for,  the 
fluctuations  and  vicissitudes  of  commerce* 
Well,  Sir,  those  who  hold  views  regard- 
ing us  such  as  those  I  have  faintly  out- 
lined, might  be  pardoned  for  sayine — 
"  Why  do  not  you  Lancashire  manufac- 
turers amongst  you  pay  off  this  miserable 
sum  of  £800,000  a-year  without  making 
such  a  fuss  about  it — you  are  wealthy 
enough?  And  as  for  you  operatives, 
you  ought  to  be  only  too  rejoiced  at 
having  the  opportunity  of  extending  to 
your  coloured  fellow- workman  in  a  dis- 
tant land  an  increased  means  of  earning 
his  means  of  subsistence,  even  although 
it  may  result  in  the  curtailment  of  tibe 
means  of  earning  your  own.  Ay !  even 
although  it  may  result  in  a  lowering  of 
your  wages  themselves."  It  may  be, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  in  Lancashire  we  are 
somewhat  wanting  in  the  full  development 
of  high-flown  philanthropic  sentiment ; 
but  certain  it  is,  that  neither  the  mill- 
owners  nor  the  operatives  of  Lancashire 
can  for  one  moment  admit  the  propriety 
of  either  of  these  propositions.  Now,  I 
am  speaking  in  the  presence  of  many 
Lancashire  commercial  men  who  will 
correct  me  if  I  am  wrong,  and  I  would 
not  mind  being  judged  by  the  right  hon. 
G-entleman  the  Home  Secretaiy,  of  whom 
Lancashire  is  justly  proud,  who  is,  or 
was,  a  banker,  and  who,  I  hope,  does 
not  know  to  his  cost  that  Lajicashire 
manufacturers  are  not  now-a-days  in 
the  majority  of  cases  wealthy  men ;  on 
the  contrary,  they  are  struggling  men, 
often  commencing  their  business  life  on 
borrowed  capital  which  they  are  labo- 
riously endeavouring  to  pay  off.  Besides, 
the  conditions  of  our  trade  are  almost 
altogether  altered.  There  was  a  time, 
I'll  grant  ye,  when  a  Lancashire  manu- 
facturer never  stopped  to  consider  whe- 
ther he  would  make  a  profit  or  a  loss ; 
profit  was  certain,  and  the  only  question 
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was  how  much  money  he  would  make  ? 
But  that  is  a  long  time  ago ;  that  hap- 
pened before  I  was  bom.    At  that  time, 
what  is  technically  called  the  turn-over 
of  a  mill  was  smcdl,  and  tiie  mai^in  of 
profit  was  great.     Now-a-days,    Sir — 
thanks  to  the  increased  price  of  every- 
thing which  we  use  in  our  manofactctr- 
ing  processes — thanks  to  increased  com- 
petition at  home   and  abroad — ^thanks 
to  the  limitation  of  hours  impoeed  bj 
this  House,  with  which  I  do  not  qnarrel, 
but  which,  on  the  contrary,  I  should 
like  to  see  extended  to  India  wh^i  hon. 
Members  may  be  pained  and  shocked  to 
learn  children  of  tender  years  and  women 
with  infuits  at  the  breast  work  Uiirteen 
and  a  half  hours  a-day,  seven  days  to 
the  week,  and  nobody  lifts  a  finger  to 
help  them — there  is,  I  venture  to  sub- 
mit,  a  wide  and  noble  field  for    the 
philanthropic  endeavours  of  those  noble 
Lords  and  hon.  GentLemen  who  have 
been  lately  having  a  newspaper  discus- 
sion as  to  who  has  done  most  or  least  for 
the  factory  operatives  of  this  country — 
well,  thanks  to  those  matters  to  whidi  I 
have  alluded  and  to  others  with  whidi  I 
will  not  weary  the  House,  a  Lancashire 
manufacturer  is  obliged  at  the  present 
time  to  look  for  a  remunerative  return 
for  his  risk  and  capital  outlay,  not  to  a 
small  turn-over  and  a  large  margin  of 
profit,  but  to  a  lai^  and  rapid  turn- 
over and  a  small  margin  of  prcmt.    Now, 
whenever  you  have  a  larger  turn-over 
you  have  an  increased  production,  and 
this  may  serve  to  explain  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers what  might  otherwise  seem  inex- 
plicable— namely,  how  it  is  that  thoe 
should  be  discontent  in  Lancashire  at 
having  to  pay  this  tax  co-existent  with 
an  increased  exportation  of  cotton  goods 
to  India.    This  is  a  fact  to  whidi  oor 
Indian  opponents  point  with  an  assump- 
tion  of  triumph.      They    say — "Yoa 
grumble,  but  you  send  us  more  goods 
every  year."     Yes,  Sir,  but  are  theM 
Oentlemen  who  pin  their  faith  so  firmly 
to  statistics  aware  that  during  the  pait 
twelve  months  large  quantities  of  cotton 
goods  have  been  sent  to  this  coimtry 
m>m  America,  and  sold  here  at  prices 
that  could  not  possibly  be  remttnentiTe 
to  the  American  manufacturer?     Be- 
canse  there  has  been  an  increased  ei- 
portation  from  the  United  States,  does 
that  prove  tiiat  the  ootton  mannfkotosn 
of  America  are  in  a  sound  and  mA^ 
factory  condition  ?    The  facts  are  noto* 
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riooal J  to  the  contra^ ;  and  if  further 
proc^  were  needed,  I  might  tell  the 
House  that  I  know  of  many  cotton 
operatives  who,  after  emigrating  to 
.^onerica  with  their  wives  and  fanulies, 
have  been  obliged  to  return  home 
again,  because  thej  could  not  earn 
enough  money  in  that  country  to  keep 
themiselves  in  comfort.  No,  Sir,  in* 
creased  exportation,  taken  by  itself, 
IB  no  safe  criterion  of  the  healthy 
condition  of  the  trade  with  which  I  am 
connected;  and,  speaking  generally  on 
this  part  of  the  subject,  before  I  leave 
it  I  may  say  that  the  larger  your  turn- 
over is  obliged  to  be,  in  order  to  secure 
a  margin  of  profit,  the  smaller  will  that 
margin  of  profit  be ;  and  the  House  will 
therefore  see  for  itself  that  the  narrower 
the  g^ulf  which  separates  profit  £rom 
lose,  the  greater  will  be  the  damage 
done  by  this  obstructive  rock  of  a  5  per 
cent  duty.  That  is  to  some  extent  the 
millowners'  view  of  the  question.  The 
Lancashire  operative,  Sir,  believes  that, 
by  the  action  of  these  protective  duties, 
the  bread  is  being  unfairly  and  unjustly 
taken  out  of  his  mouth;  he  is  patient 
and  uncomplaining  as  a  rule.  I  have 
never  seen  men  more  patient  and  en- 
during than  our  cotton  operatives  when 
under  the  strokes  with  which  Providence 
has  at  various  times  thought  fit  to  visit  our 
trade.  Hon.  Qentlemen,  many  of  whom 
contributed  nobly  to  the  funds  raised  in 
aid  of  our  suffering  population  during 
the  late  cotton  famine,  may  perhaps  re- 
member some  of  the  tales  that  were  told 
by  those  who  were  disinterested  enough 
and  self-sacrificisg  enough  to  serve  on 
the  relief  committees — how  people  ap- 
parently comfortably  off,  if  you  could 
judge  from  their  attire,  came  and  asked 
for  help,  and  how  the  members  of  the 
committee  looked  at  one  another,  and 
wondered  if  it  could  really  be  true  that 
these  people,  who  seemed  to  be  in  good 
circumstances,  could  be  in  actual  need 
of  the  bread  and  the  soup  which  were 
doled  out  by  these  centres  of  relief;  but 
on  goinff  to  the  homes  of  these  poor 
peo^e  what  did  they  find — bare  walls ! 
naked  floors !  destitution  and  utter  want. 
Their  little  bits  of  furniture  had  all  gone, 
and  their  few  ornaments,  mean  and 
paltry  perhaps  to  the  eyes  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, but  treasured  by  these  humble 
people  beoaueeeanneoted  with  memcmee 
of  their  simple  past— everything  had 
gone,  and  it  was  only  whea  some  kved 


child,  or  husband,  or  wife  maybe,  was 
stricken  down  for  the  want  of  those 
necessaries  for  which,  poor  folks,  they 
would  willingly  have  worked,  if  they  had 
had  the  chance,  that  they  were  at  last 
driven  to  seek  relief.  They  were  too 
independent  to  do  so  before — too  proud, 
if  you  will.  Do  you  blame  them  for  it  ? 
Too  fearful  of  being  branded  with  the 
odious  epithet  of  pauper.  All  through 
that  fearful  time  not  a  murmur.  Sir, 
they  are  as  patient  and  as  independent 
this  day.  And  if  they  have  sent  up  Peti- 
tions from  every  mill  and  workshop 
engaged  in  the  trade ;  if  they  have  sent 
up  deputations  to  London  on  funds  pro- 
vided by  the  pence  of  the  people,  the 
House  may  take  it  as  certain,  and  you, 
Sir,  may  be  sure  that  in  this  matter  of 
the  India  import  duties  the  cotton  opera- 
tive of  Lancashire  feels  and  knows  that 
his  future  well-being  and  comfort  are  at 
stake.  Now,  Sir,  what  is  our  plea  in 
asking  for  the  abolition  of  these  duties  ? 
We  ask  for  no  bounty  to  aid  us  in  our 
competition  with  our  trade  opponents; 
we  cringe  for  no  favour ;  all  we  ask  for 
is  justice.  When  have  vou  heard  us 
complfidn  because  our  trade  is  hemmed 
in  by  factory  legislation  of  the  severest 
kind,  because  we  are  inspected  at  every 
turn,  told  whom  we  shall  employ,  how 
long  we  shall  employ  them,  and  the  con- 
ditions under  which  they  shall  labour ; 
when  have  you  heard  us  complain — 
more  than  other  people,  at  any  rate — 
because  the  fruits  of  our  industry  are 
taxed ;  from  all  of  which,  I  fear  I  must 
say,  impediments  to  trade,  our  Lidian 
rival  goes  free.  No,  Sir,  we  kiss  the 
rod  of  Parliamentary  discipline  which 
many  of  us  have  heartily  co-operated  in 
framing  for  our  own  backs,  and  we,  at 
least,  honestly  endeavour  to  believe  that 
every  out-come  of  the  collective  legislative 
wisdom  of  this  House  is  for  the  benefit 
of  us  all,  employers  and  employed  alike ; 
but  the  last  straw  which  breaks  the  back 
of  our  patience  is  this — that  after  we 
have  sent  abroad  the  Mercantile  Marine 
of  this  country  thousands  of  miles  to 
fetch  us  home  the  raw  material,  which 
we  quickly  turn  by  a  costly  process  into 
cheap  and  useful  clothing  for  the  millions 
of  Lidia,  and  which  we  then  quickly  send 
to  our  great  Eastern  dependency,  after 
thus  triumphing  to  some  extent  over 
time  and  space,  that  we  should  be  told — 
**  No,  your  goods  shall  not  enter  into 
competition  with  oura,  unless  you  will  pay 
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an  entrance  fee  of  5  per  cent."  But  the 
Hindoo  purchaser?  You  ask — Has  he 
no  interest  in  this  matter?  The  poor 
man  whom  you  see  going  from  stall  to 
stall  in  the  Native  bazaar,  endeavouring 
to  cheapen  his  one  poor  article  of 
clothing,  has  he  no  interest  at  stake? 
The  answer  is — "Oh!  the  poor  pur- 
chaser must  take  care  of  himself;  that 
is  no  concern  of  ours ;  what  we  the  Qt)- 
yemment  of  India,  what  we  the  official 
classes  and  interested  mUlowners  have 
to  look  to  is,  that  a  rising  Indian  in- 
dustry must,  at  all  hazards,  be  fostered." 
Why,  Sir,  this  is  rank  protection!  Is 
the  House  willing  that  this  state  of 
things  should  be  continued  ?  If  so,  what 
a  contradiction  in  practice  of  your  loudly 
enunciated  Free  Trade  principles ;  what 
an  example  to  set  the  nations  of  Europe 
just  at  the  moment  when  Treaties  of 
Commerce  are  expiring !  I  may  be  told 
— *  *  Yes,  but  if  India  were  self-governing, 
you  would  have  more  duty  to  pay  than 
you  have  now — look  at  Austraua !  look 
at  Canada ! "  Sir,  we  are  not  answerable 
for  the  trade  follies  and  fallacies  of  our 
self-governing  Colonies.  Experience  is 
proverbially  a  commodity  that  cannot  be 
bought,  that  cannot  be  handed  over ;  it 
must  be  earned,  and  I  very  much  fear 
that  both  Australia  and  Canada  must 
earn  for  themselves  the  same  bitter  ex- 
perience of  the  evils  of  protection  that 
their  Mother  England  has  done  in  the 
past,  and  their  Cousin  America  is  earn- 
ing now;  but  I  respectfully  submit  to 
this  House  of  Commons  that,  inasmuch 
as  India  is  not  a  self-govemine  Colony, 
inasmuch  as  she  is  govemea  directly 
from  this  country,  that  it  would  be 
wrong,  aye  more,  it  would  be  criminal 
in  us  to  allow  her  to  pursue  a  course 
which  we  know  from  our  own  bitter  ex- 
perience to  be  a  wrong  and  a  false  one. 
I  trust  the  House  will  pardon  my  speaking 
at  this  length,  but  I  represent  a  district 
which,  although  small  in  area,  yet  pays 
considerably  over  a  fourth  of  the  wnole 
of  these  duties ;  but  in  any  remarks  that 
I  may  make  I  will  endeavour  to  be  as 
brief  as  possible  ;  and  to  begin  with,  I 
will  not  waste  the  time  of  the  House 
by  entering  into  a  long  discussion  on  the 
protective  nature  of  these  duties,  and, 
for  one  very  simple  reason,  because  it 
is  unnecessary.  The  fact  has  been  ad- 
mitted by  such  authorities  as  Lord 
Lytton,  Lord  Salisbury,  and,  sreatest 
authority  of  all,  Sir  Louis  MaUet,  and 
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condemned   by   them    on    these  vvy 
grounds !    Why,  even  our  Tndian  odD- 
ownin^  opponents  in  India  admit  thit 
there  is  a  protective  element  in   thaw 
duties ;    but  they  say  ''  the  area  orer 
which  that  protective  element  has  power 
is  a  small  one,  being,  as  a  matter  or  ImI, 
confined  to  one-twentieth  of  &e  whol* 
of  your  trade  to  India  —  namely,  tht 
small  amount   of  coarse  cotton  goods, 
which  class  of  cotton  goods  India  mosdj 
makes   for   herself.      Therefore,   jxmt 
grievance  being  such  a  small  one,  your 
claim  to  the  aoolition  of   these  dntiei 
falls  to  the  ground."     That  is  a  very 
specious  argument,  Mr.  Speaker;  hot 
when  you  come  to  consider  it,  there  if 
a  refr^hing  hardihood  about  it  whidi  if 
well  worth    the    consideration  of  hoa. 
Members;    for    what   are   the    fseto? 
India,  some  years  ago,  for  fiscal  par- 
poses,  imposes  a  duty  on  cotton  goods ; 
an  Indian  cotton  industry  spnngB  op. 
Through  the  action  of  these  daties,  aov 
become  protective,  as  we  contend,  sad 
as  we  can  prove,  India  ousts  us  frooi 
all  but  a  microscopic  portion  of  wbst 
used  to  be  the  easiest,  the  laigett,  thfr 
most  profitable  branch  of  our  trade ;  sad 
then,  having  done  us  this  injury,  sad 
without  giving  us  any  guarantee  £or  the 
future,  India  has  the  courage  to  tnn 
round  and  twit  us* with  the  voy  fl&sU 
portion  of  goods  of  this  character  wfaidi 
we  now  export,  and  upon  this  to  srgst 
that  therefore,  being  injured  in  so  sligbt 
a  degree,  our  claim  to  the  abolition  of 
these  duties  falls  to  the  ground.    Was 
there  every  such  an  extraordinary  oos- 
dusion    arrived    at,    built   upon  such 
licensed  premises  ?    Sir,  we  were  oom- 
pared  last  year,  by  a  very  high  autho- 
rity in  In£a,  to  a  man  who  cried  oat 
that  his  whole  body  was  in  danger  be- 
cause his  little  finger  ached.    The  oob* 
E arisen  would  have  been  jnster  had  we 
een  likened  to  a  man  whose  ri^t  im 
was   withered  up  by  the  action  of  t 
slow,  insidious,    out  fatal  poison,  isd 
who  knew  from  his  own  symptoms  uH 
from  the  opinion  of  those  upon  wboM 
advice  he  was  wont  to  rely,  toat  uhIms 
some    powerful    antidote,  some  stnmg 
counter-irritant  were  appUed  the  wbo^ 
of  his  body  and  the  whde  of  his  powsn 
of  resistance  would  fSdl  a  viotzm  to  te 
fatal  infiuence.     That  is  our  posHm 
Sir.    We  know  that  these  duties  bift 
injured  us  in  the  past;  we  know  tbst 
they  are  injuring  us   at   die 
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time ;  we  jnstlj  fear  that  they  will  hurt 
mud  injure  us  in  the  future.    An  hon. 
Gentleman    who    sits  below  me    (Mr. 
Grmnt  Duff)  gave  us  some  friendly  ad- 
wice  last  year,  which  I,  as  one  of  the 
Members  who  took  part  in  the  debate, 
mocepted  in  the  same  friendly  spirit  in 
^rhidi  it  was  g^ven.      The  hon.  Gentle- 
man   said — "  You    would   have    done 
better  had  you  displayed  a  little  more 
of  the  wisdom  of  the  serpent,  and  argued 
this  matter  from  an  Inoian  rather  than 
from  an  English  point  of  view."    Sir, 
I«    for  one,  did  not  consider  it  neces- 
sazy  to  pursue  that  serpentine  line  of 
procedure;   we   had  such  a    palpable 
(^eranoe,  we  had  such  a  plain,  un- 
▼ami^ed  tale  to  tell.    Besides,  I  did 
not  forget  then,  as  I  do  not  forget  now, 
that  there  are   hon.  Members  of  this 
House  who  take  the  Natives  of  India 
under  their  protection,    and,  if  it    is 
neceesary,  to  fire  their  enthusiasm,  if  it 
ia  reaUy  needful,  to  screw  their  oourage 
up  to  any  particular  sticking  point,  so 
aa  to  become  bold  and  enthusiastio  col- 
leagues with  us  in  our  endeavours  to 
secure   the    repeal  of  these  duties,  I 
would  remind  them  that,  although  we 
Lancashire  manufacturers  pay  £800,000 
a-rear  to  the  Indian  Exchequer — a  sum 
which  appears  on  the  Estimates,  which 
ereryone  can  see — ^yet  there  is  another 
•am  which  does  not  appear — namely,  a 
sum    amounting    to    nearly  £800,000, 
which  is  paid  by  the  Hindoo  purchaser 
to  the  protected  millowner.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  should  be  but  a  sorry  antagonist,  I 
fear,    for   the    poorest    and    meanest 

rilitical  economist  in  this  House,  and 
therefore  will  trouble  hon.  Members 
with  no  crude  ideas  and  theories  of  my 
own  ;  but  what  said  Professor  Bonamy 
Price  in  a  pamphlet  which  he  wrote  a 
■hort  time  am?  Talking  of  Pn>teo- 
tionists  he  said— 

*'  What  it  it  th«y  aeek  to  aooompliBh  P  No- 
thing Um  than  to  niMO  a  charity  tax  on  the 
whole  people  for  the  heneflt  of  those  employed 
in  a  few  particiilar  trades.  Protection,  under 
Um  pkwible  diwnises  of  not  throwixig  poor 
peopU  out  <d  work,  and  not  allowing  them  to  be 
trampled  upon  by  foreign  riTals,  sends  round  a 
begging  cap  to  all  buyers  of  goods  to  make 
charitable  contributions  to  particalar  indivi- 
dnak.  Free  traders  are  called  hard-hearted; 
bat  what  sort  of  feeling  is  it  which  infiicU  im- 
rrr**^*^  hr  force  of  law  on  ercry  oonsiuner 
lor   the  adTaatage  of   soma  of   their  neigh- 
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lecturing  the  silk  manufacturers'  depu- 
tation the  otiier  day,  obserres — 

*'  It  is  a  great  pity,  no  donbt,  that  the  silk 
trade  of  Coventry  and  Derby  should  be  in  such 
a  bad  way.  We  are  very  sorry  for  the  distress 
of  the  weavers.  But  the  gentlemen  who 
waited  on  the  Foreign  Secretary  made  the  mis- 
take of  supposing  that  nations  exist  for  the 
sake  of  manufacturers  instead  of  manufac- 
turers  for  the  sake  of  nations.  Free  trade  is 
good  because  it  is  more  profitable  to  benefit 
10,000  persons  than  it  is  to  benefit  a  single  man.'  * 

Sir,  I  daim  not  only  Lord  Derby,  the 
Leader  <ff  the  House  of  Lords,  and  The 
Timei  newspaper,  the  leader  of  public 
opinion,  as  enthusiastic  Colleagues ;  but 
I  also  daim  the  co-operation  of  the 
learned  Professor  from  whose  writings 
I  have  quoted.  Would  that  I  could  be 
as  sure  of  the  co-operation  of  another 
learned  Professor  in  this  House  (Pro- 
fessor Fawcett).  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
talked  over  this  matter  of  the  Indian 
duties  with  many  of  our  opponents,  and 
they  may  be  divided  into  two  classes. 
There  are,  first,  those  who  admit  that 
these  duties  are  bad  ones,  and  ought  to 
be  abolished,  but  who  dedare  that  there 
are  other  Indian  duties  which  press 
more  heavily  on  the  people  of  India,  and 
to  which  they  take  an  eaual  or  worse 
exception.  When  pressed  to  name  the 
particular  duty  which  they  have  in  their 
mind's  eye,  they  generally  say — "  Oh ! 
the  salt  duty."  Well,  Sir,  I  admit  that 
the  salt  duties  do  press  veiy  heavily 
upon  the  people  of  India,  and  I  would 
gladly  see  them  abolished.  But  I  was 
told  on  high  authority  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  deal  with  the  salt  duties 
for  some  time.  Besides,  Sir,  consider 
what  a  drop  in  the  great  ocean  of  the 
salt  duties  would  the  abolition  of 
£800,000  worth  of  duties  be.  Amin, 
what  difference  can  it  make  to  the^n- 
doo  whether  a  tax  is  taken  from  off  his 
food  or  his  dothing?  Indeed,  Sir,  I 
83rmpathize  very  strongly  with  hon. 
Members  who  wish  to  secure  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  salt  duties,  because  there  is 
a  great  similarity  in  some  respect  be- 
tween the  salt  duties  and  the  duties  of 
which  we  Lancashire  Members  com- 
plain. Both  are  taxes  on  necessary  com- 
modities; both  affect  every  man,  woman, 
and  child  in  India.  [General  Sir  Obobob 
Baltoub:  No,  no  I]  Well,  I  beg  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet's  poirdon  as  far  as 
regaras  the  children.  The  children  in 
India  do  not  wear  anvthing  for  the 
first  hw  years  of  their  Ufe.    I  was  at* 
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tempting  to  prove  that  these  two  duties 
were  so  far  equal;  but  there  is  this 
radical  difiference  between  them — ^that 
whereas,  on  every  pound  of  salt  manu- 
factured in  the  country  or  out  of  it  a 
duty  is  paid,  it  is  only  on  the  cotton 
cloth  manufactured  out  of  India  that 
this  duty  faUs.  The  other  dass  of  op- 
ponents to  whom  I  alluded  are  those 
who,  while  admitting  that  the  cotton 
duties  are  worse  than  any  other,  and 
that  they  ought  to  be  abolisl^,  start 
back  frighted  and  aghast  bcobre  the 
great  and  fearM  hiatus  which  the  abo- 
Htion  of  them  would  make  in  the  poor, 
the  mean,  the  insignificant  revenues  of 
India.  When  I  was  in  India,  just  be- 
before  the  abolition  of  the  income  tax 
in  that  country,  and  at  the  time  when  I 
believe  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  Gborge  Campbell) 
was  convincing  the  Legislative  Council 
of  India  with  his  oratory,  I  heard  tales 
that  made  my  blood  curdle  of  the  in- 
equality of  the  incidence  of  that  tax, 
of  the  difficulty  of  its  collection,  of  the 
dreadful  hindrance  it  caused  to  commer- 
cial enterprize  and  professional  skill; 
but  I  never  heard  one  word  as  to  the 
financial  difficulty  which  would  ensue  in 
the  event  of  the  income  tax  being  abo- 
lished. That  tax  was  abolished  with 
the  consent  and  approval  of  those  very 
classes  who  now  oppose  the  abolition  of 
the  duties  of  which  in  Lancashire  we 
complain.  Where  there  is  a  will,  Sir, 
there  is  a  way.  Did  not  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  deal 
the  financial  pessimists  of  India  a  heavy 
blow  the  other  day  when  he  made  his 
Financial  Statement?  Did  not  hon. 
Members  go  home  with  a  greater  con- 
viction of  the  healthy  oonmtion  of  In- 
dian finance  ?  Must  I  remind  the 
House  that  in  18  years  the  r^enues  of 
India  have  increased  some  70  per  cent? 
Is  the  House  not  aware  that  the  reve- 
nues of  India  for  seven  years  show  a 
surplus  of  £2,000,000,  after  paying  for 
£12,000,000  of  famine  expenditure, 
while  the  closed  accounts  for  1875-6 
show  a  surplus  of  £  1 , 668,000.  Besides, 
enormous  sums  have  been  wasted  in 
India  in  what  may  well  be  called 
extraordinary  public  works ;  ships  char- 
tered for  Government  purposes  far 
higher  than  the  market  rate ;  railways 
guaranteed  by  Gt>vemment,  that  seemed 
as  if  built  on  purpose  to  carefUly  avoid 
tiie  centres  of  population ;  barracks  that 
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tumbled   down  before  even    a  soldis 
crossed  the  threshold ;   canals  dug  im 
irrigation    purposes   that  watered  tk* 
land  with  salt  water ;  and  bridge*  thsl 
plunged,  as  if  ashamed  of  their  £uhy 
construction,  beneath  the  torrecti  thcj 
were  meant  to  span.    Sir,  I  do  noimsaa 
to  say  that  money  has  not  been  vtll 
spent  in  India  on  usefbl  publie  works;  I 
do  not  stop  to  ask  whether  remnneratiTt 
or  otherwise ;  I  do  not  sa^  that  moMj 
has  not  been  w^  spent  in  foiling  that 
fearful  foe  of  India — Famine ;  but  I  do 
contend,  Sir,  that  it  is  wrong  to  mak* 
the  present  generation,  which  will  pro- 
bably benefit  less  than  any  other,  beer 
the  whole  cost  of  carrying  oat  usefol 
public    works;    I    respeotrally   sabaiil 
that  it  is  cruel  to  place  <mi  skooiden 
already    weakened    by     famine,    the 
whole  burden  of  costs  inourred  in  nMct- 
ing  that  famine.    Sir,  if  these  chaxgat 
be  spread  over  a  sufficient  numlMr  ef 
vears,  India,  I  will  venture  to  say,  will 
be  able   eadi  year  to  show   a  svphu 
far  more  than  enough  to  make  up  for 
the  loss  which  would  be  inourred  by  the 
abolition  of  the  du^  on  manufaotarcd 
cotton  i^oods.    Sir,  I  thank  the  Hoqm 
for  havmg  so  kindly  listened  to  me,  and 
would  entreat  Her  Majesty^sOovenuMnt 
to  disregard  the  sneers  and  taunts  ol 
mill-owning   monopolists  abroad,  sod 
noble  Whig  re-actionists  at  home,  who 
would  seem  to  wish  us  to  beliere  titil 
because  Her  Majesty's  (Government  de- 
sire to  take  this  burden  from  off  the 
people  of  India,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
ao  an  act  of  simple  justice  to  Laneaafairs, 
that  they  are  actuated  by  no  higher  mo- 
tive than  a  desire  to  perform  an  aot  of 
political  subserviency  to  Manchester,  ibr 
the  j^urpose — Heav^i  save  the  mark!— 
of  winning  a  few  borough  elections. 

Mb.  SIDEBOTTOM  :  Sir,  I  famglit 
this  subject  under  the  oonsideratioa  of 
the  House  last  Session  on  the  Indiin 
Budget.  The  House  upon  that  oecasioo 
did  me  the  honour  to  listen  to  the  oV- 
servations  and  arguments  I  brou^t  for- 
ward, but  after  the  able  and  exu«fltiv« 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Msi* 
cnester  and  other  hon.  Members  towhidi 
we  have  listened  to-night,  I  feel  thst  it 
is  unnecessary  to  occupy  its  attentiea  M 
any  great  lengUi.  I  may,  periiaps,  bow* 
ever,  be  permitted  to  sav  that  thsM 
duties  are,  on  the  one  hand,  iiijururat  t9 
the  great  bod  v  of  oonsumers  in  India  \j 
materially  enhancing  the  piioe  of  ^mb 
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ehief  article  of  dothin^,  and  unjust  on 
the  other  hand  to  English  cotton  manu- 
fMturers  by  establiamng  a  premium  on 
the    manunusture    of  jKoods   in   India 
against  English  goods.  The  Gbvemment, 
indeed,  by  promising  to  abolish  them  as 
soon  as  the  state  of  uie  rey^iue  permits, 
hare  praotioally  admitted  the  truth  of 
both  tneee  propositions;  but,  with  the 
exception  of  the  unfortunate  English 
manu£soturer,  who  is  so  seriouslj  in- 
jured by  their  operation,  probably  few 
persons  either  in  this  House  or  the  ooun- 
txy  haTe  any  adequate  conception  of  their 
extremely  onerous  nature.    The  nominal 
amount  leried  is  5  per  cent  on  the  yalue 
of  the  goods,  but  it  is  in  reality  more 
than  thu,  because  the  yalue  of  the  goods 
is  estimated  at  a  certain  fixed  amount, 
and  the  duty  levied  upon  that  amount; 
whereas  owing  to  the  great  depression 
in  trade  and  the  absence  of  demand 
from  other  markets,  the  yalue  of  cotton 
ffoods  has  sunk  to  such  a  low  ebb  as  to 
Be  in  reality  below  the  fixed  amount 
upon  which  the  duty  is  levied,  so  that 
at  the  pesent  moment  the  actual  amount 
of  the  duty  is  more  than  6  per  cent; 
and  it  must  be  remembered  that  this 
is  not  on  the  profit  of  the  manufac* 
torer,  if  nrofit  he  b  ever  to  have  again, 
but  on   nis  whole  turn-over — a  most 
important  and  material  distinction,  to 
which  I  beg  the  earnest  attention  of 
the  House.    I  can  only  say  that,  as 
an  extensive  cotton  manufacturer  and 
as  representing  one  of  the  oldest  and 
best-known  films  in  the  trade,  I  would 
gladly  compound  for  5  per  cent  profit  on 
my  turn-over,  and  I  think  most  other 
English  manufacturers  would  also  will- 
ingly do  the  same.    This  duty,  in  fsot, 
amounts  to  half  of  the  wages  paid  to  our 
weavers  for  weavingr  the  doth,  and  oon- 
stitutes  a  bonus  of  about  Si.  per  week  to 
•very  single  loom  wcvking  in  Bombay ; 
10  that  I  venture  to  think  the  House  will 
be  of  (^pinion  that  it  is  really  most  serious 
•ad  most  onerous,  and  that  even  if  now 
repealed  such  an  impetus  has  already 
been  given  to  the  erection  of  mills  in 

IndJA  UiMt  RnglJAh  mannfftfltnrera  will  be 

quite  sufBciently  handicapped  in  the  race 
«  competition  in  other  ways.  First, 
there  is  the  great  distance  our  goods 
have  to  traverse  to  reach  the  markets  of 
India  at  alL  We  have  to  bring  the  raw 
oottoo— if  Indian  or  Surat  cotton  be 
nssd  ell  the  way  from  India  to  Bnc- 
laad;  mannfaoture  it  here  in  England, 


and  then  convey  it  hack  again  to  India, 
paying  all  the  charges  for  packing, 
creight,  merdiants'  commission,  and  the 
whde  cost  of  transit  both  ways.  Wages 
here,  in  England,  are  eight  or  10  times 
as  much  as  they  are  in  India,  and  what 
is  of  great  importance,  there  is  prac- 
tically no  restriction — or,  at  all  events, 
very  little  restriction — on  the  hours  of 
labour  there.  Bombay  mills  are  now 
woridng  12  hours  a-day,  and  seven  days 
a-week,  or  more  than  80  hours,  against 
an  English  mill,  66  hours.  If  this  fSetct, 
indeed,  stood  alone,  it  would  g^ve  an 
immense  advantage  to  the  Indian  mill- 
owner,  because  the  cost  of  k  cotton  mill 
is  so  great,  and  the  fixed  expenses  so 
heavy,  that  the  time  worked  and  the 
production  turned  off  is  of  very  great 
in^rtance  indeed.  Well,  it  would  be 
an  easy  task  to  prove  from  statistical 
accounts  which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  that 
with  all  these  natural  and  artificial  ad- 
vantages, and  under  the  fostering  in- 
fluence of  tibiese  protective  tarifib  the 
produce  of  Indian  mills  is  fast  super- 
seding that  of  ours  in  England  in  the 
Indian  markets.  This  subject  has,  how- 
ever, been  so  ftdly  entered  into  by  pre- 
vious speakers  tluit  I  will  not  weary 
the  House  by  quoting  a  lon^  array  of 
figures,  but  simply  remark  that  not  the 
least  serious  feature  in  this  Indian  rivalry 
is  its  rapid  progress  within  the  last  few 
years.  The  first  cotton  mill  was  built  in 
Bombay  in  the  year  1865 ;  in  the  year 
1861  there  were  only  11;  in  1874  the 
number  was  24,  an  increase  of  only  13 
mills  in  13  years;  but  about  this  time 
18  new  mills  were  projected  to  contain 
581 ,000  spindles,  which  are  now  no  doubt 
at  work,  and  to  show  the  House  that  the 
production  of  these  mills  is  really  super- 
seding that  of  English  mills,  it  appears 
that  whilst  out  of  a  total  of  389,000,000 
yards  of  cotton  cloth  supplied  to  Bom- 
bay during  the  year  1861,  275,000,000 
were  imported  fitmi  England,  and 
114,000,000  produced  in  Bombay.  In 
the  year  1876outof  a  total  of  698,000,000 
yards  supplied,  only  318,000,000  were 
unported  from  England,  380,000,000 
being  produced  in  Bombay.  These 
figures  are,  I  think,  sufloient  to  satisfy 
the  House  as  to  the  serious  nature  of  the 
competition  to  which  English  manufac- 
turers are  exposed  by  their  competitors 
in  India— and  that,  to  sav  the  least,  these 
oonpetitors  are  ^nite  able  to  hold  their 
own  against  us  without  being  artificially 
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protected  by  our  own  Government.  I 
was  very  much  struck  with  the  state- 
ments in  a  letter  which  appeared  in  a 
London  daily  paper  a  short  time  ago. 
The  writer  stated  that  in  a  cotton  mill  of 
1,000  looms,  in  England,  making  cloth 
for  India,  £7,500  a-year  was  paid  for 
duty,  £14,000  for  charges  of  various 
kinds  on  the  cloth,  and  £5,000  charges  on 
the  importation  of  the  cotton — supposing 
it  came  fix)m  India— or  a  direct  advan- 
tage of  £26,500  per  annum  to  an  Indian 
mill  of  the  same  size,  without  taking  into 
account  the  indirect  advantages  caused 
by  working  longer  hours,  and  so  dividing 
the  fixed  expenses  over  a  greater  pro- 
duction. Well,  I  have  taken  the  trouble 
to  examine  some  of  these  statements, 
and  find  them,  if  anything,  under 
rather  than  over-stated,  and  I  think  the 
House  will  be  of  opinion  that  we  need 
no  longer  be  surprised  at  the  rapid  de- 
velopment of  the  cotton  trade  in  India, 
nor  at  the  uneasiness  displayed  by  Eng- 
lish manufacturers.  I  can  speak  fe^- 
ingly  on  this  subject.  When  I  had  the 
honour  of  bringing  this  subject  under  the 
attention  of  the  House  last  Session,  I 
stated  that  although  my  family  had  been 
engaged  in  the  cotton  trade  from  its 
earnest  infancy  for  three  generations, 
neither  my  grandfather,  my  father,  nor 
myself  had,  so  far  as  I  know,  ever  made 
goods  for  India,  being  engaged  in  an 
entirely  different  branch  of  the  trade. 
Since  then,  however,  the  stagnation  in 
the  cotton  trade  has  been  so  universal, 
the  absence  of  demand  so  general,  the 
inability  of  all  the  other  markets  of  the 
world  to  take  off  the  production  of  our 
English  mills  so  decided,  and  the  stocks 
held  of  manufactured  goods  so  enor- 
mous, that,  driven  well-nigh  to  our  wits' 
end,  many  manufacturers,  not  previously 
accustomed  to  thelndian  trade,  nave  been 
obliged  to  resort  to  it,  myself  amongst 
the  number.  The  greatest  portion  of 
my  looms  are  the  wrong  widtn  and  not 
adapted ;  but  it  so  happens  that  I  have 
about  the  same  number  mentioned  in 
this  letter — that  is,  about  1,000  the  right 
width — and  during  last  autumn  I  set 
these  to  work,  making  g^oods  for  India. 
Well,  I  appeal  to  any  hon.  Member  in 
this  House,  is  it  fair  r  is  it  reasonable  ? 
is  it  right  ?  that  in  addition  to  the  na- 
tural advantages  of  £19,000  a-year 
which  a  mill  in  India  possesses  over 
mine,  I  should  also  pay  a  tax  of  £7,500 
for  every  1,000  looms,  and  yet  this  is 
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the  real  literal  state  of  the  ease.  Mj 
chief  object,  however,  in  allnding  to  this 
matter  is  to  show  the  immense  import- 
ance of  the  Indian  markets  to  this  oo«m- 
try ;  but  it  may  be  said  if,  notwithftaad- 
ing  this  tax,  these  markets  take  off  woA 
a  large  proportion  of  your  goods,  whj  do 
you  complain?  You  have  proved  too 
much  by  half.  The  answer  is  the  Indiaa 
markets  constitute  the  chief  ontlet  lor 
our  production.  We  have  already  loit 
our  trade  in  the  coarser  goods,  whieh 
can  be  supplied  dheaper  by  Native  ma^ 
nufacturers,  and  we  see  an  indnstiy 
springing  up  beneath  the  fostering  ia- 
fluence  of  these  protective  tariffs  lad 
advancing  with  giant  strides  to  deprive 
us  of  what  is  at  this  moment  the  nrj 
sheet  anchor  and  mainstay  of  oar  trade 
— and  threatening,  unless  checked  in  its 
career  by  the  early  and  entire  remortl 
of  these  duties,  to  overwhekn  at  no 
distant  day  boUi  employers  and  on- 
ployed  in  one  common  destniction.  Tbf 
injustice  and  hardship  inflicted  npoa 
English  operatives  inaeed  is  qnita  •• 
great  as  upon  employers ;  because,  how- 
ever large  an  amount  of  capital  is  lett- 
ing England  for  the  purpose  of  establish- 
ing mills  in  India,  operatives  cannot 
foUow  that  capital.  They  possev  no 
capital  but  their  labour,  and  in  th« 
prospect  of  the  stoppage  of  mills  in 
England  they  see  nothmg  but  rain, 
distress,  and  misery  before  them.  And 
for  whose  benefit  are  these  aerious  n$k» 
incurred?  Who  are  our  competiton? 
Who  are  the  projectors,  and  who  ai« 
the  owners  of  tnese  Indian  mills  ?  Are 
they  poor  struggling  Natives,  who  ought 
to  be  assisted  and  encouraged  in  their 
efforts  to  develop  Native  industry,  and 
to  employ  Native  capital  otherwise  lying 
dormant  by  the  aid  of  protective  dntietr 
however  wrong  in  prmoiple,  howefw 
opposed  to  true  and  sonna  dootrines  of 
finance,  however  contrary  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  free  trade,  however  injunou 
and  oppressive  to  the  great  bod j  o^ 
Native  consumers  throughout  India, 
and  however  unjust  to  &iglish  manu- 
facturers at  home?  Notmng  of  th« 
kind.  But  there  is  reason  to  behm 
that,  at  all  events,  some  proportkm— if 
not  a  considerable  proportion  of  th« 
mills  in  India — are  owned  by  Angk>* 
Indian  officials  and  by  English  oapm* 
ists,  who,  from  the  operation  of  lestrict* 
ive  laws  at  home,  shorter  hours  of  labonr, 
high  wages,  and  other  eauaea  into  the 
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eoDsideration  of  which  it  is  imneoeaary 
now  to  enter,  haye  taken  their  capitfu 
where  they  can  receive  a  better  return 
for  it.    Nor  do  we  in  the  least  complain 
of  their  doing  so;  but  we  do  ask  for 
£ur  play,  and  we  do  object  to  our  goods 
bein^  charffed  a  heayy  du^  before  they 
are  allowea  to  enter  India  to  compete 
with   those  of  our  riyals.    Besides,   a 
moat  injurious  efiPect  is  also  produced 
upon  the  trade  of  this  country  indirectly 
in  other  ways.    There  haye  lately  been 
important  negotiations  in  reference  to  a 
new    Treaty   of    Commerce   with   our 
neighbours  across  the  Channel ;  but  how 
can  we,  with  any  show  of  consistence, 
adyocate  the  doctrines  of  free  trade  ? 
How  can  we  ask  France,  or  any  other 
foreign  nation,  to  remoye  duties  from 
our  goods  BO  long  as  we  allow  an  enor- 
mous dut^to  beleyied  upon  them  in  our 
own  Empire  of  India  ?  Well,  these  duties 
being  admitted  to  be  yicious  in  principle, 
to  haye,  as  I  think  I  haye  shown,  such 
a  bad  eiSect  in  practice,  and  Her  Majes- 
ty's Gk>yemment  haying,  in  consequence, 
promised  their  repeal,  why  cannot  this 
take  place  at  once?    Bis  dot  qui  eito  dot, 
II  powerful  anrument  for  their  immedi- 
ate repeal  is  offered  by  the  fact  to  which 
I  hare  just  alluded  of  English  capital 
being  transferred  to  India,  because  this 
proceas  may  be  now  Roing  on ;  this  capital 
may  be  being  transferred  at  the  present 
moment,  and  it  cannot  too  soon  be  made 
deariy  manifest  that  whilst  there  is  no 
desire  or  intention  to  interfere  in  the 
slightest  degpree  with  the  natural  adyan- 
tages  Indian  mills  will  eyer  possess  oyer 
tboae  at  home,  they  certainly  will  not 
continue  to  be  supported  by  enormous 
protectiye  duties  which  eyery  day  they 
continue  afford  encouragement  for  the 
erection  of  new  mills  and  for  the  creation 
of  yested  interests  to  oppose  their  repeal. 
I  apprehend  the  most  powerful  argument 
against  their  immediate  repeal  is  because 
it  is  thought  that  the  present  state  of  the 
Indian  reyenne  will  not  allow  it.    Well, 
in  the  presence  of  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of^the  House,  who  are  such  high 
authorities  on  Indian  finance,  I  confess  to 
spproaching  this  part  of  the  subject  with 
eonsiderab^  diffiaence,  but  what  are  the 
&cts?    The  Beyenue  of  India  at  the 
present  moment  is  about  £52,000,000, 
whUat  the  Debt   is    £130,000,000,  or 
nearly  about  3^  times  the  amount  of  the 
Beyenne.  WeU,  is  there  here  nsij  primd 
fui$  eridence  of  approachingbanlrruptcy , 


or  of  air^  undue  strain  upon  the  resources 
of  the  Empire  ?  How  does  it  comi>are 
with  our  own  position  in  the  United 
Kingdomathomef  ThelmperialBeyenue 
is  between  £70,000,000  and  £80,000,000 
and  the  Debt  about  £725,000,000— that 
is,  nearly  10  times  the  amount  of  Be- 
yenue— and  yet  I  neyer  heard  that  our 
credit  was  bad,  or  that  we  usually  ex- 
perienced much  difficulty  in  raising 
nmds  when  required.  But  this  is  not 
all,  for  we  haye  in  addition  a  yery  large 
debt  connected  with  local  taxation, 
amounting  to  about  £105,000,000,  with 
a  reyenueof  £28,000,000,  the  Debt  being 
thus  about  four  times  the  amount  of  the 
Beyenue.  Our  local  bodies  in  England, 
again,  borrow  from  £5,000,000  to 
£8,000,000  per  annum,  which  they  do  not 
spend  on  railways,  canals,  gasworks,  and 
other  reproductiye  works,  exdusiyely; 
but  to  a  large  extent  on  sanitary  and 
other  works  of  a  similar  character  yield- 
ing no  direct  pecuniary  return.  The 
Beyenue  of  In<ua,  therefore,  compares 
yeiT  fayourably  with  that  of  our  own, 
and  indeed  with  that  of  eyery  solyent 
State  in  Europe,  the  debts  of  nine  sol- 
yent European  States  beinff  on  the  aye- 
rage  six-and-a-half  times  uie  amount  of 
their  respec^ye  reyenues ;  and  when  we 
consider  in  addition  the  yery  great  ex- 
pansion of  which  it  is  susceptible,  when 
we  call  to  mind  that  in  the  year  1840 
it  was  only  £20,000,000,  whilst  it  is 
now  upwards  of  £50,000,000,  and 
that  the  whole  amount  raised  by  these 
duties  is  under  £1,000,000.  We  can- 
not help  thinking  that  such  an  unjust 
tax,  raising  only  such  a  small  amount 
of  reyenue,  mignt  be  at  once  repealed. 
I  said  just  now  that  we  haye  lost  our 
trade  with  India  in  the  coarser  goods, 
and  yet  though  the  duty  has  long  since 
ceased  to  be  productiye  it  still  remains, 
I  presume  for  protectiye  and  prohibitory 
objects  alone.  Are  we,  then,  still  to  wait 
patiently  till  our  trade  in  the  finer  g^oods 
18  also  destroyed,  so  that  when  their 
importation  has  also  ceased  the  Indian 
revenue,  forsooth,  may  then  bear  the 
abolition  of  the  duty.  I  say  it  is  most 
monstrous  that  Lancashire  should  con- 
tinue to  pay  these  unfair  imposts  a  single 
day  longer.  If  it  can  be  shown  that  we 
are  bound  to  balance  the  Indian  Budget, 
it  would  be  preferable  to  pay  the  amount 
in  hard  caMi  by  a  direct  tax  upon  our 
mills  rather  than  in  the  present  most 
objectionable  fonui  and  it  would  be  far 
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more  reasonable,  more  eqttitabley  and 
more  just  to  place  a  duty  of  d«.  per  week 
on  every  loom  working  in  India,  which, 
as  I  have  shown,  wonld  still  possess  a 
great  advantage  over  English  looms, 
and  a  proportionate  tax  on  every  spindle, 
rather  than  to  continue  the  present  tax, 
or  upon  English  machinery,  which  is  of 
course  allowed  to  enter  India  duty  free, 
and  of  the  advantages  of  which  Indian 
manufacturers  of  course  take  care  to  avail 
themselves  to  the  utmost.  I  do  not,  how- 
ever, wish  to  be  understood  as  advocating 
such  a  course  further  than  to  point  oirt 
that  if  it  can  be  shown  that  the  revenues 
of  India  will  not  reaUy  bear  the  loss  of 
£800,000  per  annum  raised  by  these 
duties,  then  it  would  be  just  and  equit- 
able to  place  a  tax  on  machinery  in 
India,  in  order  to  equalize  the  biurden 
and  cause  Indian  mills  to  bear  their 
proper  share  along  with  English  mills, 
for  it  cannot  surely  be  maintained  that 
one  portion  of  the  dominions  of  the 
Crown  should  be  permanentlv  placed 
under  serious  disadvantage,  ana  saddled 
with  onerous  burdens  for  the  direct 
benefit  of  another  portion.  We  have 
heard  a  good  deal  about  the  demand  for 
the  repeal  of  these  duties  being  ''a 
Manchester  delusion,"  and  other  un- 
merited and  tmcalled  for  taunts,  but  it 
is  really  a  most  serious  question,  which 
powerfully  afiPects  the  cotton  manufac- 
turing industry  of  this  country.  This 
industry  has  £130,000,000  of  capital  in- 
vested in  it.  It  affords  direct  employ- 
ment to  about  500,000  operatives,  and 
there  are  altogether  fully  2,000,000  of 
people  dependent  upon  it.  One-third 
of  the  entire  exports  of  this  country  con- 
sists of  cotton  goods,  and  one-fifth  of 
those  cotton  goods  goes  to  India.  Depend 
upon  it,  the  repeal  of  these  duties  is  fast 
becoming  a  great,  a  burning  question, 
and  if  not  accomplished  before  the  next 
General  Election  I  shall  be  greatly  sur- 
prised if  hon.  Oentlemen  are  not  then, 
at  all  events,  made  fully  alive  to  its 
importance.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Oxford  said  at  an  earlier  period  of  the 
Session  that  ''the  trade  of  this  country 
was  the  very  breath  of  its  nostrils,"  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  favoured 
us  some  little  time  ago  with  a  most  in- 
teresting and  sraphio  description  of  the 
disastrous  condition  at  the  present  mo- 
ment of  wellnigh  every  trade  and  weU- 
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nigh  every  industrv  in  this  country,  and 
there  can,  indeed,  be  no  doubt  that  we 
are  passing  through  a  most  grave  and 
serious  crisis,  the  effects  of  which  will 
be  felt  by  thousands  for  many  long 
years  to  come.  The  dark  thunder  douds 
also  which  have  been  so  long  clustering 
on  the  Eastern  horizon  have  at  last  burst, 
the  tempest  is  now  raging  there  in  all 
its  fUry,  and  such  a  storm  cannot  but  be 
accompanied  by  great  and  widespread 
depression  and  disasters.  But  I  have 
fedth  in  the  future  of  our  country  and  in 
the  revival  of  her  trade.  Only  let  us 
abolish  these  miserable  remnants  of  pro- 
tection, these  exploded  fallacies  of  a 
bygone  age,  and  depend  upon  it  there 
wm  be  brighter  days  in  store  for  us, 
and  we  shedl  again  see  that  conmierce 
prosper  and  that  trade  flourish,  which 
have  contributed  in  no  small  degree  to 
the  grandeur,  the  greatness,  and  the 
prosperity  of  England. 

General  Sm  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
stated  that  he  had  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  in  succession  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester, 
who  proposed  to  reduce  the  duties  levied 
in  India  on  English  cotton  manufactures. 
But  as  that  Amendment  was  not  to  be 
pressed,  he  proposed  to  be  brief,  out  of 
consideration  for  the  many  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  desired  to  express  their  views  on 
this  important  Motion.  He  had  ^ven 
way  to  the  wishes  of  his  hon.  Friends 
the  Members  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  and  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
to  allow  their  Amendments  to  be  pressed, 
if  deemed  advisable.  He  hoped  that 
before  the  Gbvemment  meddled  with 
these  cotton  import  duties,  they  wonld 
consider  what  the  consequences  would 
be  if  the  duties  on  imports  of  that  class  of 
goods  were  abolished.  The  whole  vidne 
of  imports  from  foreign  countries  into 
India  subject  to  duty,  exclusive  of  salt, 
amounted  to  a  fraction  under  £  33, 000,000 
in  the  year  ending  31st  March,  1876, 
That  was  the  highest  value  of  imports 
paying  duty  in  any  year  of  the  last  10 
years ;  it  was  £2,250,000  higher  than  in 
the  previous  year.  Now  the  value  of 
the  cotton  manufactures  imported  into 
India  during  1876  was  nearlv  £250,000 
below  the  value  in  1876,  out  higher 
than  in  any  one  year  of  the  nine  pre- 
ceding years.  Even  that  value  might 
have  been  diminished  by  lower  rates  of 
values  in  the  new  tariff,  on  which  themf 
vdorem  duties  were  now  struck.   Even  if 
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profits  were  nil  on  the  trade  to  Lxdia  in 
cotton  goods,  yet  it  could  not  be  said 
that  the  trade  of  India  in  Manchester 
manufaotores  had  fallen  off  during  ^ 
last  year.    If  these  cotton  manufactures 
were  placed  on  the  Free  list,  the  value 
of  imports  subject  to  duty  would  be  less 
than  £13,750,000.    If  the  Goyemment 
relieved  the  manufacturers  from  the  im- 
port duty  on  cotton  goods,  they  would 
cut  down  the  Indian  revenue  by  nearly 
£900,000.      That   would   bring    down 
the  Indian  import  duties  to  less  than 
£900,000.    The  total  duties  now  col- 
lected   from    all    duty-paying    articles 
amounted    in    the    year    ending    31st 
March,     1876,    to    £1,776,896,    being 
less  than  the  collections  on  all  importe 
(exclusive  of  salt)  in  the  previous  year, 
and  in  two    other  years  of  the  pre- 
Tious  10  years.    Now,  out  of  last  year's 
collections,  the  cotton  manufactures  paid 
duties  to  the  amount  of  £872,146,  thus 
leaving  £904,750  for  all  other  articles, 
excluding  duties  on  salt.    It  might  then 
be  asked,  was  it  wise,  or  would  it  be  pos- 
sible, to  maintain  the  import  duties  at 
all,  when  they  were  brought  down  to  so 
low  a  fimre  ?    He  had  already  strongly 
urged  £e  giving  up  of  all  import  and 
export  duties,  not  only  on  the  articles 
of  ordinary  trade  and  manufacture,  but 
also  on  salt,    and   not    alone  on  salt 
imported  into  India  from  foreign  coun- 
tries, but  further  the  Excise  or  mo- 
nopoly  taxes  raised  from  the  salt,  the 
ffrow^  or  yield  of  India.      He  fully 
believed  that  this  thorough  free  trade 
policy  was  not  only  commercially  right, 
out  also  wise  and  prudent  in  apolitical 
and  military  point  of  view.     He  could 
therefore  add  that  even  if  the  salt  duties 
were  not  now  meddled  with,  he  wished 
all  duties  on  other  articles  of  trade  were 
removed  for  the  g^d  both  of  England 
and    India.    But   if  the    Gbvemment 
relieved  the  cotton  goods  of  Manches- 
ter   from    impart    duties,    how    could 
they  in   fEtimess  refuse  to  relieve  the 
metal  and  other  trades?      The  metal 
interests  had  no  representatives  to  bring 
their  grievances  before  that  House,  but 
all  the  traders  of  England  ought  to  be 
placed  on  the  same  footing,  and  if  the 
Government  gave  freedom  to  one  par- 
ticular branch  of  trade,  they  were  bound 
to  treat  the  rest  similarly.    His   hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  had 
also  urged  this  claim  for  equal  treat- 
ment to  all  industries.    The  metal  trade 


of  imports  into  India  in  the  last  year 
showed  a  higher  value  than  in  the  five 
preceding  years,  but  not  so  high  as  in 
the  three  &r8t  years  of  the  decade.   Then 
the  English  manufacturers  of  flax,  of 
woollens,  and  leather  also  deserved  the 
same  fair  treatment  as  that  asked  for 
cotton  fabrics.    But  if  all  these  articles 
were  placed  on  the  Free  List  of  the 
Indian    tariff,  then   the    imports    into 
India  subject  to  duty  would  be  reduced 
to  a  value  a  little  above  £8,000,000. 
The  duties  on  this  value,  measured  by 
collections  in  1876,  would  then  amount 
to  about  £632,371.    But  the  duties  on 
imported  ales,  wines,  and  roirits,  amount- 
ing to  £811,408  out  of  that  sum,  were 
levied  on  a  value  of  imports  of  nearly 
£1,400,000.    These  duties  being  levied 
in  connection  with  the  Excise  on  spirits, 
could  be  retained  and  collected  as  an 
Excise,  thus  practically    reducing    the 
imposts  on  all  other  articles  to  less  than 
a  third  of  a  million.    But  from  this  sum 
must  be  deducted  the  charges  of  collec- 
tion.   These  could  not   be   less   than 
£250,000.      This   amoimt   must,  how- 
ever, include  many  more  charge  than 
the  finance  accounts  at  present  showed, 
and  thereby  increase  the  charges  of  col- 
lection to  an  amount  equal  to  the  sum 
collected.    If,  then,  any  tariff  changes 
were  made  to  favour  the  one  industry — 
that  of  cotton  manufactures —  the  Oo- 
vemment  could  not  stop  there,   other 
industries  equally  deserving   must  be 
equally  attended  to.    The  question  of 
competing  industries  in  India  with  like 
industries  at  home  was  quite  as  appli- 
cable to  those  already  named  as  to  the 
cotton    manufactures    of     Lancashire. 
But  there  were  the  claims  of  other  na- 
tions and  of  other  countries  to  be  con- 
sidered.   The  produce  of  the  Islands  in 
the  Indian  Ocean,  mainly  dependent  on 
India,  that  of  the  coasts  of  the  Persian 
Ghilf,  of  Zanzibar,  of  Arabia,  of  Africa, 
ought  to  be  cared  for.    The  freedom  of 
commerce    between    India    and    those 
places  was  politically  of  far  more  value 
than  the  amount  of  duties  now  collected 
on  their  commerce.    On  this  plea  there 
was  an  urgent  inducement  to  allow  free 
trade  with  those  coasts  and  ports,  and 
necessarily  diminishing  the  duties  col- 
lected in  India  on  imports.    Then  with 
regard  to  Europe,   it  would  be  found 
that  England  was   more    favoured  in 
regard  to  freedom  of  trade  with  India 
than  any  other  nation.     French  goods 
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were  muoli  more  heaTflj  taxed  all 
round;  and  if  England  wanted  to  nego- 
tiate a  Commerci^  Treaty  with  France 
on  fayoorable  terms,  all  she  had  to 
do  was  to  take  off  the  duties  on  French 
produce  imported  into  India.  France  was 
a  valuable  ally  of  India,  for  the  imports 
from  France  into  India  were  small,  but 
almost  all  subject  to  duty ;  whereas  the 
exports  from  India  to  France  were 
nearly  10  times  the  value  of  the  goods 
taken  by  India,  and,  unfortunately,  from 
their  nature,  heavily  taxed  by  our  Indian 
export  tariff.  An  examination  of  the 
commercial  legislation  of  England  to- 
wards India  in  former  vears  would  put 
an  end  to  the  further  plea  of  a  commu- 
nity of  interests  between  Egland  and 
India,  because  it  would  bring  to  light 
the  unjust  treatment  of  the  trade  of 
India  by  England.  He  could  carry  his 
remarks  back  to  the  beginning  of  this 
century,  especially  to  the  year  1814, 
when  the  trade  to  India  was  first  thrown 
open  to  the  general  public,  but  he  would 
confine  himself  to  the  year  1840,  when  a 
Select  Committee  on  Indian  commerce 
inquired  into  a  Petition  of  the  East 
India  Company  against  the  burdens,  in 
the  form  of  heavy  Customs  duties,  im- 
posed in  England  on  Indian  products. 
On  that  Committee  sat  the  father  of  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Chairman 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 
WeU,  the  inquiries  of  that  Conmiittee 
exposed  the  manner  in  which  Indian 
products  had  been  virtually  prohibited, 
or  their  export  hindered  by  heavy  dif- 
ferential duties.  The  cotton  manufac- 
tures of  India,  so  famed  for  fine  quality, 
were  thus  destroyed,  and  the  wealth  and 
industries  of  the  people  of  India  de- 
pressed, in  order  to  foster  and  encourage 
English  industries.  At  one  time  heavy 
duties  were  levied  in  this  country  on  the 
import  of  the  staple  products  of  India, 
whereas  Colonial  products  of  the  same 
kind  were  admitted  into  England  at 
considerably  lower  rates;  and  no  one 
could  study  our  former  commercial  rela- 
tions with  India  without  forming  the 
sad  conclusion  that  our  commercial 
legislation  affecting  India  was  one  of 
the  greatest  blots  in  the  history  of  our 
relations  with  that  country.  History 
showed  that  protection  to  English  indus- 
tries was  an  avowed  object,  and  next 
the  Colonial  interests,  for  the  products  of 
the  Colonies  had  been  admitted  into 
this  country  at  nominal  duties  compared 
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with  those  levied   on  the  prodooto  fd 
Bidia.    Then  in  recent  years  the  &• 
vouring  of  English  salt  haa  been  and  wis 
still  prevalent,  for  the  trade  in  the  aa- 
peraoundant  salt  of  India  was  and  if 
paralyzed,  with  the  object  of  fostmnc 
the  salt  trade  of  Cheshire.    This  saS 
trade  was  a  good  illustration  of  the  pro- 
tectionist pou<^  of  England.   The  bmni- 
tiful   Creator   had  bestowed  on  India 
ample  stores  of  salt.     The  ooaita  of 
Bombay,  of  Madras,  the  Central  Indian 
Lake  of  salt,  the  Punjab  mines  of  uh, 
were  given  to  be  used  by  the  people  of 
India  as  a  condiment  for  their  vegetable 
diet.     But  man,  by  artificial  metsorM, 
had  prevented  the  abundant  nse  of  that 
necessary  article  ^hich  Nature  had  be- 
stowed. The  natural  product  of  Chesfaife 
required  an  outiet,  and  politidant  de- 
vised a  double   Idnd  of  taxation  on 
Indian  salt,  in  order  to  create  an  import 
of  salt  into  India;  so  that  the  salt  of 
the  Madras  coast,  which  was  in  pmr 
years  sent  to  Bengal  at  one-tenth  oi  ^ 
cost  of  Cheshire  salt,  was  now  stoppsd 
by  the  protecting  duties  levied  in  Bogti 
and  the  monopoly  charges  at  Ifadni. 
No  one  could  study  the  Papers  relating  to 
the  salt  trade  of  India  without  tama% 
the  conclusion  that  without  these  onfur 
duties  Cheshire  salt  could  not  be  lold  in 
India.      The  yearly  increasing  de6citi 
of  India   and  its  increasing  expendi- 
ture demanded  their  earnest  attentiaB. 
If  the  duties  on  English  cotton  msan- 
faotures  were  reduced  or  abolished,  thca, 
in  justice  to  India,  corresponding  relief 
ought  to  be  afforded  in  respect  to  the 
duties  which  they  impoeed  on  the  India 
products  of  tea  and  coffee.    There  wen 
vast  tracts  of  land  in  India  adminUj 
adapted  for  raising  tea  and  coffee,  froa 
which,  if  the  resources  were  devdoped, 
additional  revenue  miffht  be  deriTea  \fj 
India ;  and  he  trusted  diat  these  prododi 
would  be  largely  developed  under  proper 
encouragement,  and  other  measures  in- 
serted to  before  the  suggestions  mad* 
in  the  Besolution  and  during  the  debet* 
were  adopted,  of  depriving  India  of  ft 
revenue  from  the  duties  levied  on  Enf- 
lish    manufactures.      The    AmendnMat 
which  he  had  put  on  the  Paper  made 
two  proposals  for  the  nroteotion  of  Indiis 
revenues — one  that  in  return  for  free- 
ing   Lancashire     ootton    goods   frm 
duties  when  imported  into  India,  ^ 
country  should  admit   the  oofiee  tod 
tea    of    India    free    of    duty --the 
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amoant  now  collected  from  theee  two 
products  being  nearly  the  same  as  the 
amount  of  the  duties  levied  in  India  on 
the  Ijancashire  goods.    The  second  pro- 
posal was,  that  Eneland  should  buy  up 
all  the  Customs  of  India  by  paying  to 
the    Indian    Oovemment   the    sum  of 
£2,000,000  annually,  and  thus  free  the 
eoasta  of  India  from  all  charges  on  goods 
and  ships.    By  this  thorough  free  trade 
the  influence  and  prestige  of  the  supe- 
rior power  of  England  would  be  ex- 
tended, and  the  commercial  relations  so 
widely  established  with  Asiatic  Oovem- 
menta  as  to  serve  as  a  complete  counter- 
action to  the  monopolizing  and  exclusive 
rit  which  so  markedly  characterized 
finssian  races. 
Mn.  FAWOETT    said,  if  this  were 
simidj  an  abstract  question  between  free 
trade  and  protection,  no  one  would  more 
cordially  support  the  Motion  than  he 
should ;  but,  under  the  present  circum- 
stances,   he   reg^arded  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr. 
Birley)  as  inopportune  and  hopelessly 
impracticable.    It  was  not  an  abstract 
question  of  political  economy,  but  in- 
volved questions  of  finance  and  policy  of 
the  utmost  importance.    The  noble  Lord 
the  Under  Secretary  for  India  had  in- 
fosmed  them  the  other  day  that  such 
were    the  financial  necessities  of  that 
country   ibai    the    Government    must 
take  authority  to  borrow  in  one  year 
a  som  of    no  less   than    £8,500,000, 
and  so    entirely  had   they  exhausted 
all  their  sources  of  taxation   that   not 
a  single  penny  could  be  added  to  the 
Imperial    revenues   of  India    by    ad- 
ditional taxes.    This  meant  that  in  a 
single  year  there  would  be  an  amount 
of  interest  to  be  borne  by  India  for  this 
loan  equal  to  one-half  of  what  the  cotton 
duties  would  yield ;  and  yet  that  was  the 
moment    when    the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  and  his  Friends  came  down 
to  that  House,  and,  without  offering  a 
SQffgestion  worthy  of  a  moment's  con- 
si<&ration  as  to  how  the  money  was  to 
be   obtained,    asked  them  to   sacrifice 
£1,000,000  of   the  revenue  of  India. 
That  fsct  was  alone  sufficient  to  condemn 
the  proposition.    If  the  Amendment  of 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
was  carried  ihe  sting  would  be  taken 
out  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester,  and  he  would  re- 
commend the  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  Qeorge  Campbell)  not  to  press 
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his  Amendment  to  a  division.  The 
words  of  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment, 
''so  soon  as  the  financial  condition  of 
India  will  permit,"  would  deprive  the 
original  Motion  of  its  chance  of  doing 
mischief  and  at  the  same  time  exhibit 
to  the  world  its  utter  impracticability. 
If  the  Motion  in  its  origmal  form  was 
passed  it  would  appear  to  say — We  care 
not  at  what  cost,  we  care  not  for  the 
consequences,  we  care  not  how  great  the 
financial  embarrassment  may  be,  Lanca- 
shire demands  it,  and  because  Lancashire 
demands  it  £  1 ,000,000  of  Indian  revenue 
must  be  sacrificed.  He  was  anxious 
that  nothing  should  be  done  which  would 
tie  the  hands  of  any  future  Secretary  of 
State  on  this  question.  He  could  not 
presume  to  say  what  interpretation  the 
Government  would  place  on  the  words 
''so  soon  as  the  financial  condition  of 
India  will  permit ; "  but  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  words  were  very  elastic, 
and  capable  of  a  wide  interpretation. 
Frequent  reference  had  been  made  in 
that  debate  to  the  principles  of  poli- 
tical economy;  but  if  the  House  were 
to  take  the  abstract  principles  of 
that  science  and  apply  tnem  cut  and 
dry,  without  considering  the  social 
and  political  circumstances  of  the  case, 
they  would  act  more  like  pedants  than 
like  politicians,  and  might  produce  an 
amount  of  discontent  in  India  which 
would  seriously  imperil  the  integrity  of 
the  Empire.  Statesmen  must  consider 
not  merely  whether  a  particular  tax 
was  theoretically  bad,  but  whether  it 
created  discontent  or  otherwise  among 
the  people ;  and,  looking  at  the  question 
in  that  light,  he  asserted  that  there  was 
not  a  single  tax  levied  in  India  which 
was  so  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  that 
country  as  the  revenue  raised  by  those 
import  duties.  The  supporters  of  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester had  not  quoted  one  tittle  of 
Native  opinion  in  favour  of  the  abolition 
of  those  duties.  Again,  in  selectiug  a 
tax  for  repeal  they  ought  to  consider  the 
advantages  and  disadvantages  of  re- 
mitting it  as  compared  with  other  taxes ; 
and,  applying  that  rule  to  the  present 
case,  he  said  that  even  if,  instead  of 
having  to  raise  £8,500,000  upon  loans 
they  had  a  surplus  of  £1,000,000  in  the 
Indian  Exchequer,  those  import  duties 
were  not  the  part  of  their  fiscal  svstem 
which  had  the  first  claim  to  considera- 
tion with  a  view  to    their  remission. 

2  0 


1128  Jkdia  Tanff^Import  Duties  (CX}MM0N8)     on  Cati<m  Mmm/sHmrm.    IIU 


With  reepeot  to  the  salt  duty,  he  would 
ask  what  oould  be  worse  than  a  system 
of  taxation  which  deprived  millions  of 
people  throughout  the  greater  part  of 
India  of  one  of  the  prime  necessaries  of 
life  P  But  the  mischief  did  not  stop  there, 
for  it  exercised  a  baleful  influence  on 
agriculture.  That  being  the  case,  when- 
ever the  day  came  when  India  should 
possess  a  surplus  revenue  it  would  be 
necessary  to  consider,  not  simply  the 
trade  of  Lancashire,  but  to  consider  also 
to    what  purposes    the    remission    of 
revenue  could  be  devoted  so  as  to  benefit 
the  whole  population  of  India.  Between 
1850  and   1855    the    value    of   cotton 
goods  exported  fix)m  this  country  was 
£5,600,000.     In  the  next  10  years  the 
amount  was  £10,200,000,  and  the  next 
10  years  it  had  grown  to  £18,600,000, 
and  in  1874-5  the  largest  amount  on 
record  was  sent  out.     He  thought  the 
Lancashire  Members  and  the  Lancashire 
people  should  consider  something  else 
with  regard  to  the  future  of  the  cotton 
trade  than  the  repeal  of  the  import  duty 
on  cotton  goods.    The  Secrete^  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  Com- 
merce stated  that  the  trade  was  suffering 
on  account  of  the  deterioration  in  the 
quality  of  the  articles  sent  out,  and  that 
great  complfidnts  existed  both  in  India 
and  China  with  respect  to  the  amount  of 
size  used  in  the  manufacture  of  Man- 
chester goods.    And  with  respect  to  the 
duty,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  it 
was  not  paid  by  the  manufacturers  any 
more  than  the  duty  on  malt  was  paid  by 
the  maltster,   or  that  on  beer  by  the 
brewer.    The  consumer  paid  in  the  long 
run.    Beference  had  been  made  to  the 
speech  delivered  by  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  at  Manchester  a  short  time 
ago.    In  that  speech  the  noble  Marquess 
did  not  absolutely  promise  that  the  im- 
port duties  should  be  repealed,  but  stated 
that  their  repeal   depended  upon  the 
financial  exigencies  of  India.      What 
practically  then  could  be  done?    The 
passing  of  any  number  of  abstract  Beso- 
lutions  would  not  justify  the  Govern- 
ment in  sacrificing  £1,000,000  of  Indian 
revenue.    They  were  nothing   but  an 
expression  of  opinion.    But  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  told  the  House 
that  **  what  Lancasmre  thought  to-day 
England  would  think  to-morrow; "  and 
if  Lancashire  would  declare  that  in  its 
opinion  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  change  its  attitude  with  re- 
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gard  to  Indian  finance,  Engiand  wo^ 
see  that  that  attitude  was  dumnd.  W« 
had  hitherto  always  treated  Lidiaatif 
it  were  a  rich  country,  whereaa  it  was 
reaUy  the  poorest  country  in  the  worid. 
Let  Lancashire  say  that  lets  money  miMt 
be  spent  by  the  Ooyemment  in  India ; 
and  if  that  were  done  here  these  dntiei 
might  easily  be  repealed  and  other  fiml 
reforms  carried  out 

Mb.  OEANT  duff  said,  he  sympa- 
thized very  much  with  &e  views  of  thoM 
who  thought  that  the  finance  of  India 
would  not  be  in  a  sound  condition  until 
they  had  got  rid  of  all  Cuatoma  dntias 
whatever,   import    aa  well  aa  expott. 
That,  however,  could  not  be  done  all  at 
once.    The  utmost  they  oould  ask  was 
that  advantage  should  be  taken  of  ercfr 
opportunity  to  draw  nearer  and  nearer 
to  the  only  system  suited  to  the  oireom- 
stances  of  India — a  system  of  parfKt 
free  trade.    One  of  these  opportonitiM 
he  saw  in  the  strong  feeling  against  ths 
import  duties  on  cotton  goods  which  now 
prevailed  in  Lancashire.     He  did  not 
care  to  discuss  at  any  length  whsthff 
there  were  still  any  duties  in  India  mon 
imdesirable  even  than  these  cotton  da- 
ties  ;  but  he  thought  that  the  abolitioa 
of  the  salt  line  and  the  internal  >a|y 
duties  were  even  more  pressing.    Hs 
understood,  however,  that  the  Qorem- 
ment  of  India  had  been  long  engsgei 
in  the  negotiations  with  Native  8t^ 
which  must  complete  the  admirable  wcsk 
begun  by  Lord  Northbrook   in  doiaff 
away  witii  a  part  of  the  salt  line,  aad 
he  considered  that  it  would  be  quite  un- 
fair to  press  them  to  do  more  in  khst 
matter  than  they  were  doing.  But  then 
cotton   duties   had    this   peculiar  eril 
attached  to  them  —  that  Uite  tni^laiA 
connected  with  them  went  on  spreadiaf 
and    complicating.      Every  year  mon 
capital  was  sunk  in  Indian  milli,  nl 
more  false  hopes  were  raised  that  a  solid 
industry  was  going  to  be  built  on  a  pn>- 
tective  basis.    In<Sa  should  takewara* 
ing  horn  the  example  of  Amezica,  wh«t 
manufacturing  industry  begtm  by  tnut- 
ing  only  to  the  incidental  protectioo  cf 
revenue  duties,  but  went  on  to  demiad 
the  ruinous  system  of  Protection,  whiok 
was  now  so  gpneat  a  calamity  even  to  tiitt 
land  of  unequalled  resources.    WhsC 
then,  ought  to  be  done  ?    He  admittsd 
that  the  cotton  duties  could  hardly  bt 
abolished  at  once.    That  would  be  £tf 
too  violent  a  measure ;  bat  why,  ersa  it 
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th*  xidc  of  a  imall  dofidt,  miglit  they 
not  be  reduced  next  year  to  3^  per  oent, 
•ad  then  gradually  aboliBhed  altogether 
—ao  much  being  taken  ofiP  each  year,  irre- 
speotiTe  of  financial  prospects  r  If  this 
were  done»  by  wise  economy,  and  by  the 
stiinnfaiB  which  healthy  financial  mea- 
•area  erer  gaye  to  traae,  sometimes  in 
ways  that  could  not  be  foreseen  and 
could  not  eyen  easily  be  traced,  no  great 
amount  of  loes  wonld  be  experienced  at 
the  end  of  the  period  oyer  which  the 
abolition  might  be  extended.  If  in 
1881  it  was  dear  that  the  loss  of  this 
reyenne  firom  the  cotton  duties  was  the 
catiae  of  a  deficit,  Indian  financiers  would 
haye  to  take  into  their  serious  conside- 
ration whether  it  was  either  just  or  ex- 
pedient to  attempt  to  build  up  a  perma- 
nent system  of  taxation  without  again 
hayine  recourse  to  the  income  tax  or 
some&nff  like  it,  either  for  Imperial  or 
proyindalpurposes.  The  House  nad  been 
told  that  night,  as  it  had  often  been  told 
before,  that  the  income  tax  was  unpopu- 
lar. So  it  was  to  some  extent.  Uneducated 
people  would  always  prefer  being  cheated 
out  of  their  money  through  something 
that  did  not  look  like  taxation  to  payinff 
it  away ;  but  that  was  a  mischief  which 
tended  to  deoreaae  as  they  got  more  in- 
telligent and  became  accustomed  to  the 
payment.  It  was  most  proper  to  goyem, 
as  far  as  possible,  in  accordance  with 
the  ideas  oi  the  goyemed,  but  the  line 
nrast  be  drawn  somewhere.  It  would 
sorely  not  be  wise  to  goyem  in  accord- 
ance with  the  idea  that  two  and  two 
made  fiye,  howeyer  much  that  idea  might 
oommend  itself  to  the  goyemed.  It  was 
y«iT  questionable  how  far,  in  goyeming 
Inma,  we  ought  to  ignore  our  own 
dearly -bought  experience  in  finandal 
and  nsoal  matters.  To  do  so  was  really 
to  goyem  on  the  prindple  that  two  ana 

two  made  fiye.  

LoBD  GBOBGB  HAMILTON,  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  rose  to  state  the  yiews 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  on  this 
qaestion.  Of  all  the  questions  which 
might  oome  under  the  notice  of  the 
House  there  were  none  which  should 
recetye  more  impartial  and  unbiassed 
consideration  than  those  which  affect 
the  interests  of  our  Colonies  and  Depen- 
dencies. Nothing  could  be  more  im- 
politie  or  likely  to  injure  the  integrity 
of  onr  Empire  than  to  let  the  impresdon 
get  abrosd  that  because  the  local  in- 
terests of  a  particular  pari  of  England 


were  strongly  represented  in  Parliament, 
the  interests  so  represented  should  be  held 
to  be  superior  to  those  of  our  great  Depen- 
dency, which  did  not  happen  to  be  repre- 
sented in  Parliament  at  all.  He  would 
address  the  House  on  the  subject  before 
them  from  an  Indian  point  of  yiew  alone. 
The  real  questions  they  had  to  condder 
were— was  it  for  the  benefit  of  India  that 
these  duties  should  be  repealed,  and,  if 
the  answer  was  in  the  negatiye,  then 
to  condder  how  it  would  be  posdble 
to  fl;et  rid  of  them  without  imposing  ad- 
ditional and,  it  mieht  be,  more  burden- 
some taxation  ?  They  had  existed  from 
the  earliest  time  of  our  rule,  and  they 
had  been  re-adjusted  by  Mr.  Wilson 
when  he  oomi^eiiced  his  reform,  to 
establish  an  equilibrium   between  ex- 

genditure  and  reyenue.  Lord  Salisbury 
ad  neyer  thought  that  the  growth  of 
cotton  mills  in  Bombay  was  primarily 
due  to  duties,  or  that  their  repeal  would 
injurioudy  affect  this  industry.  India 
annually  consumed  more  cotton,  and  the 
Indian  manufiacturers  in  Bombay  con- 
tinually supplied  more,  and  as  undoubt- 
edly these  duties  enhanced  the  price 
of  cotton  goods  in  India,  year  by  year 
India  was  paying  more  for  the.  cotton 
g^oods  she  consumed,  and  these  duties 
were  in  proportion  bringing  in  less 
reyenue.  Lord  Salisbury  Mt  that  these 
duties  oueht  to  be  done  away  with  as  soon 
as  posdble,  and  sent  out  two  despatches 
to  India  in  1875,  in  the  first  of  which  he 
expressed  his  regret  that  the  reyenue  of 
India  was  not  in  a  such  a  podtion  as  to 
enable  the  Goyemment  to  carry  out  such 
fiscal  reforms  as  were  urgently  needed, 
and  in  the  second  he  gaye  his  reasons 
for  adyooating  a  repeal  of  the  import 
cotton  duties.  Since  then  there  had 
been  a  great  fall  in  the  price  of  silyer 
and  last  year  a  dreadful  famine  broke 
out  in  Bombay  and  Madras,  and  it 
was  therefore  impossible  at  present  to 
touch  the  import  duties.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  still,  howeyer,  adhered  to 
the  opinions  which  he  had  expressed, 
which  were,  that  those  duties  were  duties 
which  called  for  reduction,  and  that  as 
soon  as  the  state  of  the  reyenue  per- 
mitted the  Indian  Gkiyemment  must  take 
measures  to  reduce  them.  There  was  a 
proposal  to  lay  an  Exdse  duty  on  the 
work  of  Indian  looms,  but  that  would 
lead  to  so  yast  amount  of  inconyenience, 
and  would  reouire  a  direct  supenridon 
of  eyery  handloom  throughout  India, 
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It  was,  therefore,  not  for  the  advantage 
of  either  the  Indian  producer  or  the  In- 
dian consumer  that  these  taxes  should 
be  continued.  But  it  was  asked  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  how  if  the  import  duties  on 
cotton  were  repealed  the  loss  of  revenue 
thus  incurred  could  be  made  good?  Well, 
he  could  only  reply  that  the  whole  of  the 
railroads  in  one  sense  belonged  to  the 
Ghovemment  of  India,  and  uiat  if  we 
were  to  reduce  the  Customs'  duties  on 
one  article  which  was  largely  consumed, 
not  only  would  the  Customs'  revenue  be 
benefited  by  the  increased  consumption, 
but  we  should  have  the  advantage  re- 
sulting from  the  additional  traffic  on  the 
railways.  He  was  therefore  sang^uine 
enough  to  believe  that  if  next  year  there 
was  a  surplus  of  revenue  over  expendi- 
ture, so  as  to  enable  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment to  deal  with  the  cotton  duties  and 
also  with  the  salt  duties,  although  there 
might  be  a  temporary  loss  of  revenue, 
there  would  be  such  an  increase  in  the 
receipts  from  railway  traffic  as  to  com- 
pensate for  that  loss.  The  latter  article 
was  a  necessary  of  life,  and  the  tax 
operated  hardly  upon  the  poorer  people 
of  India ;  and  as  to  the  former  article, 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  import 
duty  interfered  a  good  deal  with  the 
cotton  trade  of  Lancashire.  The  Amend- 
ment which  he  had  placed  on  the  Paper 
— namely,  to  add  to  the  Motion  the 
words  ''so  soon  as  the  financial  condi- 
tion of  India  will  permit"— expressed, 
he  might  add,  the  views  on  the  subject 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  had  over 
and  over  again  enunciated  when  he  said 
that  he  would  not  impose  additional 
taxation  or  incur  the  risk  of  a  deficit, 
but  that  as  soon  as  the  revenues  of  India 
permitted  he  would  deem  it  right  to  direct 
that  the  cotton  duties  should  be  reduced. 

Mr.  LAING  wished  that  they  were  in 
a  condition,  so  far  as  India  was  con- 
cerned, to  reduce  the  entire  of  the  duties 
the  subject  of  debate.  A  difficulty,  how- 
ever, arose  from  the  depreciation  of  silver 
and  other  causes;  and  if  they  swept 
away  the  duties  now  sought  to  be  abo- 
lished, they  would  lose  all  that  could  be 
secured  by  that  most  unpopular  impost, 
the  income  tax.  He  contenaed  that  there 
ought  to  be  no  new  taxation  in  India. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  add,  at  the  end  of  the  Qaestioii,  the  wor^i 
"  80  soon  aa  the  financial  condition  of  India  will 
permit" — (Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton,) 

Lord  George  Hamilton 


Sm  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  aaaL  ki 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment  in  hr 
vour  of  the  Amendment  of  the  noblt 
Lord  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  €or 
India. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wOkirmn^ 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  ihm% 
added,"  put,  and  agre$d  to, 

Mb.  BIRLEY  preferred  his  Moboa 
without  the  addition  of  the  Amendment, 
but  would  accept  it  so  that  the  House 
might  appear  to  the  people  of  India  to 
be  unanimous  on  the  subject 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Resolved,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thxf  Hboie, 
the  Duties  now  levied  upon  Cotton  HiosfK- 
tores  imported  into  India,  being  uoteeti^  i 
their  nature,  are  contrary  to  soima  ooamerai 


policy,  and  ought  to  be  repealed  without  ddsr, 
so  soon  as  the  financial  condition  of  India  vu 
permit. 

WAYS  AlTD  MZAK8. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (£20,000,000)  BOi. 

Resolution  [July  9]  rfporUd^  and  ufnod  l» ; 
— Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  bj  Mr.  Raik». 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  ElxcHSQcna,  9ad  Mr. 

WiLLLAM  HkNBT  SMrTH. 

Bill  jMiMMin^,  and  read  the  fii«t  time. 
CHURCH  OP  ENGLAND  ENDOWMKNT& 

RESOLITTIOK. 


Mb.  WHALLET  rose  to  more  tkf 
following  Resolution : — 


« Having  regard  to  the  rast  and  i 
amount  of  Imperial  and  local  taTatioo,  the 
tinned  depression  and  decHne  of  trade, 
meroe,  and  manufactures,  and  the  netSMitj  h* 
afibrding  the  utmost  practicable  freedon  to  is- 
duBtrial  operations ;  also,  having  regard  to  tte 
fact  that  endowment  of  particular  crecdi  oA 
forms  of  worship  is  opposed  alike  to  the  intn«ti 
of  religion  and  moralitj,  and  to  the  ufincipto 
of  civil  and  religious  liberty,  it  is  expeoiMt  w 
the  public  money  now  appued  to  the  sappctt  d 
the  particular  creed  or  form  of  wcwship  no«i 
as  that  of  the  Church  of  England  ihoald  be  ap- 
propriated towards  the  liqmdation  of  the  Ns- 
tiomd  Debt  cr  other  relief  of  such  poblk  lv> 
thens,  subject  to  full  compensation  for  aD  eo^ 
ing  interests  affected  thereby" 

when 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Membert  wv* 
not  present ;  House  oounted,  and  40 
Memlbers  not  being  present, 

HouM  a^jooned  at  half  if  hr 
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W^dimday,  lUhJuly,  1877. 

HIS  \J'tE3.]—3jTTVLr—€OH8uler0d  in  Committer 

— Mmmoimtum*  [July  10]  reported, 
Puvuc    BxuA  —  Ordered  —  Firtt  Reading  — 

Rtt^irtrmtion  of  Leases  (Scotland)  Act  (1867) 

AjDflsidmciit*  [246]. 
JFir9t    Memdmg — Mamdpal  CoiporationB   (New 

Clutften)  •  [2441. 
Seeomii  Be^ng — Church  Rates  Abolitioxi  (Scot- 

Uad)  [30],  put  off, 
CkmmmitfM  —  Rtport — Criminal   Law   Practice 

Amendment*  [7S-246]. 
7%ind    JUmdiMg--OyelteT  and  Mussel  Fisheries 


Mar- 


QUESTIONS. 

ROAB8     AND     BRIDGES     (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— QUESTIONS. 

8n  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHER  asked, 
Whether  the  Oovemment  will  fix  Friday 
the  1  dth  for  the  Ck>minittee  on  the  Roads 
and  Bridges  (Scotland)  Bill ;  and  if  not, 
whether,  considering  the  interest  that  is 
felt  in  Scotland  upon  this  BiU,  they  will 
fix  an  early  day  for  the  Oommittee  on 
theBai? 

Sib  WINDHAM  ANSTRUTHER 
also  asked.  Whether,  as  opinion  in  Soot- 
land  is  much  divided  on  ue  Roads  and 
Bridges  (Scotland)  Bill,  and  as  the  pro- 
Tisions  of  the  Bill  are  likely  to  give  rise 
to  lengthy  disoossion  in  Committee,  and 
also  having  regard  to  the  late  period  of 
the  Session,  the  Oovemment  would  post- 
pone the  Bill  to  the  next  Session  ? 

Mm.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  beg  to  say 
that  the  ChanoeUor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who  is  detained  by  important  business 
dsewhere,  has  requested  me  to  state 
that  it  is  not  possible  for  the  Oovem- 
ment to  fix  Friday  the  13th  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the.  Roads  and  Bridges 
Bill,  as  it  is  necessary  to  make  progress 
with  Supply,  which,  as  the  Mouse  is 
aware,  is  very  backward;  but  as  soon 
as  progress  is  made  with  Supply  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Oovemment  to  fix  an 
early  day  for  the  Bill,  and  to  pass  it  into 
law,  if  possible,  this  Session. 

SiK  WINDHAM  ANSTRUTHER: 
In  oonaequenoe  of  the  reply  just  given, 
I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  on  the  Motion 
Cor  going  into  Committee  on  the  Roads 
and  Brioffss  (Scotland)  (re-committed) 
Bill,  I  sh^  move  that  the  House  on  this 
day  three  months  do  resolve  itself  into 
Committee. 


ORDERS    OF    THE   DAT. 


':o:«o. — 


CHURCH  RATES  ABOLITION    (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL— [Bill  30.] 
(Mr.  JPLaren,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr,  Baxter,  Mr. 
Trevelyan,  Mr,  Grieve,  Mr.  Laing, 
Sir  George  Balfour.) 

SEOOKD  BEADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  McLaren.) 

Mr.  MARK  STEWART,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  upon 
this  day  three  months,  said,  that  the 

grincipfe  of  the  measure  was  one  which 
ad  often  been  discussed  in  the  House, 
and  on  which  there  was  no  new  light  to 
be  thrown ;  still,  he  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  ^inburgh  (Mr. 
M'Laren)  had  not  thought  fit  to  address 
the  House  in  explanation  in  moving  the 
second  reading.  He  (Mr.  Stewart)  was 
himself  heartilv  hostile  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill ;  still  he  felt  that  the  question 
was  one  which  ought  to  have  been  settled 
before  this  time — he  thought  the  Oo- 
vemment should  have  brought  forward 
some  proposal  which  would  have  been 
satisfactory  to  the  people  of  Scotland. 
There  was  a  g^at  amount  of  exaggera- 
tion on  this  question,  and  on  previous 
occasions  hon.  Membors  who  had  come 
down  to  vote  on  the  Bill  had  not  had 
their  attention  specially  directed  to  some 
essential  points,  and  failing  to  under- 
stand had  voted  somewhat  bundlv.  The 
very  tiUe  of  the  measure  was  misleading 
— because  he  would  undertake  to  say 
that  the  people  in  ScoUand  did  not  know 
what  church  rates  were.  There  was  the 
g^atest  difference  between  church  rates 
as  they  were  formerly  levied  in  England 
and  what  were  termed  church  rates  in 
ScoUand.  In  England  they  were  levied 
on  the  inhabitants  of  the  parish  in  re- 
spect of  property,  for  the  repair  of  the 
fabric  of  me  church  and  the  maintenance 
of  the  churchyard.  In  ScoUand,  for 
very  many  years,  there  had  been  an 
« assessment"  —  that  was  the  proper 
word  to  use— on  the  owners  of  land 
which  was  applied  to  the  building  and 
maintenance  of  the  church,  and  the 
repair  of  the  manses  and  church  pro- 
perty. The  burden  was  one  which  had 
been  borne  in  Scotland  from  time  imme- 
morial, and   one   which  the   propria- 
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tors  were  not  unwilling  to  continue.  It 
was,  as  it  were,  a  permanent .  debt  on 
the  land,  and  as  the  proprietors  had 
purchased  their  lands  subject  to  this  as- 
sessment, it  could  not  be  considered  a 
matter  of  hardship.  The  church  rates 
used  to  be  levied  in  England  every  year ; 
but  that  was  not  the  case  in  Scotland, 
for  there  the  assessments  were  only  made 
once  in  60  or  80  years.  There  were,  no 
doubt,  some  cases  of  hardship,  for  the  mini- 
sters of  rival  denominations  were  called 
on  to  pay  for  the  repair  of  churches  and 
manses  belonging  to  the  Established 
Church ;  and  a  feuar  who  had  bought  a 
small  piece  of  land  and  had  built  on  it 
might  on  an  emergency,  where  a  church 
or  manse  had  to  be  built,  be  called  on 
to  pay  on  many  times  the  value  of  his 
holding.  But  these  were  hardshij)s 
which  could  be  met  without  abolishing 
the  Church  assessment  throughout  Scot- 
land. All  the  petty  repairs  done  in  the 
interior  of  the  church  and  to  a  church- 
yard were  executed  at  the  expense  of  the 
heritors  and  out  of  the  collections  made 
at  the  church  doors;  whereas  in  Eng- 
land this,  and  a  great  deal  more,  were 
paid  out  of  the  church  rates.  In  1563, 
at  one  of  the  sittings  of  the  Scotch  Par- 
liament, confirmed  again  at  Stirling  in 
the  same  year,  it  was  decided  that  a 
clergyman  of  a  church  should  pay  one- 
third  towards  upholding  the  church  and 
the  churchyard,  and  that  the  heritors  or 
parishioners  should  pay  the  other  two- 
thirds.  In  1 685  it  was  held  that  the  heri- 
tors and  persons  who  paid  assessment  to- 
wards the  Church  should  be  proportion- 
ately liable.  In  1 78 1 ,  in  the  Crieff  case, 
it  was  held  that  the  heritors  should  pay 
on  the  valued  rent — which  rent  he  might 
explain  was  fixed  by  an  Act  of  Parua- 
ment  dating  so  far  back  as  the  time  of 
Cromwell.  In  1802  there  was  the  Peter- 
head case,  in  which  the  Crieff  case  was 
upheld ;  but  on  an  appeal  it  was  held 
that  both  the  heritors  and  feuars 
should  pay  on  the  real  rent,  and  that 
every  feuar  should  be  considered  in  the 
eye  of  the  law  as  a  heritor.  Up  to  1854 
the  heritors  had  paid  on  the  old  valued 
rents  for  maintaining  the  churches, 
manses,  and  glebes  in  Scotland.  In 
1854,  however,  the  Lands  Valuation  Act 
for  Scotland  was  passed,  and  as  that 
valuation  was  based  on  the  present 
rentals  of  property,  no  doubt  a  vast 
number  of  persons,  considering  the  in« 
crease  in  rents  which  had  taken  place, 
were  called  on  to  pay  who  had  never 

Mr.  Mark  Stewart 


been  called  on  to  pay  before,  and  it 
might  be  a  hardship  to  call  on  them  to 
contribute  unduly  towards  the  payments 
required.     He  would  readily  consent  to 
any  reasonable  proposal  for  their  relief; 
but  he  considered  it  most  unjust  that 
the    Established    Church    of  Scotland 
should  be   deprived  altogether  of  the 
rates  upon  which  it  depended  for  the 
religious  accommodation  of  the  people. 
He  was  happy  to  say  that  in  the  district 
in  Scotland  in  which  he  lived  there  were 
no  cases  of  dispute,  nor  could  he  now 
remember  one    having  occurred.      No 
doubt  in  some  places  there  were  cases 
where  ministers  demanded  more  than 
the  heritors  thought  they  were  entitled 
to;  but  with  regard  to  the  assessment 
on  the  feuars  he  did  not  remember  any 
difficulty  occurring.     He  thought  these 
grievances  might  be  removed  without 
going  to  the  extreme  of  sweeping  a  way  the 
whole  of  the  rates ;  but  it  was  a  question 
with  which  the  Government  should  deal 
It  was  useless  to  press  this  measure,  for 
it  was  plainly  impossible  that  the  Bill 
opposed  ias  it  was  could  be  passed  into 
law   this  Session.    Althouen  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  had  stated  ovw 
and  over  again  that  he  was  not  hostile 
to  the  Church  of  Scotland,  and  that  be 
was  its  truest  Mend,  yet  a  glance  at  the 
names  of  the  hon.  Members  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill  would  be  enough  to  assure 
the  House  that,  though  they  might  be 
earnest  in  their  endeavours  to  promote 
the  interests  of  Scotland,  they  were  not 
friendly  to  the  Church.    The  Gh)vem- 
ment,  he  believed,  were  aware  of  the 
desirability  of   settling   this  queetioQ, 
and  he  hoped  to  hear  mm  the  Treasury 
Bench  that  they  would  bring  in  a  mea- 
sure next  Session.    Last   Session  ths 
Lord  Advocate  (Lord  Gk>rdon)  brought 
in    a  Bill    (Ecclesiastical   AsseesmeutB 
(Scotland)    Bill)    which    would    hate 
settled  the  matter  if  it  had  not  bees 
withdrawn.    And  in  passing  the  Valua* 
tion  Act  of  1854  it  was  t£e  intention 
of  the  Government   to  put  the  feuars 
in  very    much  the    same  position  as 
they  were  placed  in  now.     That  was 
that  the  feuars  who  paid  nothing  thaHi 
in  all  probability  would  pay  little  or 
nothing  now.    There  was  another  view 
which  had  been  put  forward — ^naaidy^ 
the  proposal  of  commutation.    He  knew 
that  some   hon.  Qentlemen    conceived 
that  that  was  a  fair  and  eqnitable  modo 
of  settling  this  question.    On  the  otber 
hand,  however,  it  was  argued  tiuit  it 
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they  admitted  the  principle  of  commuta- 
tion, they  would  sever  that  interest  which 
had  hitherto  existed  between  the  heri- 
tors or  landed  proprietors  and  the 
Church  of  Scotland.  If  this  Bill  was  a 
child  of  the  Liberation  Society,  he 
thought  the  sooner  they  knew  what  that 
Society  was  going  to  ao  for  the  Ohurch 
of  Scotland  the  better.  He  maintained 
that  the  Church  of  Scotland  worked  well, 
and  was  doing  a  g^eat  and  good  work ; 
and  they  had  no  such  difficulties  to  con- 
tend with  in  Scotland  as  the  Dissenters 
had  to  contend  with  in  England — such, 
for  instance,  as  the  burials  question. 
He  asked  the  Gbyemment  to  give  some 
pledge  that  they  would  take  up  this 
question,  and  do  their  best  to  settle  it. 

Sm  GRAHAM  MONTGOMERY: 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  propose  to  take 
up  the  time  of  the  House  at  any  length 
in  seconding  this  Amendment,  so  ably 
moved  by  my  hon.  Frigid  tho  Member 
for  Wigtown.  I  have  on  previous  occa- 
sions expressed  my  opinions  on  this  Bill, 
and  I  quite  agree  with  what  has  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  who  preceded 
me.  I  think  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Laren)  should  cer- 
tainly have  favoured  the  House  with  his 
views  on  the  Bill  before  waiting  for  the 
opportunity  of  replying  to  the  debate ; 
and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  he  is 
.not  so  earnest  about  this  matter  as  he 
used  to  be,  for  if  we  look  at  the  BiU 
itself  he  does  not  seem  to  have  taken 
much  trouble  with  reference  to  it.  Ao- 
oordine  to  one  of  the  provisions,  patrons 
are  to  he  the  parties  to  appoint  trustees. 
Now,  we  know  that  patronage  has  been 
abolished.  If  my  hon.  Friend  has  one 
remarkable  characteristic,  it  is  that  of 
being  aocurato,  and  that  he  should  pro- 
duce his  Bill  without  taking  the  trouble 
to  make  that  alteration  seems  to  me  to 
show  that  he  is  less  in  earnest  than  he 
used  to  be. 

Mr.  M*L  AREN,  interposing,  remarked 
that  patrons  would  still  have  the  power, 
being  now  the  communities. 

Sir  graham  MONTGOMERY : 
There  is  no  doubt  my  hon.  Friend  will 
be  able  to  give  a  satisfactory  explanation 
of  this  when  he  comes  to  make  his  reply ; 
but  I  think  I  am  justified  in  pointing  to 
that  clause  and  drawing  the  inference 
that  he  has  not  taken  trouble  with  re- 
gard to  other  matters.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wigtownshire  has  pointed  out 
the  difference  between  church  rates  in 
flootland  and  in  England,  remarking  that 


there  was  no  such  thing  as  church  ratos 
in  Scotland  properly  so  called.  In  Eng- 
land the  rates  were  imposed  by  a  vote  of  a 
majority  of  the  inhabitants ;  but  in  Soot- 
land  the  ohurch  assessments  are  laid  on 
the  land,  and  no  one  can  escape  from 
them.  Li  England  it  was  only  the 
fabric  or  body  of  the  church  that  was 
maintained  by  a  church  rato,  and  the 
clergyman  had  the  onus  resting  upon 
him  of  maintaining  the  chancel  of  the 
church,  and  had  to  pay  for  the  repair  of 
the  parsonage  and  glebe  house,  which 
we  all  know  ^as  a  grievous  burden.  A 
Committee  sat  on  tlos  question  last  Ses- 
sion, and  made  a  valuable  Report  on  the 
subject,  to  which  I  purpose  to  allude. 
No  one  will  deny  that  there  are  griev- 
ances and  difficulties  with  regard  to 
church  assessments  in  Scotland.  One 
thing  is  the  uncertainty  of  this  rate,  and 
that  is  especially  the  case  with  regard  to 
new  churches.  When  a  new  church  is 
built  it  is  a  grievous  burden  to  have  to 
pay  down  a  large  sum  of  money,  and  I 
ag^ee  that  in  the  case  of  a  new  church 
the  assessment  should  be  spread  over  a 
period  of  20  years.  That  is  one  of  the 
things  which  ought  to  be  done.  The 
heritors  are  not  protected  as  they  might 
be  from  injury.  I  have  often  seen,  when 
a  vacancy  has  occurred  in  Scotland,  and 
consequently  a  manse  has  been  shut  up, 
that  all  the  windows  have  been  broken, 
and  when  a  new  clergyman  was  ap- 
pointed the  heritors  had  to  make  the 
injury  good.  Now,  although  the  Estab- 
lished Church  has  certein  rights,  I  do 
not  think  it  right  to  abolish  assessmente 
without  giving  the  Church  some  com- 
pensation. It  has  been  suggested  that 
we  should  have  commutation.  I  observe 
that  the  Committee  which  sat  upon  the 
Dilapidations  Acts  of  1871  recommended 
that  all  the  parsonages  and  glebe  houses 
in  England  should  be  put  under  the 
Charity  Board  of  Queen  Anne's  Bounty. 
It  occurs  to  me  that  something  of  the 
same  kind  might  be  done  with  regard  to 
Scotland.  We  might  have  an  Ecolesi- 
astioal  Board,  which  would  take  charge 
of  the  repairs  of  churches  and  manses  in 
Scotland.  I  think,  therefore,  we  ought 
to  wait  and  see  whether  there  is  to  be 
any  legislation  with  reference  to  par- 
sonages in  England  before  we  commit 
ourselves  to  the  abolition  of  church  rates 
in  Scotland.  Before  I  conclude,  I  wish 
to  join  in  an  appeal  to  Hor  Majesty's 
Government  to  take  this  question  into 
consideration.    I  think  it  is  one  well 
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worthy  of  their  serious  attention.  I 
am  not  one  of  those  who  are  much  in 
favour  of  the  Bills  proposed  on  the 
churches  and  manses  assessment  during 
the  last  two  years.  I  am  in  favour  of 
altering  the  incidence  of  taxation  in  re- 
ference to  those  matters.  The  Lord 
Advocate,  I  hope,  will  turn  his  atten- 
tion to  the  subject,  and  there  is  no  man 
in  Scotland  better  able  to  do  it  justice. 
I  trust  the  Government  will  find  some 
means,  without  robbing  the  Church  of 
its  rights,  to  settle  this  question  in  a 
satisfactory  manner. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this 
day  three  months."  —  {Mr,  Mark 
Stewart.) 

Mb.  BAXTER  said,  the  case  against 
the  Bill  had  been  most  lucidly  and  can- 
didly explained  by  the  Mover  and  Se- 
conder of  the  Amendment,  and  he  must 
confess  that  in  a  great  many  of  the  state- 
ments which  they  had  made  he  altogether 
concurred.  It  could  not  be  denied  that  the 
church  rates  which  had  been  abolished 
in  England  were  not  in  all  respects  ana- 
logous to  the  payments  which  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
M'Laren)  in  the  present  Bill  proposed 
to  render  in  Scotland  voluntary  instead 
of  compulsory.  He  would,  however, 
point  out  to  the  House  that  if  the  title 
given  to  his  Bill  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh  was  correctly  described 
as  ''  misleading,"  so  also  might  the  title 
of  the  Bill  introduced  by  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  last  year ;  because  those  sums  due 
for  building  and  maintaining  the  parish 
churches  and  manses  in  Scotland  were 
no  more  ''  assessments  "  than  they  were 
**  rates,"  and  therefore  those  who  op- 
posed this  Bill  on  the  misnomer  ground, 
and  at  the  same  time  supported  the  Bill 
which  was  introduced  fast  year,  in  his 
humble  opinion  had  not  a  leg  to  stand 
on.  He  entirely  concurred  in  the  state- 
ment of  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
(Mr.  M.  Stewart)  that  these  payments 
were  burdens  on  the  land.  Now, 
what  he  wanted  to  put  before  the  House 
was,  that  it  by  no  means  followed  that 
it  was  proper  and  right  and  wise  to  con- 
tinue ^ese  burdens  when  the  circum- 
stances had  entirely  changed,  and  when 
the  Church  of  Scotland  no  longer  claimed 
a  majority  of  the  population.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  favoured  the 
.House  last  year  with  statiBtioe  on  tUa 
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head.    His  hon.  Friend  was  well  knova 
for  the  accuracy  of  his  statistiesy  and  b* 
had  himself  gone  carefiiUy  throagh  them, 
and  found  that,  if  anything,  the  hos. 
Gentleman  had   understated  the  oeeiL 
He  pointed  out   that  tiie  FistaMiihad 
Churoh  had  between  1,800  and  1,400  con- 
gregations; but  ofthese,  only  about  1,000 
were  endowed  from  publio  sonroee— -the 
rest — between  300  and  400 — ^werepurcfy 
voluntary;  they  paid  their  own  mini- 
sters, and  built  and  repaired  their  cnni 
edifices.    With  these  tnis  Bill  had  no- 
thing to  do.    On  the  other  hand,  the 
hon.  Member  showed  that  the  diffenst 
denominations  in  Scotland  other  thaa 
the  Established  Church  numbered  3,600 
congregations,   and   the  hon.  Member 
said  that  the  Church  of  Scotland  was  no 
longer  the  Church  of  the  majority,  aad 
he  advanced  that  as  a  reason  why  thew 
payments  should  no  longer  be  made. 
This  had  been  fully  sustained  by  subse- 
quent inquiries.    Last  year,  as  was  weD 
known,  The  Olaegow  Da^  Mailm^aa^ 
persons  to  count  the  number  of  penans 
who  attended  the  various  ehmdies  in 
that  city,  and  the  result  th^  gave  was 
that  71,850  attended    the  Estabfiabed 
Church,    and    149,993    attended  other 
places    of   worship.    A  similar  ceosas 
was  taken  in  Aberaeen,  and  it  was  fooad 
that    9,308    attended   the    Estabhibid 
Church,  and  18,845  attended  olherplaeit 
of  worship.    There  were  a  great  maaj 
parishes  where  the  congregation  wif 
less  than  a  dozen;  there  were  a  Urn 
where  no  service  was  held,  because  tben 
was  no  congregation  at  all ;  and  to  ab- 
surd was  the  state  of  things  that  a  BiU 
was  brought  in  that  no  dergymaa  sbooU 
be  appointed  to  any  parish  where  tiien 
would  be  less  than  50  oommoniesata 
It  certainly  never  was  the  intentioa  o^ 
their  ancestors  that  the  religious  aeeom- 
modation  of  the  people  should  be  jio- 
vided  in  the  present  manner — nererat- 
less,  in  relievmg  the  land  of  these  xttes, 
he  would  not  leave  them  in  the  bands  d 
the  landed  proprietors,  but  would  nakt 
them  national  property,  and  devote  tbflft 
to  some  useful  object  in  oonneotion  witk 
the  education  and  improvement  of  tfat 
people.    If  that  were  not  done,  tbsa  is 
those  parishes  and  countiee  wbete  tke 
members  of  the  FreeChuidi  were  ia  tbe 
majority  it  would  be  but  only  jmfeiie 
that  they  should  be  tranafisned  to  thns. 
Another  reason  why  a  settlmoent  of  to 
question  was  desirable  was»  that  tibe 
landed  proprietors  of  Sootla&d  wees  be- 
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gtmun^  to  find  that  the  burdens  were 
rwlly    much  more  onerous   than  they 
used  to  be,  owing  to  the  great  fact  that 
the  people  of  Soitland  were  no  longer 
content  with  the  bamlike  churches  they 
Ibrmerly  had,  but  wanted  something  of 
ft  n&ore  ornate  description.  Consequently, 
the   <diarges  were  such  as  never  were 
oontemplated  by  those  who  laid  these 
Imrdens  on  the  land.    It  used  to  be  said 
that  there  was  no  grievance  at  all  in 
theee  church  rates.    Now,  the  Mover 
mnd  Seconder  of  the  Amendment  had  not 
only   admitted  the  grievance,  but  had 
▼ery  forcibly  stated  what  that  grievance 
wms.     The  Act  of  1854  raised  complaints 
from  all  the  small  feuars  in  Scotland; 
Petitions  were  sent  to  that  House,  and 
finally  the  (Government   admitted   the 
grievanee  by  brin^^  in  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Aasessments  J^ifl  of  last  year.    It 
was  true  they  did  not  press  ^lat  Bill, 
hot  it  answered  the  purpose  for  which  it 
was  intended  by  putting  a  spoke  in  the 
wheel  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh.    He  did  not  believe  that 
the  temporary  expedients  that  had  been 
pvopoaea  had  in  them  the  elements  of 
moooM.  The  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh 
might  not  carry  his  Bill  this  year — in- 
deed, he  (Mr.  Baxter)  doubted  if  he  would 
ever  carry  his  BiU — because  the  question 
mnat  be  settled  on  a  different  basis; 
bat  the  course  taken  by  the  opponents 
of  the  measure,  in  refiising  to  redress 
the  real  and  prime  grievance  in  Scotland, 
had  greatly  strengthened  the  hands  of 
those  who  did  not  desire  to  see   the 
Church  of  Scotland  more  popular  than 
it  was,  and  who  thought  that  the  time 
was  approaching  when  the  State  eode- 
■iasti<^  endowments  in  Scotland  (must 
be  fully  and  f&irly  considered  hj  Parlia- 
ment.   Anything   more  unsatisfactory, 
unreasonable,  and  almost  absurd  than 
the  arrangements  of  the  eodesiastioal 
government  of  Scotland  could  not  be 
eonoeived,  and  whatever  happened  to  this 
Bill,  the  effect  would  be  that  before  many 
years  elapsed  the  whole  subject  must  be 
considered  by  the  British  Parliament. 

Mm.  VANS  AONEW  said,  it  seemed 
extraordinary  that  a  Bill  should  be 
broQ^t  in  for  the  abolition  of  church 
rates,  when  it  was  admitted  on  all  hands 
that  ohordi  rates  did  not  exist  in  Soot- 
laad.  The  hon.  Member  for  Edin* 
hmgh  found  it  neeossaryto  define  in  the 
laterprstation  Clause  what  was  meant 
by  the  title  of  his  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Qsaileman  opposite  (Mr.  Baxter)  had 


said  that  if  the  Bill  were  to  pass  and  the 
burden  of  maintaining  the  ecclesiastical 
buildings  was  to  be  removed  from  the 
land  of  Scotland,  the  result  would  not  be 
that  the  proprietors  of  the  land  would 
be  benefited  to  that  extent,  but  that 
the  increase  of  value  gained  by  the 
remission  of  the  burden  should  be  con- 
sidered national  nroperty.  That  was 
the  argument  of  tne  liberation  Society 
— that  the  property  of  the  Nationfd 
Church  was  not  the  property  of  the 
Church,  but  the  property  of  the  State. 
He  did  not  think  that  argument  would 
find  favour  in  that  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them  that  the 
members  of  the  Established  Church 
were  not  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
Scotland.  He  joined  issue  witii  mm  on 
that  statement.  At  least,  it  might  be 
said  was  that  there  was  no  other  denomi- 
nation that  was  so  nimierous  as  the 
Churdi  of  Scotland.  Putting  together 
all  that  belonged  to  other  denominations, 
they  did  not  equal  the  number  of  mem- 
bers of  the  Established  Church.  There 
was  a  large  residuum  that  did  not  be- 
long to  any  Church,  and  it  was  always 
held  that  where  an  Established  Church 
existed  it  was  bound,  in  return  for  its 
endowment  by  the  State,  to  endeavour 
to  reclaim  and  brine  into  its  fold  all 
persons  in  that  position.  Therefore,  if 
they  did  not  profess  to  belong  to  any 
Church,  they  must  be  considered  as  be- 
longing to  the  Established  Church ;  and 
if  tnat  were  so,  it  gave  that  Church  a 
decided  majority  over  all  the  other  reli- 
gious Bodies  of  Scotland  put  together. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated 
that  there  were  1,300  Congregations  in 
the  Established  Church,  but  that  only 
900  of  these  were  endowed  hj  the  State, 
and  he  claimed  the  remainmg  400  as 
supporters  of  the  Voluntary  principle. 
But  these  400  Consregations,  by  defray- 
ing the  whole  of  their  own  expenses  in 
connection  with,  and  as  members  of,  the 
Established  Church,  proved  their  attach- 
ment to  it,  and  that  they  held  the  very 
opposite  principle  to  that  which  the  right 
hon.  Member  asserted.  When  the  right 
hon.  Member  said  there  were  900  Con- 
gregations of  the  Established  Church, 
and  2,600  other  Congregations,  which 
must  include  400  belonging  to  the  Estab- 
lished  Church,  he  did  not  state  the  num- 
ber in  each  Congregation — the  proper 
test  was  the  number  of  communicants 
and  adherents,  and  in  this  respect  the 
Sstabliihed  Church  need  not  be  afraid 
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of  comparison  i^C^itli  the  other  Churches 
of  Sootland.  Admitting  that  the  great 
bulk  of  the  population  in  certain  counties 
left  the  Established,  and  joined  the  Free, 
Church,  they  did  not  go  out  on  the  Vo- 
luntary principle,  but  they  joined  at  the 
time  of  the  Disruption  on  a  question  of 
Church  government,  still  holding  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  State  to  maintain  an 
Established  Church.  That  was  still  the 
feeling  among  members  of  the  Free 
Church  in  the  Highland  counties  of  Scot- 
land. This  had  been  proved  since  the 
passing  of  the  Patronage  Act,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  find,  in  the 
course  of  a  few  years,  that  the  great  bulk 
of  those  who  left  the  Established  Church 
solely  on  account  of  patronage  would 
now,  when  this  was  abolished,  return  to 
the  Established  Church.  On  what 
ground,  he  asked,  should  the  money 
taken  from  the  Established  Church  be 
given  to  the  Free  Church,  as  he  had 
suggested  ?  Would  it  not  be  an  Estab- 
lishment if  it  received  an  endowment 
from  the  State  ?  A  more  extraordinary 
arg^ument  he  could  not  conceive.  He 
regretted,  however,  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  brought  in  a  Bill  this  Ses- 
sion which  would  have  settled  the  ques- 
tion. He  admitted  that  there  was  a 
Sievance,  but  he  did  not  think  the  hon. 
ember  for  Edinburgh  had  gone  the 
right  way  to  remove  it,  and  therefore  he 
must  g^ve  his  vote  in  opposition  to  the 
Bill.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Bill  was  to  confiscate  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church,  and  to  give  it  to  the 
landowners  who  did  not  want  it.  It 
would  be  an  act  of  spoliation,  and  on 
this  account  he  should  vote  against  it. 

Mb.  M 'LAGAN,  while  agreeing  with 
much  that  had  been  said  on  the  opposite 
side,  intended  to  vote  in  favour  of  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
agree  with  all  the  details  of  the  Bill,  but 
he  thought  the  grievances  of  the  present 
system  had  been  so  singly  stated  by 
those  who  moved  and  seconded  the 
Amendment,  that  he  need  not  enter  into 
further  particulars.  The  legal  obligation 
to  contribute  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
ecclesiastical  buildings  of  Sootland  fell 
upon  the  landed  proprietors— or  heritors, 
as  they  were  called.  He  did  not  wish 
that  they  should  be  relieved  from  it; 
but  he  did  agree  most  heartily  that  the 
feuars,  who  were  only  called  upon  to  pay 
by  the  Act  of  1854,  should  not  oontinue 
saddled  with  it.  So  far  as  they  were  con- 
cerned ike  tax  was  unfair,  unjast,  and , 
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unreasonable.    The  assessments  iBi|^ 
be  oonmiuted  into  a  gross  sutxi,  and  mm 
that  fund  the  repairs  of  the  ecclesiastwri 
buildings  might  be  kept  up,  aad  v^«U 
ever  else  was  wanted  snoula  be  sopplwd 
by  the   voluntary  subscriptions  of  lk» 
people.    If  more  confidence  were  shovm 
m  the  people,  he  felt  convinced  tlist  a 
much  lareer  sum  would  be  got — ^tiisl 
there  would  be  more  comfortable  miiiiw 
for  the  clergy,  and  better  chordies  fat 
the  people,  and  he  trusted  the  time  woM 
come  when  this  arrangement  WQ>ttld  be 
made.    The  resistance  now  made  to  the 
rates  in  some  parts  of  Scotland 
much  affainst  the  progress  of  tme 
vital  religion  that  the  sooner  the  CSierck 
looked  to  it  the  better.    Since  the  abe- 
lition  of  patronage  the  Orarch  of  Scot- 
land had  shown  a  vitality  she  had  never 
shown  before,  and  year  after  year  new 
churches  were  springing  up  to  be  sm» 
ported  on   the  voluntary  system,      am 
did  not  blame  the  Qovemment  for  mC 
bringing  in  a  Bill  this  year,  seeing  hov 
difficult  it  was  to  get  forward  the  mse- 
sures  in  hand ;  but  from  what  the  Howt 
had    seen   of  the  Lord  Advocate,  hs 
trusted  he  would  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the 
lines  of  that  of  last  year,  which  wooli 
give  satisfaction  to  the  hon.  Member  far 
Edinburgh,  and  would  settle  the  qws^ 
tion  under  the  existing  system.  8mL  h» 
thought  the  Government  had  done  wMj 
in  having  another  discussion  of  the  sob- 
ject  this  year,   for  the  further  it  was 
probed  the  more  the  ii^justice  appeared* 
and  he  hoped  that  in  another  year  ths 
Government  would  bring  in  a  Bill  on 
the    subject     In   the   meanwhile,  bs 
should  vote  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  as  s 
protest  against  the  existing  system. 

Mr.  0£B  EWING:  I  agree  veiy 
much  with  what  has  fallen  from  my  bos. 
Friend  who  has  just  spoken.  I  think 
his  arguments  are  to  a  great  extent  ths 
arguments  which  I  mysdf  used  xxpm  s 
previous  occasion  in  urging  upon  tb« 
Government  the  oourse  whidi  I  thonghi 
they  ought  to  pursue ;  but  they  led  as 
to  a  very  different  condnsion  from  thsl 
at  which  he  has  arrived  upon  this  matter. 
I  think  the  hon.  Member's  statsniwte 
were  a  little  inconsistent.  He  saye^'*  I 
do  not  wish  to  relieve  the  landlordsof 
Sootland  of  one  farthing  of  tiie  budss 
which  is  now  put  vqK>n  them ; ''  yet,  si 
the  same  time,  he  says — "Iwisktoitfft 
a  scheme  of  commutation,  to  be  isp- 
plemented  by  volnntaiy  oontribntioaa** 
Now,  what  does  that  point  to?    Dni 
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it  not  point  to  this — that  by  this  83rBtem 
of  oommatatioii  the  Ohurdi  is  to  lose 
•o^Mithiiig,  but  she  is  to  be  compensated 
by  volimtarj  contributions?    The  hon. 
Ghsntleinan  than  goes  on  to  describe  the 
mum^y    at   present   manifested  in   the 
GSiaroli  of  Scotland.    I  admit  it ;  but  I 
aaj  that  all  that  energy  is  required  to 
■applement  the  provision  that  is  already 
maae    by  endowments    and   establish- 
saents.      But  the  hon.  Member  sajrs — 
**  Because  you  do  so  much  in  the  yolun- 
tarj  iray,  why  do  you  not  go  a  step 
ikrtber,  and  giro  away  a  little  of  what 
you  jost  now  received  by  law  from  the 
kad?  '*     I  admire  the  Church  of  Soot- 
laady  and  I  believe  everyone  must  ad- 
mire the  g^reat  energy  with  which  she  is 
carrying  on  her  wonc ;  but  I  say  that  is 
not  a  reason  for  impairing  what  she  is 
entitled  to  by  law.    Li  fact,  I  think  that 
this  constant  nibbling  at  the  Church  of 
SooHand  by  small  measures  brought  in 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinbui^  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Falkirk  Burghs 
(Mr.  Bamsay),  whose  hostility  to  the 
Uhorch  of  Sootland,  not  only  as  a  corpo- 
rate body,  but  to  the  individual  members 
of  that  Church,  is  well  known,  is  un- 
worthy and  discreditable.    If  you  wish 
to  destroy  the  Church,  do  it  as  a  whole, 
but   do  not  nibble  at  it  in  this  w«^. 
Endeavour,  if  you  will,  to  get  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  the  members  of  the 
community  and  of  the  Church  to  agree 
with  you  that  the  Church  should  be  dis- 
estabhshed  and  disendowed,  and  its  pro- 
perty taken  for  educational  purposes; 
Dot  do  not  by  such  a  Bill  as  this  take 
away  money  that  belongs  to  the  Church 
and  put  it  into  the  pockets  of  the  land- 
owners, to  whom  Uie  Church  is  as  much 
entitled  to  look  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  churches  and  manses  as  she  is  to  the 
po—easion  of  the  elebes.  The  right  hon. 
liembtv  for  the  Montrose  Burffhs  (Mr. 
Baxter)  admitted  the  fallacy  of  Uiis  Bill. 
He  admitted  that  the  money  did  not 
belong  to  the  landowners ;  and  he  also 
gave  statistics  as  to  the  members  of  the 
Chnrdi  of  Sootland ;  but  I  do  not  think 
that  a  matter  of  anv  great  consequence 
— the  statistics  nut  before  the  House  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Montrose 
Burghs  can  have  no  effect  in  determining 
whether  the  burden  of  the  maintenance 
of  church  buildings  ought  to  be  removed 
ftem  where  it  now  rests.    Besides,  had 
the  right  boa.  Gentleman  any  reUable 
authority  lor  those  statistics  ?    He  had 
■ens  whatsf  er«    Why  is  it  that  he  aad 


his  friends  on  that  side  of  the  House— 
or,  at  least,  those  of  them  who  are  hostile 
to  the  Established  Church — ^refuse  to 
give  information  upon  these  subjects 
when  the  Census  was  taken  in  1861  and 
1871?  Did  not  that  prove  that  they  felt 
sure  that  the  real  statistics  would  by  no 
means  bear  out  their  argument  ?  But  I 
say  it  is  unfair  to  ai^6  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Free  Church,  the  United 
Presbyterian  Church,  and  the  other 
Nonconformist  Churches  of  Scotland  are 
against  the  Established  Church,  though 
they  belong  to  Dissenting  Churches. 
We  know  that  in  the  Church  Courts, 
and  especially  that  of  the  Free  Church, 
the  question  of  disestablishment  has 
been  brought  forward  this  year,  and  has 
been  carried  by  a  larg^  majority.  But 
the  General  Assembly  of  the  Free 
Church  is  packed  by  majorities  in  the 
Presbyteries,  who  send  men  up  there 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  these  ex- 
treme views.  We  know  also  that  there 
are  very  large  minorities  in  the  Free 
Church  and  the  United  Presbyterian 
Church  who  are  opposed  to  disestablish- 
ing. I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  there 
are  very  large  minorities  of  the  laity  in 
those  Dissentinff  Churches  who  are  in 
favour  of  the  &tablishment,  and  who, 
differing  from  her  as  they  may  upon 
matters  of  Church  government  since  the 
Patronage  Act  was  passed,  have  no  wish 
to  see  the  old  historic  Church  of  Scotland 
injured,  but  rather  strengthened.  If 
there  is  one  part  of  Scotland  where  the 
Free  Church  is  s^ngest  it  is  in  the 
Highlands,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  nine-tenths  of  the  people  in  the 
Highlands  are  opposed  to  disestablish- 
ment. Everyone  must  admire  the  per- 
ttnadty  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh, who  is  thoroughly  in  earnest  in 
every^iing  he  takes  up.  I  remember 
reading  lately  that  a  certain  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  opposite  said  that  Badicalism 
is  synonymous  with  earnestness,  and  I 
must  sav  that  my  claim,  as  far  as  beins 
earnest  m  the  maintenance  of  Uie  Church 
of  Scotland  goes,  to  be  considered  a 
Badioal  in  that  sense,  is  as  strong  as 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh, 
for  I  am  as  earnest  for  the  maintenance 
of  that  Church — ^believing  it  to  be  for 
the  interest  of  the  country — as  the  hon. 
Member  is  for  her  destruction.  Although 
he  has  brought  in  this  Bill  3rear  after 
year,  he  has  not  yet  suooeeded  in  oon- 
vindng  the  House  of  the  justice  of  his 
propoeaL  The  late  Qovemment  opposed 
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it,  and  I  think  one  of  the  best  speeches 
ever  made  upon  the  subject  was  made 
by  Lord  Young,  who  was  then  the  Lord 
Advocate,  in  opposing  the  Bill,  carrying 
with  him  a  large  majority.  He  provea 
to  demonstration  that  church  rates  do 
not  exist  in  Scotland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Edinburgh,  however,  had  not 
thought  it  right  to  change  the  mislead- 
ing name  which  he  has  given  to  his  Bill. 
This  charge  is  a  burden  upon  the  land, 
and  therefore  it  is  unfair  for  the  hon. 
Member,  year  after  year,  to  bring  in 
this  Bill  to  abolish  church  rates  when  no 
such  rates  exist.  At  the  same  time,  I 
do  not  complain  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
persisting  with  this  measure  this  year, 
because  I  do  think  there  was  a  pledge 
given  by  the  Gbvemment  that  they 
would  take  up  this  subject  and  settle  it. 
That  pledge  was  given  by  Lord  Gbrdon, 
when  he  was  Lord  Advocate,  and  I  re- 
gret very  much  that  the  matter  was  not 
undertaken  by  the  Gbvemment.  I  hope 
they  will  bring  forward  a  measure  upo& 
the  lines  of  the  Bill  introduced  last  year, 
as  that  is  the  only  way,  in  my  opinion, 
in  which  this  question  can  be  settled.  I 
believe  that  a  grievance  does  exist;  but 
it  would  be  removed  by  such  a  measure 
as  that  of  last  year,  which  would  relieve 
the  feuar  upon  the  building  he  had 
erected,  but  not  his  land.  That,  I  think, 
would  be  a  just  and  equitable  way  of 
settling  this  question,  which  I  am  as 
anxious  as  anybody  to  have  settled.  I 
shall,  however,  certainly  oppose  this 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member.  It  is  wrong 
in  principle,  and  it  does  not  dispose  of 
the  money  in  the  wav  in  which  it  ought 
to  be  disposed  of.  I  do  hope  that  the 
Gbvemment  will  give  an  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  and  the  House  that  they 
will  deal  with  this  subject  in  the  same 
way  as  they  proposed  to  do  last  year,  and 
that  the  hon.  Member  will  not  trouble 
the  House  to  divide  upon  his  BiU. 

Mb.  BAMSAY  supported  the  second 
reading.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dumbarton  (Mr.  Orr  Ewing)  had 
declared  the  title  of  the  Bill  to  be  a  mis- 
nomer, because,  he  said,  there  were  no 
church  rates  in  Scotland ;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  forgotten  tJiat  for  the  last 
three  centuries  there  had  been  ecclesias- 
tical assessments  in  that  country,  and  he 
should  have  liked  to  have  heard  ex- 
plained to  Ikiglish  Members  what  con- 
stituted the  di&rence  between  an  assess- 
ment and  a  rate.  He  was  not  aware  of  any 
diiSerence.     Eodesiaatioal    assessments 
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in  Scotland  were  in  all  respectt  the 
as  ecclesiastical  assessments  in  Kng<aiid, 
and  were  identical  in  their  iiAtars 
and  incidence.  Ohuich  ratee  for  ths 
repair  of  the  fabric  of  the  chudi 
were  levied  on  lands  and  hooaea,  and 
any  person  who  did  not  reside 
his  property  was  liable  to  the 
ment  on  his  property  in  the  parish  when 
that  proper^  was.  When  it  was  said 
that  the  owners  of  land  were  willing  to 
bear  the  burden,  he  must  say  that  the  ex- 
perience of  those  who  made  that  ■ssartion 
was  different  from  his  own.  He  believed 
theownersof  landin  Scotland  were  jnst  at 
anxious  to  get  rid  of  it  as  the  propriefeors 
of  real  estate  in  England  were,  and  ht 
should  be  glad  to  see  them  receive  the 
same  justice.  The  law  that  was  good 
for  England  should  be  obtained  for  oooi- 
land.  On  what  principle  they  wefe  to 
maintain  a  different  law  on  this  sabject 
between  the  two  countries  he  could  not 
see.  As  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  had 
no  objection  to  commutation ;  but,  then, 
commutation  should  be  so  arranged  a« 
not  to  fix  the  minority  with  the  liability 
of  the  majority ;  but  if  the  only  way  to 
remove  existing  grievanoee  was  by  dis- 
establishment, the  sooner  the  Ghmch 
was  disestablished  the  better.  No  one 
had  ever  heard  him  advocate  disestab- 
lishment,  but  the  wrongs  that  existed  in 
some  of  ^e  Highland  parishes  were  lach 
that  a  remedy  was  urgently  reqoired. 
He,  and  those  with  whom  he  was  in 
unison  on  this  question,  were  deoroa* 
that  the  law  of  Scotland  should  be  the 
same  as  the  law  of  England ;  and  he 
thought,  in  the  spirit  of  uur  play  whick 
was  the  characteristic  of  England,  thst 
the  views  of  those  who  opposed  thii 
Bill  should  not  be  agreed  to  by  th« 
House.  For  his  part,  he  heartily  fop 
ported  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  ix 
Edinburgh,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
remove  an  excrescence  firom  the  Esttb- 
lished  Church  of  Scotland,  and  to  plaot 
all  on  a  just  equality. 

Sm  WTTJiTAM  OUNINGHAMEssii 
it  appeared  to  him  that  some  of  tib* 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fsl- 
kirk  (Mr.  Bamsay)  were  of  a  rather  in* 
consistent. charactcnr.  The  hon.  Member 
first  stated  that  the  church  ■BBOwmnnti 
in  Scotland  and  the  church  rates  inEog^ 
land  were  identical,  then  pointed  oat 
many  respects  in  which  they  wero  not 
identical,  and  finally  ended  by  ex- 
pressing a  hope  that  they  would  hesr  bo 
more  of  the  difference  of  identity  be- 
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tw60D  iho  two  forms  of  oontributioii. 
Now,    for   liifl  part,  lie  (Sir  William 
Cnninghame)  thought  the  difference  be- 
tween the  two  oonmbutions  was  so  oon- 
duiATely  proved  and  decided  on  previoos 
oocaaions  that  it  was  hardly  necessaxr  to 
so  into  the  matter  again.    But  he  might 
be  allowed  to  point  out  to   the  hon. 
Member  that  in  England   the  church 
rates  were  always  voluntary,  whilst  in 
Scotland  they  wereinvoluntary.  P'Oh!"] 
An  hon.  Member  had  cried  *'  Oh !"  but 
it  was  a  fact    If  the  majority  of  the 
parishioners    of   any  particular  parish 
m    England    chose  to  refuse  a  church 
rate,  there  were  no  means  of  compelling 
them  to  vote  one— therefore,  Aether 
they  would  pay  or  not  was  entirelv  in 
their  own  option,  whilst    in  Scotland 
they  had  no   power   to    refuse.    That 
made  a  considerable  difference  between 
England  and  Scotland.    Nobody  could 
contest  that  there  was  any  question  of 
a  voluntary  rate  in  Scotland,   as  the 
landed  proprietors  '  in   Scotland    were 
oompelled  to  pay  the  rates,  and  had  no 
voice  in  the  matter.    He  would  say  no 
more  on  that  subject,  and  only  alluded 
to  it  because  the  hon.  Member  had  again 
broughtforwardtheoften  exploded  theonr 
that  the  two  charges  were  identical.    It 
had  been  said  that  considering  that  the 
Oovemment  had  made  considerable  ad- 
missions that  grievances  did  exist,  and 
no  doubt  did  make  three  years  ago  a 
promise  that  the  matter  should  receive 
their  attention,  and  had  not  yet  taken 
the  subject  in  hand,  they  were  bound,  if 
not  to  accept  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, at  least  to  treat  it  with  much  more 
oonsideraUon  than  if  those  promises  had 
not  been  made,  to  which  proposition  he 
partly  assented,  but  to  the  further  pro- 
posal he  rather  demurred,  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  bring  in  a  Bill  to  deal 
with  the  question  at  as  early  a  period  as 
possible.     He  fully  admitted  what  had 
been  stated,  that  the  promises  and  en- 
gagements of  the  Gbvemment  two  years 
ago  had,  to  a  certain  extent,  ''  placed  a 
spoke  in  the  wheel "  of  the  BiU  of  the 
hon.   Member  for  Edinburgh  ;  but  he 
thought   that  that   hardly  supplied  a 
reason  for  urging  the  Government  to 
undertake  the  question.    He  considered 
that  promises  and  engagements  of  this 
character  should  be  considered  as  subject 
to   certain  qualifications — for  instance, 
there  was  one  excuse  that  would  oertainlv 
bs  generally  allowed,  '' want  of  time,  ^' 


which — if  the  Government  had  employed 
it — would  certainly  have  been  admitted 
as  a  plea  for  postponing  or  dropping  the 
matter  altogether.    There  was  another 
qualification,  that  of  possibility,  in  this 
case  a  very  strong  one.    The  late  Lord 
Advocate  (Lord  Gordon)  made  promises 
that  he  would  bring  in  a  Bill,  and  he 
made  great  exertions  to  keep  his  word — 
he  prepared  several  measures— certainly 
three  or  four — he  held  numerous  meet- 
ings on  the  subject  of  Scotch  Members, 
and,  in  fact,  took  a  great  deal  of  trouble ; 
but,  having  done  that,  he  found  that  it  was 
utterly  impossible  to  prepare  a  Bill  that 
would  be  accepted  generally,  either  in 
the  House  or  in  the  country.    It  was 
found  impossible  to  fix  a  point  up  to 
which  those  friendly  to  the  Established 
Church  would  go,  which  would,  at  the 
same  time,  be  accepted  by  the  other  side 
as  even  a  temporary  settlement  of  the 
question ;    ana,    under    those  circum- 
stances, the  attempt  was  given  up.    He 
thought  the  late  Lord  Advocate  had  no 
reason  to  be  mortified  at  failing  to  effect 
a  solution  of  the  question,  which  he 
thought  was  impossible  from  the  first. 
That  beinff  so,  it  was  not  surprising  that 
he  differed  fr^m  those  who  tnought  the 
present  Lord  Advocate  should  step  into 
the  shoes  of  Lord  Ghordon,  and  grapple 
with  these  difficulties.      If  one  of  the 
Government  Bills  had  been  pressed  last 
Session,  he  was  ready  to  have  sunk  his 
own  particular  views  in  order  to  have 
supported  it ;  but  he  could  not  at  pre- 
sent help  feeling  a  considerable  amount 
of  satisfaction  &at  matters  were  as  they 
were.    From  the  first  he  had  disliked  the 
compromise  proposed,  for  after  all  they 
were  little  better  than  robbing  Peter  to 
pay  Paul,  and  taking  a  burden  off  one 
class  to  put  it  upon  another.    Besides 
that,  he  thought  it  was  better  that  the 
Conservative  Party  should  stand  on  the 
defensive  in  the  matter,  and  support  and 
uphold  the  interests  of  the  Church.    K 
injury  to  the  Church  was  to  be  done — 
and  he  supposed  it  would  be  done  in  time 
— he  thought  it  better  it  should  be  done 
wholesale  and  completely  by  the  Party 
that  sat  opposite,  and  on  their  respon- 
sibility, rather  Uian  that  it  should  be 
done    piecemeal   by    the    Conservative 
Party  conniving  at  what  he  would  al- 
most call  spoliation.     With  reg^ard  to 
the  point  that  had  been  raised  as  to  the 
position  of  ''feuars"  as  distinguished 
m>m    other   proprietors,     he    <Ud    not 
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agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 
just  spoken.  Upon  the  broad  prin- 
ciple of  right  and  wrong  he  was  utterly 
unable  to  see  why,  if  it  was  right  for 
proprietors  to  pay  these  charges,  it  was 
not  also  right  that  feuars  should  be 
called  upon  to  pay  them.  He  could  not 
see  that  there  was  any  solution  of  the 
matter  possible  by  separating  the  feuars 
from  the  proprietors.  He  thought  that 
the  best  solution  would  be  that  exemp- 
tions should  be  made  of  smaller  proprie- 
tors— ^feuars  and  all-— on  account  of  their 
poverty,  and  not  on  account  of  their 
right.  This  charge  on  the  land  should 
be  looked  on  as  national  property ;  and 
looking  on  it  in  that  light  there  could  be 
no  doubt,  if  the  Legiidature  considered 
that  the  sum  of  money  was  either  im- 
properly used  or  might  be  better  applied, 
they  would  be  perfectly  justified  in  mak- 
ing an  alteration ;  but  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  that  was  the  case.  The 
Established  Ohurch  of  Scotland  appeared 
to  make  a  very  good  use  of  this  property ; 
and  therefore  they  were  fully  entitled  to 
retain  it.  It  did  not  appear  to  him  to 
be  a  matter  of  very  much  consequence 
whether  it  was  the  Church  of  the 
minority  or  the  Church  of  the  majority — 
it  was  the  national  Church,  and  he 
thought  it  was  yeiy  well  worth  while  for 
the  nation  to  allow  it  to  retain  this  fund 
for  the  purposes  of  religion.  At  any  rate, 
it  would  be  wrong  to  take  the  property 
from  the  Church  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  it  to  private  persons.  He  be- 
lieved that  these  views  were  shared  by 
many,  who,  like  himself,  were  Noncon- 
formists, in  Scotland. 

Mr.  LAING  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  question  had  been  argued  too 
exclusively  upon  leml  gprounds.  It  had 
been  made  too  much  a  question  of  what 
the  law  was,  and  not  what  the  law  ought 
to  be ;  and  it  had  been  left  out  of  view 
that  there  was  a  large  amount  of  prac- 
tical hardship  and  a  great  amount  of 
irritation  involved  under  the  present 
system.  There  was  in  his  county  a 
parish  of  about  2,000  inhabitants,  the 
whole  rental  of  which  did  not  exceed 
£2,000.  When  the  old  clergyman  died, 
the  new  minister  required  a  new  manse 
to  be  built,  and  after  a  litigation  that 
cost  between  £300  and  £400,  the  manse 
was  built,  the  total  oost  being  some 
£2, 000.  This  fell  with  crushing  sev^ty 
upon  the  poor  feuars ;  but,  in  addition, 
they  built  a  Free  church  for  themselves, 
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and  paid  a  minister  of  their 
built  him  a  manse — while  at  ilie 
time  they  were  oompdled  to  pay  £3^000 
to  a  Churoh  to  which  they  did  not  be- 
long.   He  asked  whether  that  wmm  a 
state  of  things  which,  looking  at  the  ex- 
isting law  of  churoh  ratee,  ought  to  eos- 
tinue?    He  considered  Uiat  the  reeali 
of  the  abolition  of  ohurdi  rates  in  Eng- 
land had  been  to  strengthen  rather  thn 
to  weaken  the  position  of  die  Ghur^  of 
England,  and  &at  Church  was  fuihm 
now  from  disestablishment  than  it  voold 
have  been  if  there  had  been  a  icniitanfg 
to  the  demands  of  a  strong  body  like  the 
Nonconformists.    If  he  was  arguing  ia 
the  interests  of  the  Nonoonformi«tB|  he 
would  ask  the  House  to  let  matters  re- 
main as  they  were  in  regard  to  these 
rates,  because  he  was  sure  that  it  was 
by  such  ffrievanoes  that  in  conne  of 
tune  would  arise  a  feeling  which  would 
go  a  great  way  towards  the  diaeetablkh- 
ment  of  the  whole  Church.    He  eon- 
sidered  that  by  adopting  the  volontaiy 
system  of  churoh  assessments  they  would 
be  conferring  a  great  advantage,  noft 
only  upon  the  proprietors,  but  upon  the 
Church  itself.    The  question  could  not 
be  settled  by  giving  the  mon^  hadr  to 
proprietors  to  put  in  their  pockets;  hot 
there  would  not  be  the  same  feeliag 
against  the    assessment  if  the  monej 
were  to  be  applied  to  some  great  national 
object,  such  as  education,  in  whidi  all 
the  inhabitants  of  a  parish  might  haft 
a  share;  and  he  considered  that  the  Go- 
vernment, having  promised  to  take  op 
the  matter,  might  bring  forward  sooie 
just  and  equitable  compromise  of  the 
sort  he  had  suggested.    In  any  case,  ks 
thought  it  was  desirable  that  in  tins 
matter  there  should  be  an  asHimilstini 
of  the  law  of  ScoUand  to  that  of  Ea^ 
land,  with  a  view  to  the  removal  of  ss 
admitted  grievance  whidi  pressed  hearilj 
upon  many  people  to  whom  the  wmnm- 
ment  applied. 

Sm  ALEXANDER  OOBDON  op* 
posed  the  Motion  for  the  second  readiw 
of  the  Bill,  the  effect  of  which  wodd 
simply  be  to  put  the  proceeds  of  tki 
rates  into  the  pockets  of  the  landowMn. 
The  most  extiaordinary  argument  mhoA 
had  been  advanced  by  the  supportan  ef 
the  Bill  was  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Falkirk  Burghs  (Mr.  Bamsaj). 
who  had  told  them  that  the  churdi  ratsi 
in  Scotland  were  in  all  reepeote  ideatica] 
with  the  ohurch  rates  in  England  before 
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the  hM&r  were  abolialied.  Bat  tlie  hon. 
Member  oould  not  have  resided  long  in 
England  in  a  hoaae  of  his  own,  or  he 
would  have  known  that  ohurch  rates  in 
England  were  levied  on  personal  pro- 
perty as  well  as  on  real  property — which 
was  not  the  case  in  SooUand. 

Ma.  BAMSAT:  What  I  said  was 
that  there  was  a  rate  levied  on  real 
estate  for  repair  of  the  fabric  of  the 
Churoh  distinct  from  the  rate  levied  on 
penona,  which  personal  rate  was  applied 
lor  the  services  of  the  Church. 

Sia    ALEXANDER  GOEDON:    It 
had  been  urffed  that  this  BiU  should  be 
read  a  aecona  time  because  many  of  the 
proprietors  in  Scotland  concerned  in  this 
matter   were  Episcopalians;    but  that 
was  rather  a  surprising  argument,  as 
these  were  not  at  all  uie  people  who 
wished  to  get  rid  of  this  assessment. 
They  were,  in  fact,  the  very  last  who 
were  likely  to  think  of  such  a  thing. 
It  muBt  be  borne  in  mind  that,  though 
onfortunately  in  Scotland    there  were 
differences  of  opinion  with  regard  to 
Churoh  discipline,  there  was  no  difference 
whatever  with  regard  to  the  Church  it- 
self.   All  adopted  the  same  profession 
of  faith,  going  to  the  Established  Church, 
the  Free  Church,  and  the  United  Presby- 
terian Ohurch  alternately.     That  was 
what  he  wanted  to  encourage,  and  he 
set  hia  face  resolutely  against  anything 
which  tended  to  encourage  hostility  on 
the  part  of  one  denomination  as  against 
another.     With  regard  to  the  statistics 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
(Mr.  Baxter),  it  was  quite  true  that  there 
were  places  in  which  those  who  were  not 
members  of  the  Established  Church  had 
increased  much  more  largely  than  those 
who  adhered  to  it.    That  was  true ;  but 
the  places  where  this  had  taken  place 
were  the  cities  and  large  towns ;  and  he 
would  point  out  that  more  than  one-half 
of  the  income  of  the  Free  Church  was 
derived  from  two  Presbyteries  alone^- 
those    of    Edinburgh    and    Glasgow — 
where  the  wealthier  classes  were  gene- 
rally to  be  found.    But  it  was  equally 
true  that  those  who  adhered  to  the  Es- 
tablished Churoh  had  increased  in  the 
rural  districts;  but  the  system  which  this 
BtU  proposed  to  destroy  was  chiefly  for 
the  benefit  ofthe  rural  districts.  He  could 
not  vote  for  the  Bill  for  another  reason — 
beoame  he  believed  it  would  be  most  in- 
jurious to  pass  such  a  measure  at  the  pre- 
Mattime.  There  had  been  a  great  mo  ve- 


mentforthediaestablishmentofthe  Scotch 
Church,  and  the  question  now  raised 
could  not  be  separated  from  that  of  dis- 
establishment. It  was  a  singular  thing 
that  since  the  question  of  disestablish- 
ment had  been  raised  in  Scotland  the 
Free  Church  appeared  to  have  aban- 
doned the  original  principle  on  which 
they  left  the  Establishment,  and  to  ad- 
here to  the  principle  which  Dr.  Chalmers 
held  in  1843,  still  clinging  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  Establishment,  and  having  left 
it  only  until  they  could  return  to  it  on  a 
better  footing.  He  had  lately  taken  a 
ffood  deal  of  trouble  to  ascertain  the 
feeling^  of  the  three  denominations  in 
Scotland  upon  this  subject,  as  regarded 
both  clergy  and  laity,  and  he  believed  that 
there  was  a  great  desire  to  bring  this 
question  to  an  issue,  in  order  if  possible 
tiiat  Scotland  mi^ht  cease  to  have  three 
Churches  advocatmgthe  same  principles 
and  yet  trying  to  destroy  each  other. 
He  hoped  to  see  some  setUement  of  this 
question  arrived  at  in  a  few  years,  and 
he  should  be  very  much  inclined  next 
Session,  if  the  Government  did  not  bring 
in  a  measure  early,  to  move  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Boyal  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  ecclesiastical  matters  in  Scot- 
land in  order  to  see  whether  a  settlement 
might  not  be  brought  about. 

Mb.  ANDEBSON  said,  he  had  spoken 
so  often  against  this  Bill  that  he  did  not 
propose  to  say  much  now,  but  he  should 
like  to  make  one  or  two  observations  in 
reply  to  some  remarks  which  had  fallen 
in  the  course  of  the  debate.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Falkirk  Burghs  (Mr. 
Bamsay)  had  laboured  to  show  that  the 
church  rates  in  Scotland  were  exactly 
analogous  to  those  which  used  to  be 
leried  in  England ;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's arg^ument  convinced  him  that  they 
were  utterly  different  things.  This  as- 
sessment was  a  burden  upon  the  land. 
In  England  a  church  rate  was  levied 
upon  the  occupier,  and  not  the  proprietor, 
and  it  was  levied  by  a  majority  in  the 
parish  upon  the  minoritv;  and  by  the 
law  as  it  formerly  stood  the  majority 
was  enabled  to  compel  the  minority  to 
pay  an  obnoxious  rate ;  nay,  he  under- 
stood that  by  the  law,  a  minority  could 
impose  the  rate  on  a  majority,  and  all 
the  majority  could  do  in  such  a  case  was 
to  modify  it.  That  rate  had  no  analogy 
with  the  one  in  Scotland,  which  was 
purely  a  burden  upon  the  land.  He  did 
not  understand  the  political  morality  of 
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hon.  Members  who  voted  for  a  Bill  which 
they  ayowedly  disliked  as  a  protest 
aeainst  somethinc^  else  which  they  dis- 
liked. Every  Bill  ought  to  be  judged 
on  its  own  merits,  and  by  what  it  in- 
tended to  do  itself.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Linlithgow  (Mr.  M'Lagan)  de- 
nounced the  Bill  in  every  sentence  of 
his  speech  as  one  which  would  relieve 
the  proprietors  of  the  soil  of  a  burden 
which  was  upon  it  at  the  time  they  ac- 
quired their  property ;  and  yet  he  was 
going  to  vote  for  it  by  way  of  protest 
against  a  different  thing.  He  aid  not 
Imow  how  the  hon.  Member  could  ar- 
range that  with  his  political  conscience. 
He  admitted  there  was  some  grievance ; 
but  he  maintained  that  that  Bill  was  not 
the  proper  mode  of  dealing  with  it.  The 
Government  had  already  had  the  subject 
before  them,  and  he  had  no  doubt  they 
would  have  it  again.  He  should  oppose 
the  Bill  on  the  present  occasion,  and  he 
should  continue  to  do  so  as  long  as  it  was 
brought  before  the  House. 

Captain  MILNE-HOME  said,  that  as 
an  English  Member  of  Parliament,  he 
must  protest  against  the  assertion  that 
there  was  any  similarity  between  the 
church  rates  in  England  and  what  were 
termed  church  rates  in  Scotland.  Many 
hon.  Members,  in  coming  down  to  this 
discussion,  would  imag^e  that  these  so- 
called  church  rates  were  similar  to  those 
in  England,  which  had  now  been  abo- 
lished ;  whereas  they  were  totally  dissi- 
milar, and  the  title  and  Preamble  of  the 
Bill,  therefore,  he  characterized  as  beiog 
deceptive.  He  did  not  believe  there  was  a 
single  landed  proprietor  in  Scotland  who 
objected  to  this  assessment;  and  the 
relations  between  the  Dissenters  in  Scot- 
land to  the  Established  Church  were 
quite  different  from  those  of  the  Non- 
conformists to  the  Church  of  England. 
But  the  Bill  was  skilfully  designed  to 
catch  English  votes,  because  English 
Members  would  naturally  think  that  what 
was  fair  for  England  must  be  fair  for 
Scotland  also.  He  would  give  statistics 
of  two  parishes  with  which  he  was  con- 
cerned. In  one  parish  there  were  100 
proprietors,  of  whom  for  many  years 
only  five  were  assessed,  though  now  ten 
were  assessed,  the  remainder — small 
feuars — were  not  assessed  at  all.  If  this 
Bill  were  to  pass,  the  assessment  would 
rest  on  two  persons.  In  the  other  parish 
there  were  six  larger  proprietors,  of 
whom  only  two  belonged  to  the  Estab- 

Mr.  Anthrson 


lished  Church,  one  of  the  two  being  a 
non-resident,  so  that  the  usinwiiient  lor 
that  parish  might  felL  on  a  singl*  iad> 
vidual.  Accordmgto  this  Bill  the 
now  paid  by  the  other  proprietors 
go  into  their  pockets,  which,  he  thought. 
would  he  most  unfair.  But  ^e  most  im- 
portant distinction  between  church  rat«« 
in  England  and  this  assessment  in  Soot- 
land  laid  in  the  entirely  diffsrent  osigia 
ofthe  two  things.  In  1871,  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  McLaren) 
brought  forward  his  first  Bill  on  tins 
subject,  the  late  Lord  Advocate  Toong 
was  called  upon  to  g^ve  his  opinion.  H« 
said  he  was  totally  against  compolaoiy 
church  rates  anywhere.  He  farther 
said — 

'*  But  it  is  a  wide  step  from  the  aboliticB  ^ 

compulBory  church  rates   in  Kngknd  to  tW 

measure  which  is  now  before  the  Hooie.    T^ 

assessments  wiUi  which  this  Bill  pMoitmrn  U 

deal  are  apj^cable,  according  to  the  interprets 

tion  of  the  Bill  itself,  to  three  distinrt 

— first,  the  building  andmaintainingof  < 

second^  the  building  and  maintaining  of 

and,  third,  for  providing  or  enlarging  anjgfehtt 

— that  is,  the  land  given  to  the  clergyman  as  a 

part  of  the  provision  for  his  maintenance.    For 

all  these  purposes,  the  laws  of  Scotland*  troB  as 

early  period,  have  made  provision.    Chorbhss* 

acconung  to  law,  are  bmlt  and  upheld  by  ths 

parishioners — an  expression  interpreted  \j  V9j 

old  decisions,  and  always  understood  to  mesa 

the  heritors  or  landed  proprietors  of  the  parUL 

Manses,  in  the  same  way^,  are  provided  and  m- 

held  as  part  of  the  provision  of  the  minirfir  tj 

the  same  commissioners — ^namely,  the  hecitocs. 

Glebes  in  like  manner  are,  under  the  compabiaa 

of  the  same  law,  provided  for  by  snbstintiaHy 

the  same  parties.    The  law  of  Scotland,  thers- 

fore,  with  respect  to  churches,  stands  in  v«y 

obvious  contrast  with  the  law  of  Rngl«><l-  TW 

law  of  England  makes  no  compulsory  provimB 

for  building  or  upholding  of  chuithea,  wilk 

the  exception  only  of  the  chancel,  the  bsrden 

of  upholding  which  was  upon  the  proprietor  d 

the  tithes.    As  to  the  body  of  the  chnra,  for  tlie 

maintenance  of  that  the  psinshioners,  or  a  ocftia 

number  of  them,  were  authorized,  if  they  pleMti. 

to  impose  a  church  rate,  to  be  levied  upon  aO 

the  occupiers  of  land  and  houses  in  pariikei^ 

and  that  was  the  only  church  rate  which  mifll 

or  might  not  be  imposed,  in  the  discretion  d 

a   certain  number    of    the    parishioncrik  ud 

which,  when    imposed,    was   levied  upon  tis 

occupants  of  all  lands  and  housea  in  the  psiiA, 

and  was  applicable  to  keeping  in  repair  tli»be^ 

as  distinguished  from  the  chiuioel  of  the  dnn^ 

That  was  the  rate  for  the  abolitioo  of  wfaiek  tkt 

Act  was  passed  in  England.    The  nrescfA  KS 

is  a  reproduction  or  transcript  of  tne  BBf&A 

Church  Bates  Act ;  but  it  would  takeaway  d«b 

the  pariah  clergy  their  manses  and  theirKWiMi 

these  being  matters  with  which  the  ufflv^ 

Church  Bates  Bill  had  no  conoem.*' 

ocviL  llSO-Sl.] 

This  ought  to  be  condoaiTe  that  th«  tv« 


1158         Church  SmUb  Abotaion    (July  11, 1877) 


{BeoOand)  Bill.         1154 


ohaxg60  were  entirely  diMiinilar  in  their 
origin,  and  therefore  the  argoment  that 
beoMMe  ohoroh  rates  had  been  abolished 
in  England  they  should  be  abolished  in 
Scotland  fell  to  the  g^und.    He  was 
•ony  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh 
had  not  opened  the  debate,  so  that  they 
might  hare  heard  from  him  some  further 
reaeona  for  passing  this  Bill,  for  what 
he  (Captain  Home)  had  heard  from  other 
sapporters  of  the  Bill  had  not  convinced 
him  at  all.    The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Montroee  (Mr.  Baxter),  for  instance,  said 
there  had  been  great  complaints  among 
the  proprietors  about  this  burden  on 
land ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  propose  that  they  should  be  relieved 
from  the  burden — wnat  he  proposed  was 
that  the  burden  should  still  be  imposed 
not  only  on  the  proprietors,  but  on  the 
feuars,  the  money  was  to   go  to  the 
State.     He  (Oaptain  Home)  joined  with 
the  other  Members  who  had  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  Oovemment  would  deal 
wim  the  grieyanoes  that  admittedly  did 
exist  in  Scotland  with  regard  to  this 
matter.    In  parishes  with  which  he  was 
oonneoted  it  was  considered  a  very  great 
grievance  that   the    small  feuars  had 
been  brought  in  as  they  had  been  by 
the  Valuation    Act   of   1854.     Before 
that  date  the  feuars  were  legally  liable, 
but  it  had  been  practically  impossible 
to   levy  the  tax,  and    he,    therefore, 
thought  the  feuars  should  be  excluded 
from  the  assessment,  either  as  an  act 
of  rraoe  by  the  larger  proprietors,  or 
— ^wnat  would  be  stul  better — through 
the  action  of  that  House.    There  were 
many  instances  of  their  exclusion ;  but  if 
a  single  heritor  objected  to  the  feuars 
being  left  out,  they  had  to  be  brought 
in.  The  tax  was  most  unpopular,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  deal 
with  the  question  early  next  Session. 
Bat  with  regard  to  the  Bill  before  the 
House,  the  Preamble  was  deceptive,  and 
he  thought  the  principle  radically  wrong. 
He  was  not  afraid  to  use  the  word  "spo- 
liation"   with  regard  to  it.     On   one 
occasion  the  hon.  Member  for  Linlith- 
gow (Mr.  M'Lagan)  said  that  to  pass 
the  Sill  then  b^ore  the  House  would 
be  an  act  of  sacrilege,  but  in  spite  of 
that  he  had  hitherto  voted  for  the  Bill, 
and  was  going  to  vote  for  it  now.    For 
himself  hb   (Oaptain  Home),  thought 
that  so  long  as  the  Ohurch  of  Scotland 
diditsdnty,  it  would  be  an  act  of  sacri- 
lege to  take  away  a  farthing  of  what 
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was  its  just  due.  He  should  vote  cor- 
dially against  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Thb  lord  advocate  said,  many 
arguments  and  topics  had  been  intro- 
duced in  the  course  of  the  debate,  but 
he  should  confine  his  observations  to  the 
Bill  before  the  House.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  there  was  quite  sufficient  in  the 

Srinciple  of  the  Bill  to  ensure  its  con- 
emnation.  He  would  first  ask  what 
the  Bill  proposed  to  do ;  and,  secondly, 
whether  its  proposals  were  entirely  con- 
sistent with  the  rights  and  interests  of 
the  parties  concerned  ?  What  the  Bill 
proposed  to  do  was  to  convert  a  com- 
pulsory into  a  voluntary  rate — to  enable 
those  to  pay  who  chose  to  do  so,  and  to 
enable  those  who  did  not  choose  to  pay 
to  keep  their  money  in  their  pockets. 
The  Bill  proposed  no  other  object. 
There  was  no  provision  for  exacting  the 
money  from  those  who  were  liable  to  pay 
the  assessment,  nor  any  application  of 
the  proceeds  to  the  purposes  of  the  State, 
or  any  other  purpose ;  out,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  was  no  abolition  of  the  tax. 
The  only  operative  clauses  in  the  mea- 
sure were  these — the  tax  was  to  be 
levied  as  heretofore,  by  those  who  had 
been  accustomed  to  levy  it,  upon  those 
who  had  been  accustomed  to  pay  it,  with 
the  simple  qualification  that  those  on 
whom  it  was  levied  need  not  pay  it 
unless  they  liked;  and  permission  was 
given  to  parties  under  restriction,  such 
as  factors,  trustees,  and  others,  to  make 
voluntary  payment  if  they  saw  fit  to  do 
so.  He  had  not  had  the  honour  before 
that  day  of  hearing  a  debate  on  the 
subject  in  that  House ;  but  he  ventured 
to  say  that  any  casual  student  of  Mansard 
since  1870  would  have  no  difficulty  in 
cullinff  from  that  source  every  argument 
that  had  been  advanced  that  day  on 
either  side  —  with  the  exception,  he 
thought,  of  the  arg^uments  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr. 
Baxter).  Unquestionably  the  sugges- 
tions that  feu  from  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  were  based  on  principles 
of  disestablishment  pure  ana  simple. 
One  of  his  propositions  was  to  take  these 
funds  from  the  Chtirch,  to  divert  them 
from  the  purposes  to  which  they  were  at 
present  apphcable,  and  to  apply  them 
for  the  future  to  some  worthy  national 

Eurpose.  He  (the  Lord  Advocate)  should 
e  quite  ready  to  meet  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  in  argument  whenever  such 
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a  measure  was  proposed  in  the  House ; 
but  he  objected  to  a  proposal  to  convert 
a  Bill  which  had  one  distinct  object  and 
purpose  into  a  Bill  founded  on  a  tc^^llj 
different  principle,  and  having  a  totally 
different  purpose  in  view.    They  might 
by  changes  of  detail  often  convert  one 
Bill  into  another ;   but  they  could  not 
affirm  the  principle  of  the  measure  which 
was  indicated  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose,  and  at  the  same  time  retain 
the   principle  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member    for    Edinburgh.     The    two 
were  essentially  different — and  to  turn 
one  Bill  into  the  other  they  must  alter 
the  principle  as  well  as  the  details.    He 
could  quite  imderstand  that   when    a 
general  assent  was  given  by  the  House 
to  the  principle  of  a  measure,  the  details 
might  be  cnanged  in  Committee,  and 
very  extensive  alterations  introduced  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  and  giving 
effect  to  the  principle  on  which  the  Bill 
proceeded ;  but  that  could  not  be  done 
in  this  case — for  whereas  the  principle 
of  this  Bill  was  to  put  into  the  pockets  of 
landed  proprietors  money  not  applied  to 
other  purposes,  leaving  those  wno  chose 
to  do  so  to  give  it  for  its  present  purpose, 
they  would,  if  they  foUowed  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
convert  the  Bill  in  Committee  into  an 
Act  for  taking  away  money  from  the 
heritor  and  £rom  the  Church,  and  for 
giving  it  to  persons  who  were  neither 
named  nor  indicated  in  this  Bill.  There- 
fore, it  was  idle  now  to  discuss  the  merits 
of  such  a  measure  as  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  suggested,  for  to 
give  effect  to  the  principle  which  he 
suggested  involved,  upon  the  plainest 
principles  of  common  sense  and  logic,  a 
direct  negation  of  the  Bill  with  which 
the  House  was  dealing  and  of  its  prin- 
ciple.   After  what  had  been  said  as  to 
the  character  of  these  assessments  or 
payments — and  they  were  more  in  the 
nature  of  irregularly  recurring  payments 
than  of  rates  or  assessments — he  did  not 
think  their  character  admitted  of  doubt. 
It  had  been  very  fairly  admitted  on  all 
hands  that  for  a  period  of  something  less 
than  two  centuries — since  the  TJmon — 
this  had  been  a  parochial  burden,  and  a 
burden  upon  land;  and  he  ventured  to 
say  that,  with  very  few  exceptions,  if 
they  were  to  investigate  the  transmission 
of  landed  estates  in  Scotland  from  one 
proprietor  to  another,  they  would  cer- 
tainly find  that  those  who  held  land  now 
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to  the  largest  extent,  held  it  oa  tli« 
footing  that  they  did  not  pay  tbe  foil 
value    the   property   would    oihtwiM 
3deld,  because  of  the  burdensplaeed  vpaa 
it  by  the  law  of  the  land.    It  malturfd 
not  whether  this  was  Statnte  or  Jndg^ 
made  law,  it  had  been  an  inherent  put 
of  the  land  laws  of  the  coontsrj  for  two 
centuries.    The  payment  was  a  bvrdai 
on  the  land,  and  if  they  removed  it  tfaey 
would  be  making  a  present  of  it  to  ths 
proprietor,  not  merely  relieving  him  oi 
a  tax.    Tina  being  th^  eaae,  lie  wmi 
bound  to  say  further  that  so  imr  as  ht 
was  personally  concerned  he    entirely 
agreed  with  what  had  been  said  on  both 
sides  with  regard  to  the  incidence  of 
that  burden  in  more  recent  yeaz*.    He 
had  always  thought  that  the  incideac* 
of  the  burden  upon  feuars  had  beea 
exceedingly  severe,  and  not  what  was 
contemplated  by  the  law,  or  what  was 
thought  to  be  right  even  by  thenoj^ofily 
of  those  who  had   borne  the    bardea 
during  the  time  that  it   had  fmstod. 
They  knew  very  well  that  it  had  not 
been  always  exacted  from  feuars.   H«- 
tors  had  acted  very  handsomely  in  thai 
matter.     He  quite   admitted    that   the 
legal  liability  of  the  feuars  did  not  adnil 
of  dispute — the  question  was  how  to 
adjust  the  burden.    In  reoent  times  the 
word   ''feuars"  had    a  very  diffRval 
meaning  from  that  which  it  bore  iatimM 
past.    A  feuar  now  was  a  person  who 
acquired  a  portion  of  a  heritor's  property 
for   commercial    purposes  unoonneeted 
with  the  occupation  of  the  land;  sad 
universally  the  feu  rent  was  greatly  m 
excess  of  the  agricultural  value  of  the 
land  at  the  time  the  impoet  was  firsl 
made.     What  was  admitted  practicslly 
by  the  heritors  to  be  a  grieranoe  wai 
that  when  a  man  had  built  bosMS 
premises  or  a  house,  such  premises  wm 
subject  to  that  old  assessment,  and  psid 
in  many  oases  more  than  the  land  imti 
It  was  also  well  known  that  throoghovl 
the  time  the  impost  had  existed  it  hsd 
not  been  exacted  except  in  rare  cases  «a 
such  property ;  and  it  was  an  nndoabtaii 
fact,  which  had  been  referred  to  agiii 
and  again  in  these  debates,  that  tht 
passing  of  the  Valuation  Act  of  16H 
which  gave  the  value  of  every  oae  of 
these  propertiee  on  the  register,  had  lid 
to  the  exaction  of  the  tax  from  thatelsM 
of  feuars.    He  believed  that  but  ibr  the 
passing  of  that  Act,  which  was  a  DUMt 
valualue  and  useful  measure,  they  niref 
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wimld  kftTe  liettd  of  this  grieTanoe  at 
9XL  But,  beoause  a  grioranoe  existed 
wtth  regard  to  that  i^ae,  were  they  to 
malEe  a  uroeoat  of  the  tax  to  the  owners 
of  ludr — ^beoause  they  would  take  ad- 
vmstage  of  the  Bill  just  aa  well  as  the 
immm.  The  praotioal  effaet  of  the  Bill 
wovild  be  tooonfer  on  tiie  landed  pro- 
pfietcirs  of  Scotland  a  boon  which  he 
thoogbt  the  great  proportion  of  them 
were  not  in  the  least  desirous  of  having. 
PersonaDy ,  he  belieTed  that  tiie  incidence 
of  this  bnrden  had  been  hard  on  the 
claaa  he  referred  to.  He  made  no  re- 
feranoe  to  attempts  which  had  been 
made — he  beUered  in  a  perfectly  fair 
and  honest  spirit — ^to  meet  and  satisfy 
that  grieranoe.  He  was  bound  to  say 
that,  acting  under  the  authority  of  the 
Ooremment,  he  should  be  delighted  to 
make  erery  effort  or  to  co-operate  with 
othara  for  the  purpose  of  settling  this 
oueation ;  not  only  because  he  beueyed 
uiat  there  was  something  which  re- 
qoirad  to  be  redressed,  but  because  as  a 
member  of  the  lOhuich  he  belieyed  it 
would  be  greatly  to  her  advantage  that 
all  cause  of  complaint  should,  if  pos- 
able,  be  remored.  But,  while  he  was 
not  alleging  this  as  an  inducement  to 
thoee  who  approred  of  the  principle  of 
the  measure  to  rote  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
read  three  months  hence,  he  would 
sApieas  his  willingness  to  undertake  as 
far  aa  he  could  the  duty  of  endeavouring 
to  pffoduce  a  measure  that  would  meet 
the  case,  with  the  assent  and  assistance 
of  the  Members  for  Scotland.  But  he 
opposed  this  Bill,  because,  although  it 
wta  well  meant,  and  was  intended  to 
eflbet  a  fidr  eettlement  of  the  question,  it 
could  not,  in  his  opinion,  possibly  have 
that  result 

Mb.  H'LAREN  said,  that  at  so  late 
a  period  in  the  afternoon  he  would  not 
loBp  detain  the  House,  but  as  so  much 
had  been  urged  against  the  principle  of 
the  BiU,  he  felt  bound  to  endeavour  to 
meet  the  objections.  In  the  first  place, 
he  must  disclaim  a  compliment  that  had 
bean  paid  him  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Wigtown  Burghs  (Mr.  Stewart),  with 
reteeoee  to  the  effect  of  this  Bill  being 
tntsnded  to  defer  the  period  of  disestab- 
bshment.  He  was  proud  to  say  that 
40  yean  ago  he  discovered,  and  publicly 
deaooaeed,  the  injustice  of  Church  es- 
tahUshmeota,  and  now  aoreed  with  what 
had  been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Member 


for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter),  and  other 
hon.  Members,  who  had  referred  to  that 
question.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
K>r  Aberdeenshire  (Sir  Alexander  Gor- 
don) said  he  had  eone  into  the  statistics 
of  the  Free  Church  for  the  last  year,  and 
was  prepared  to  state  that  a  very  large 
proportion  of  the  income  of  the  Church 
was  derived  from  the  cities  of  Edin- 
burgh and  Glasgow.  [Sir  Alexaitoer 
Gordon:  Presbyteries,  not  cities.]  He 
(Mr.  M'Laren)  had  the  accounts  for  the 
last  year,  and  he  found  that  out  of  a 
total  revenue  of  £560,000,  the  Presby- 
tery of  Edinburgh  contributed  £70,000, 
and  the  Presbytery  of  Glasgow  £94,000, 
making  £164,000  altog^er.  Now, 
seeing  that  these  two  Presbyteries  con- 
tained about  1,000,000  of  persons,  or 
nearly  one-third  of  the  whole  popula- 
tion of  Scotland — and  by  far  the  richest 
third — he  thought  that  in  place  of  their 
contributing  an  undue  proportion  of  the 
funds  of  the  Church,  they  had  contributed 
less  than  their  just  share.  The  House 
would  thus  see  that  the  hon.  and  eallant 
Member  must  have  been  misinformed 
on  these  points.  He  could  not  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ayr  (Sir  William 
Cuninghame)  that,  although  the  Go- 
vernment had  last  year  promised  to 
legislate  upon  the  subject,  they  were 
tmder  no  obligation  to  perform  their  pro- 
mise, or  to  attempt  to  do  more  than 
they  had  already  aone.  He  would  re- 
spectfully recommend  the  hon.  Baronet 
to  read  that  chapter  in  PaUyU  Moral 
Phtlo8ophy,  which  he  (Mr.  M'Laren)  had 
read  very  many  years  ago,  on  the  sense 
in  which  promises  were  binding ;  and, 
after  doing  so,  he  felt  satisfied  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  never  again  venture  to 
hold  or  express  the  loose  moral  principles 
to  which  he  had  given  utterance  in  this 
debate.  It  had  been  admitted  by  nearly 
every  speaker,  including  both  sides  of 
the  House,  that  the  present  state  of 
things  was  unsatisfactory ;  and  there  had 
been  considerable  unanimity  in  calling 
upon  the  Government  themselves  to  in- 
troduce a  measure  to  settle  the  question. 
To  that  appeal  ho  cordially  said  Amen. 
He  had  often  urged  the  same  thing,  and 
he  had  stopped  his  own  feeble  efforts  to 
legislate,  once  for  the  late  and  once  for 
the  present  Government.  The  latter 
brought  in  a  Bill  a  year  ago ;  but  bring- 
ing in  a  Bill  was  one  thing,  and  prossing 
it  forward,  with  the  view  of  carrying  it, 
was  another.    He  did  not  blame  the  late 
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Lord  Advocate  for  what  happened  then ; 
but  he  could  not  fail  to  remember  that 
the  measure  was  distinctly  introduced  on 
the  authority  of  the  Oovemment.  It 
really  met  with  no  open  opposition — 
it  was  strangled  by  private  backstair 
influence  on  the  part  of  the  Friends 
of  the  Government,  without  being  dis- 
cussed in  any  manner  whatever  in  the 
House.  Unless  a  distinct  understand- 
ing with  the  Government  was  arrived 
at,  he  saw  no  reason  why  he  should 
not  persevere  with  the  present  Bill ;  for 
nothing  could  be  more  cautious  than 
the  way  in  which  the  Lord  Advocate 
had  promised  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  another  effort  to  settle  the 
question,  and  therefore  not  much  could 
be  looked  for  from  that  promise,  consi- 
dering what  had  previou^y  taken  place. 
Great  stress  had  been  laid  upon  the 
name  of  the  Bill,  and  an  attempt  had 
been  made  to  prove  that  the  church 
assessment  in  Scotland  was  not  equiva- 
lent to  the  church  rate  in  England. 
The  Lord  Adyocate  had  very  truly  said 
that  it  was  of  little  consequence  what 
the  impost  was  called,  as  they  all  under- 
stood what  was  meant.  It  seemed  almost 
childish  to  argue  on  the  difference  of 
words.  The  Bill  itself  removed  all 
doubts  as  to  the  meaning  by  defining 
church  rates  thus — 

**  In  this  Act '  Church  Bate '  shall  mean  any 
rate  or  assessment  imposed  or  laid  on  for  the 
building,  rebuilding,  enlargement,  or  repair  of 
any  pmsh  church,  or  assistant  chun^,  or 
manse,  or  for  providing  or  enlarging  any 
glebe. " 

He  did  not  think  they  would  find  the 
words  **  poor  rate  "  anywhere  in  Acts  of 
Parliament  relating  to  Scotland.  It  was 
always  ''assessment  for  the  support  of 
the  poor,"  and  was  payable  one-half  by 
the  owner,  and  the  other  half  by  the 
tenant;  whereas,  in  England,  it  was 
always  called  **  poor  rate,"  and  wholly 
paid  by  the  tenant.  But  would  any 
man,  with  any  conception  of  logic  in  his 
head,  get  up  and  say  that  the  poor  rate 
was  different  in  England  and  Scotland, 
because  in  the  one  country  it  was  called 
a  rate  and  in  the  other  an  assessment, 
and  because  the  incidence  was  supposed 
to  vary  from  this  difference  in  the  mode 
of  payment  ?  Everybody  in  Scotland 
knew  that  poor  rate  and  poor  assess- 
ment were  identical,  and  so  ne  held  tiiat 
church  rate  and  church  assessment  were 
identical.    Compulsoiy  church  rates  had 
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been  abolished  in  England^  and 
cess  had   been    abolished   in  1 
In  the  latter  case  there  wa«  no  ovtoy 
about  money  being  put  into  the  pockatt 
of  the  landlords,  and  the  substitate  had. 
was    made  up  by  the  suppresaion  ti 
sinecure  chuidi  uvings.      when  thtm 
things  were  done  in  England  and  Ir»- 
land,  why  should  Scotlimd  be  aobjetf 
to  this  rate?    Seeing  that  the  How 
had  passed  a  law  mudng  chuich  xstn 
voluntary  payments   in   England    and 
utterly  abolishing  them  in  Ireland, 
should  it  not  pass  a  law  on  the 
lines  for  Scotbmd?    The  injostiee  had 
been  generally  admitted,  even  bj  thoat 
who  denounced  this  Bill,  and  the  Lord 
Advocate  himself  said  he  was  of  opinn 
that  a  remedy  was  called  for.     Hie  has. 
andgallantMember  for  Berwick (C3apUia 
Home)  had  quoted  the  speech  of  Lord 
Advocate  Young,  in  order  to  psore  that 
this  Bill  was  an  exact  tnmacript  of 
the  English  Church  Bate  Abolition  Act 
But  he  could   not   comprehend    what 
bearing  that  had  upontae  matter, 
cept  to  show  that  Parliament  would 
be  justified  in  refusing  to  Scotland  thai 
which  had  been  con<^ed  to  Kng<«id 
The  Church  of  Scotland  got  £SM,000 
per  annum  of  endowments   £ram  ths 
heritors,   and   the   Exchequer;  and  it 
enjoyed  this  additional  advantage  etan 
over  the  Church  of  Eng1and--tht  if 
the  stipend  of  any  of  its  ministera  was 
below  £150  the  deficiency  was  made  «p 
by  the  Exchequer.    The  hon.  andgmf- 
lant  Member  for  Berwick  was  by  bo 
means   justified  in  asserting  that  aot 
a  single  landowner  supported  the  Bifl; 
for,  even  in  this  House,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  must  this  day  have  heard 
two  large  landowners — one  of  them  pos- 
sessed of   at   least  50,000  aciee    m^ 
port  the    Bill   by  their  speeches,  and 
they  would,  no  doubt,  do  ao  by  tiiair 
votes ;  and  other  large  landownen  hai 
supported  it  in  former  years.  [Omi  tf 
''  Divide ! "]  He  hoped  the  House  woaU 
not  be  impatient,  because   he  atoiM 
speaking  in  introducing  the  Bill  inorte 
that  time  might  be  saved.  The  injatlao 
of  the  present  state  of  thinffs  was  Mo- 
rally aomitted,  but  he  wouM  not  dvill 
upon  that.    He  simply  maintained  tint 
the  Church  of  Scotland  waa  itaalf  aUa 
to  meet  the  expenditure  for  wbidi  the 
rates  were  leviea.  The  greet  advaalafw 
which  the  Church  enjoyed  as  eompaitd 
with  other  sects  ought  to  make  its  ad* 
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harents   reasonable  on   tliis   question. 
Chnrchinen  were  themselves  getting  to 
•ee  the  injostiee  whioh  was  complained 
04  and  becoming  anxious  to  have  it  re- 
mored.    He  womd  now  proceed  to  state 
a  few  facts  respecting  the  different  reli- 
gious bodies  in  Scotland.  To  begin  with 
Uie    Established    Church — it  appeared 
from  the  able  and  interesting  Beport  laid 
before  the  last  General  AaBembly  that 
it  had  altogether  1,334  churches  and 
chapels.    Betums  were  obtained  from 
1 ,346  of  these,  and  the  total  sum  collected 
at  those  places  of  worship,  for  all  purposes, 
was  £384,000,  including  about  £60,000 
from  pew  rents,  and  also  including  col- 
lections for  infirmaries  and  other  such  be- 
nerolent  objects.  'This  sum  was  equal  to 
an  aTerage  of  about  £308  for  eacn  con- 
gregation. The  exceptionally  favourable 
pontion  oooapied  by  the  Church  should 
enable  it  to  subscribe  for  religious  ob- 
jects more  largely  than  other  denomina- 
tions ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  sub- 
scribed a  great  deal  less.    As  regards  the 
United  I^iesbyterian  Church,  nearly  100 
oongregations    in    England    last   year 
separated  from  the  l^tch  body,   and 
formed  a  Sjnod  of  their  own  in  England. 
The  amount  ooUeoted  by  the  remaining 
536  churches  in  Scotlana  from  congrega- 
tional sources,  was  £316,000;  and  in  ad- 
dhion  to  this,  £62,000  was  derived  irom 
legacies  and  special  donations,  making 
a  total  of  £378,000,  or  an.  average  of 
over  £700  for  each  congregation.    This 
waa    nearly    double     the    average    of 
the    Established      Church,      although 
the  United  Presbyterian  Church  was  a 
modi  poorer  body.      This  was  proved 
by    the    fact   that    150    congregations 
of  that    body  were    unable   to    pay  a 
reasonable    stipend   to   their  minister, 
and  that  other  oon^^regations  made  up 
the  stipend  to  £200  m  all  of  these  cases. 
Kow,  going  to  the  Free  Church  there 
were  1,028  congregations,  all  of  which 
had  been  formed  since  1843.    Their  in- 
come from  all  sources  was  £565,000,  or 
at  the  rate  of  £550  from  each  congrega- 
tion.    Besides  this,  the  Free  Church  had* 
£600,000  of  capital  invested  for  special 
porposes,  and  had  the  property  of  all  the 
chnxehes,  manses,  colleges,  normal  and 
other  schools,  and  the  Assembly  Hall. 
These      two     Nonconformist     bodies, 
holding  the  same  doctrines,  and  obserr- 
iag  the  same  forms  of  worship  as  the 
Kseablished  Chorch,  a  few  years  ago  en- 
tend  on  negotiations  for  an  incorporated 


union.    It  was  not  then  successful,  but 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  union 
would  not  be  delayed  for  many  years.  In 
such  circumstances,  the  fair  way  to  deal 
with  the  Established  Church  was  not  by 
comparing  it  with  each  of  these  bodies 
separately,    but    with    both    of   them 
united,  as  if  they  formed  one  body.    The 
comparison  would  then  be  fair  to  all 
parties.    He  would,  therefore,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  state  the  results 
of  such  a  comparison.    The  Established 
churches  and  chapels  numbered  1,334, 
and  the  Free  and  United  Presbyterian 
churches  1,554,  being  a  majorityof  220  in 
favour  of  the  two  Nonconformist  churches. 
Comparing  their  pecuniary  contributions 
in  the  same  way,  the  results  were  still 
more  startling.    And,  in  order  to  do  the 
Established  Church  justice — and  more 
than  justice— he  would  assume  that  each 
of  the  88  churches  which  did  not  send  in 
returns  raised  as  much  on  an  average  as 
each  of  those  which  did  send  returns — 
an  assumption,  however,  contrary  to  all 
experience ;   for  those  who  had  much 
to  show  were  generally  fond  of  showing 
it,  while  those  who  had  little  to  show 
often  kept  their  want  of  success  in  the 
background.    Proceeding,  then,  on  this 
assumption,  the  88  non-reporting  con- 
gregations might,  for  the  sake  of  illus- 
tration, be  held  to  have  raised  £27,000, 
thus  increasing  the  total  contributions 
of  the  Establifi£ed  Church  to  £411,000. 
But    the    two     Free    Churches    raised 
£943,000,  thus  exceeding  by  more  than 
£500,000  a-year  the  sum  raised  by  their 
endowed  competitor.     The  average  sum 
assumed  to  be  collected  by  each  Estab- 
lished Church  congpregation  was  £308, 
while  the  average  sum  collected  bv  each 
congregation  of  the  other  two  bodies 
was  £606.    It  would  thus  be  evident 
beyond  all  dispute  that  even  if  the  Church 
were  deprived  of  this  pdtry  £30,000 — 
being  the    generally  assumed  amount 
levicni  annuaUy  for  church  rates — it  could 
easily  make  it  up,  and  yet  contribute 
far  less  than  was  done  by  the  two  Free 
Churches.     These  comparisons  showed 
condusivelv  that  the  Established  Church 
of  Scotland  must  be  in  a  considerable 
minority,  even  as  compared  with  the  two 
Free  Churches  which  he  had  named; 
but  when  all  the  other  religious  bodies 
were  taken  into  account — the  Episcopal 
Churches,  Baptists,  Consregationalists, 
Methodists,     EvangeUcal    Union,    the 
Homan    Catholics,    and    the    smaller 
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bodies — the  members  and  adherents  of 
the  Established  Church  must  be  in  a 
very  decided  minority  of  the  people  of 
Scotland,  and  hence  the  injustice  of 
these  church  rates  was  all  the  greater. 
He  might  state,  in  this  connection,  that 
since  the  year  1843,  the  period  of  the 
Disruption,  the  Free  Church  had  col- 
lected £12,000,000,  and  the  United 
Presbyterian  Church  £7,500,000  for 
Church,  and  missionary,  and  educa- 
tional purposes.  This  was  a  remark- 
able fact,  apart  from  any  question 
of  church  rates.  He  considered,  under 
the  circumstances,  that  the  claim  for 
the  abolition  of  these  yexatious  rates 
was  irresistible,  and,  as  he  had  said 
before,  the  Church  people  themselves 
were  beginning  to  admit  it.  He  did  not 
base  the  claim  so  much  upon  abstract 
principles  as  the  existence  of  a  real 
g^evance.  Speaking  in  the  General 
Assembly,  in  seconding  the  Motion  for 
the  adoption  of  the  financial  Beport, 
which  had  been  referred  to,  Professor 
Charteris,  a  man  universally  respected, 
said — 

'*Wa8  it  not  a  somewhat  remarkable  fact 
that  one  never  saw  in  social  life  that  the  Dis- 
senter, who  gave  much  more  towards  his 
Church,  lookea  poorer  than  we  were  P  He  who 
was  paying  much  more  largely  than  the 
attenaer  on  a  parish  church  was  not  thereby  a 
poorer  man." 

There  was  a  discussion  in  the  Town 
Council  of  Forfar  last  month,  when  Mr. 
Craik,  a  member  of  that  body,  said  that 
as  the  parish  minister — in  making  cer- 
tain claims  on  the  Town  Council  con- 
nected with  these  church  rates  —  had 
meddled  with  the  Council,  he  would 
tell  him  his  duty,  adding — 

'*  These  requests  brought  them  nearer  dises- 
tablishment, and  brought  out  the  injustice  to 
the  Dissenters,  who,  besides  paying  their  minis- 
ters and  upholding  the  fabric  of  their  churches, 
were  thus  called  upon  to  pay  for  upholding  the 
parish  church  of  Forfar.  Although  a  member 
of  the  Established  Church,  he  regarded  this  as 
a  gross  injustice  to  the  Dissenters. 

It  was  a  mistake  to  imagine,  as  had 
been  assumed,  that  the  burden  of  the 
rate  was  less  than  formerly.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  was  greater.  Al- 
though he  had  not  said  all  he  had  in- 
tended, he  hoped  he  had  said  enough 
to  justify  his  appealing  to  the  House, 
and  askmff  them  to  assent  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  with  a  view  to  re- 
moving these  unjust  and  irritating  im- 
posts. 

Mr,  IDLarm 


Question  put,  ''  That  the  word  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Questum." 

The  House  diM$d:—kra^  143;  K«m 
204  :  Majority  61.— (Dxr.  list,  N<x  Sao.) 

Words  odStM. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  pot, 
agreed  to. 

Second   Beading  ffU   of  tat 
months. 

HUSH  PEERAGE  BnX.--[Xirdk] 

{Mr,  Phmhft.) 

[bill   119.]      8B00HD  RSADISrO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  PLUNKBT,  in  moring  that  tiM 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  tune,  and, 
the  House  of  Lords  had  passed  it  witli- 
out  a  division,  and  it  haa  only  ooe  oIk 
ject.    The  present  Bill  was  devoid  o^  aH 
controversial  matter,  and  dealt  witk  oo« 
matter  only,  and  that  in  a  single  danse. 
The  Bill  was  to  repeal  that  prorisifla  im 
the  Act  of  Union  which  enabled   Her 
Majesty  to  create  fresh  Irish 
At  the  time  of  the  Act  of  TTnion, 
were  234  Irish  Peers  entitled  to  sit  xa 
the  Irish  House  of  Lords ;  bat  bj  tke 
Act  of  Union  all  those  Peers  were  ds- 
prived  of  thdr  right,  merely  retaiBxag 
the  privilege  of  electW  28  feopiooeaU- 
tive  I^eers  to  sit  in  Pariiament.    8o  £v 
the  Act  of  Union  followed  the  preeedspt 
set  in  the  Scotch  Act  of  Union,  whkk 
abolished    the    ancient  and  iUnstrioos 
Peerage  of  Scotland.     The  distjnctioa 
between  the  Irish  and  Scotch  Aot  oi 
Union  was  mainly  this — ^it  was  oontea- 
plated  by  the  Scotch  Act  of  Unioo  thai 
the  distinctly  Scotch  Peerages  ^o«ld 
become   in  time   extinguished,    as  ao 
power  was  reserved  to  uie  Sovereign  ta 
create  a  fresh  stock  of  Peerages.     In 
Ireland,   however,   for  various  issaosi 
into  which  it  was  not  then  necessary  t» 
enter,  the  Prerogative  of  the  Sovsrsiga 
was  proposed  to  create  Irish  Peeragss. 
Opposition,  however,  arose,  and  an  aae- 
malous  plan  was  adopted,  that  the  8ofe- 
reign  within  certain  limits  and  certata 
times    should    create    Irish   Pesragts. 
Whenever  these  Irish  Pelages  bscaas 
extinct,  then  the  Sovereign  was  entitlsd 
to  create  fresh  Irish  Peerages,  and  tkts 
was  to  continoe  to  be  the  proesss  ot  ths 
creation  of  Irish  Peers  until  the  nambsr 
was  lowered  so  &r  that  onlj  100  t^ 
mained.     The   feeling  of  indigaslMi 
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Anumff  the  LriBh  Peers  upon  this  provi- 
oic^n  ox  the  Act  of  ITnion  had  never  been 
90)t  rid  of,  and  there  had  been  several 
attempts  to  repeal  the  obnoxious  mea- 
.    The  right  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
for  Clare  Ooontj  had  the  credit  of 
bringing  this  subject  before  Parlia- 
In  1867  he  brought  it  forward 
in.  the  form  of  a  Besolution,  and  again 
m    1868  he  introduced  a  Bill.    On  both 
occasions  the  proposals   were  resisted, 
mainlj  on  the  groimd  that  it  was  an 
invasion  of  the  Prerogative  of  the  Sove- 
Tei^.     But  in  reply  to  an  Address  from 
tHe  House  of  Lords,  Her  Majesty  had 
l>een  pleased  to  intimate  that  she  did  not 
de«ire  her  Prerogative  to  stand  in  the 
'way  of  the  consideration  of  the  subject 
by   Parliament.      After  these  two  at- 
tempts the  subject  was   again  revived 
in  1869,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Oreenwich,  then  at  the 
head  of  the  Oovemmont,  was  not  im- 
lavourable  to  it,  though  it  was  his  opi- 
nion that  a  measure  of  the  kind,  touch- 
ing the  interests  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
would  have  been  more  fittingly  intro- 
dnced  in  that  House.    Li  1 869  £arl  Qrey 
brought  in  a  BiU,  but  that  Bill  was  met 
by  a  Besolution  to  appoint  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Peer- 
ages.   That  Committee  was  appointed ; 
but  if  it  met,  it  never  issued  a  Keport ; 
and  so  matters  stood  until  1874,  when 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Inchiquin)  intro- 
duced his  Besolution  praying  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  allow  the  consideration  of  the 
•abject  by  Parliament.    That  was  fol- 
lowed by  a  Bill  last  year,  which  passed 
through  the  House  of  Lords,  but  in  the 
House  of  Commons  met  with  an  unfor- 
tunate fate.    Now,  again  this  year,  the 
Bill  was  brought  forward  in  a  different 
form,  the  operation  being  confined  to 
repealing  the  provision  in  the  Act  of 
Union  to  which  he  had  referred.     He 
would  remark  that  there  was  this  differ- 
ence between  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Peers 
— that  the  Scotch  Peers  were  elected  for 
one  Parliament,  while  the  Irish  Peers, 
onoe  elected,  served  in  the  House  of 
Lords  for  life ;  and  both  differed  from 
the  Peers  of  the  United  Kingdom,  in 
that  this  privilege  of  a  seat  in  the  Legis- 
lature did  sot  descend  to  the  son  of  one 
of  thoM  Peers.     In  all  the  attempts 
whieli  had  been  made  to  deal  with  me 
•objeot  of  the  Sootch  sod  Irish  Peerage, 
thoQgh  there  had  been  various  differ- 
of  opinioni  there  had  never  been 


any  opposition  to  that  part  of  the  pro- 
posal which  alone  was  the  object  of  the 
present  Bill.  He  did  not  know  on  what 
grounds  it  might  be  resisted.  It  came 
urom  the  House  of  Lords  with  the  unani- 
mous approval  of  both  sides  of  that 
House,  and  had  been  sanctioned  by  the 
Eeport  of  Lord  Kosebery's  Committee 
in  1 874.  The  position  of  the  Irish  Peer 
was  this — in  Ireland,  he  could  not  sit  for 
any  constituency  in  this  House.  He 
could  not  take  part  in  a  grand  jury,  or 
share  in  the  proceedings  of  county  busi- 
ness upon  posts  such  as  commoners  were 
eligible  for.  He  could  come  to  this 
country,  and,  if  elected,  take  his  seat  for 
an  English  constituency,  but  he  could 
not  take  his  seat  in  the  House  of  Peers 
among  his  own  Order.  That  was  a  posi- 
tion which  the  Peers  did  not  think  a 
dignified  one.  Under  the  circumstances, 
he  could  not  see  the  grounds  for  resist- 
ing the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  All 
those  causes  of  objection  existing  in 
former  measures  had  been  removed,  and 
it  seemed  just  the  measure  which  would 
amend  the  provision  often  complained  of 
in  the  Act  of  Union ;  and  it  fully  met 
the  views  expressed  by  the  most  ancient 
Irish  Peers  themselves,  as  denoted  in 
the  protest  which  many  of  them  signed 
at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
Union.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man concluded  by  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (JTr.  PlunkeL) 

Captain  NOLAN  said,  he  objected 
to  the  Bill,  at  any  rate  for  the  present 
Session,  as  it  would  allow  any  hon. 
Member  to  open  up  a  discussion  involv- 
ing the  whole  incidents  of  the  Irish 
Peerage  and  the  right  of  Irish  Peers 
to  sit  upon  Grand  Juries  and  in  that 
House  as  the  Bepresentatrves  of  Irish 
constituencies. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  objected 
to  the  measure,  because  it  proposed  to 
limit  the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown.  Al- 
though Her  Majesty  had  graciously  con- 
descended to  permit  the  subject  to  be 
discussed  by  I'arliament,  he  protested 
on  Constitutional  gpK>unds  against  the 
power  of  the  Crown  to  create  dignities 
being  restricted  in  any  way.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet  was  proceeding, 
when 
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It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  | 
Six  of  the  clock  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
journed till  To-morrow, 

BEQISTRATION     OF     LEASES    (SOOTLAIO)) 

ACT  (1867)  AMENDMEirr  BELL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Montoomebib,  BiU  to 
amend  "  The  Registration  of  Leases  (Scotland) 
Act,  1857,"  oi'dered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Montoomebib,  Mr.  Mackintosh,  and  Sir  Wil- 
liam CUNINOHAMB. 

'Saipremited,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  246.] 

House  a<iyoumed  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'dock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Thwrnday,  \2thJuly,  1877. 

The  House  met ; — 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— J\V«^  Reading— 
Companies  Acts  Amendment  (No.  3)  *  (141) ; 
Legal  Practitioners*  (142);  Public  Works 
Loans  (Ireland)*  (143);  Registered  Writs 
Execution  (Scotland)  •  (144). 

Second  Reading — Local  Oovemment  Provisional 
Order  (Sewage)  •  (136) ;  General  Police  and 
Improvement  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (Qlasgow)  *  (136) ;  Colonial 
Fortifications*  (133). 

Committee — Local  Gk)V6mment  Board's  Provi- 
sional  Orders  Confirmation  (Artisans  and 
Labourers  Dwellings)  *  (139). 

Third  Beading—Hfew  Forest*  (129);  Local 
Oovemment  Board's  Provisional  Oxders  Con- 
firmation (Joint  Boards)  *  (131). 

A  EoTAL  Commission 

Rogal  ^«Mfi^— Public  Works  Loans  [40  & 
41  Viet.  c.  19];  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
[40  &  41  Viet.  c.  20] ;  Prisons  [40  &  41  Viet. 
c.  21] ;  General  I^olice  and  Improvement 
(Scotland)  Act  (1862)  Amendment  [40  & 
41  Viet,  c.  22] ;  Norfolk  and  Suffolk  Fishe- 
ries  [40  &  41  Viet,  c.  98] ;  Metropolis  Toll 
Bridges  [40  &  41  Vict.  c.  99] ;  Ci^  of  London 
Improvement  Provisional  Order  donfirmation 
(Golden  Lane,  &c)  [40  &  41  Viet.  c.  1001; 
General  Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland^ 
Provisional  Order  Confiirmation  (Dumbarton) 
[40  &  41  Vict.  c.  101] ;  Greenock  Improve- 
ment Provisional  Order  Confirmation  [40  & 
41  Vict.  c.  1021 ;  Metropolis  Improvement 
Provisional  Oraers  Confirmation  [40  & 
41  Vict.  c.  103] ;  Elementary  Education  Pro- 
visional Order  Confirmation  Jljondon)  [40  & 
41  Viet.  c.  1041 ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation  (No.  1)  •  [40  &  41  Viet,  c,  971, 

And   their   Lordships   haying    gone 
through   the  Business  on  the  Paper, 
without  debate- 
House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Five 
o'clock,  tUl  To-morrow,  hmlf- 
pcflt  Ton  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thwiday,  UthJuJy,  1877. 


MINUTES.]  — Sblbct  Comorm— 

Irish  Land  Act  (1870).     [No.  328. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee — < 

vicB   Estimatbs  —  Class   lY.— EorcATioy. 

SCIBNCB,  AND  A&T. 

Public    Bills  —  Second   Semding  — 
(Oysters,  Crabs,  and  LobstecB)  *  [217]: 
graphs  (Money)  *  [227] ;  ConsoUdfttad 
(£20,000,000)  *. 

SeUet    Committeo^Beport'-OdJiMl   Boftti*    [3fo. 
327]. 

Committee — B§port — Public   Loans   ReniaBCA* 
[226]  ;  Solicitors  Examination,  &c  *  [190]. 

IVithdraMm — Money  Laws    (Ireland) 
ment*  [198]. 


QUESTIONS. 


METROPOLIS-NEW  LODGE   IK  HYDE 
park:— QUESTION. 

Sm  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  asked  tlie 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  with  re- 
ference to  the  erection  of  a  lo^ty  lod^ 
for  the  superintendent  of  Hyde  Park  m 
one  of  the  most  beautiful  parta  of  the 
park.  Whether  the  whole  ooet  of  the 
building  has  been  paid  by  Mr.  Albert 
Grant? 

Mb.  GEBASD  NOEL,  in  re^dy,  said, 
the  whole  cost  of  the  buildizur  in  ques- 
tion was  paid  by  Mr.  Albert  Qrant 

THE   SOUTHERN    PACIFIC.— THE 
SAMOA  ISLANDS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BAXTEB  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Aff&irs,  If 
a  Petition  has  been  sent  to  Her  Maje^*i 
Gt>yemment  from  the  Samoa  Islatidii, 
praying  for  British  protectorate,  and  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Politioal  Besideiii 
in  the  Group? 

Mk.  BOuBKE:  No  such  Petitka 
has  been  reoeiTod  at  the  Foreign  OiBes. 
Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Samoa  has  r»> 
ported  by  telegraph,  that  on  aooount  of 
disturbances  and  great  risk  to  life  snd 
property  of  British  subjects,  he  woold, 
should  it  become  neceesaxy,  take  tlM 
responsibility  of  granting  British  protee- 
tion  to  Samoa  temporarily  while  awa^ioc 
orders  from  home.  It  has  been  deodsd 
to  defer  sending  instructions  on  the  mst^ 
ter  till  Despatches  hare  been  reosbsd 
from  Consul  liazdet   and  Six  Axdiar 
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Gordon.  We  are  not  at  present  aware 
of  the  reasons  which  led  the  Consul  to 
take  the  decision  which  he  has  announced. 
As  at  {iresent  advised,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  not  prepared  to  assume 
any  direct  responsibility  with  respect  to 
administration  of  affairs  in  Samoa. 


QUEEX  ANNE'S  BOUNTY  BOAED. 

QUESTION. 


BASS  asked  the  Secretanr  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  he 
<vouId  kindly  describe  to  the  House  the 
nninber  and  composition  of  the  members 
of  Queen  Anne's  jBounty  Board ;  whether 
they  number  about  six  hundred  and 
fifty,  and  that  a  large  proportion  of  them 
are  not  members  of  the  Established 
Chorcb  ;  whether  they  have  absolute 
control  oyer  large  Church  property  which 
is  designed  to  augment  the  income  of 
poor  incumbents ;  and,  whether  com- 
plaints have  been  made  to  him  of  their 
administration  of  that  property  ? 

Mb.  AS8HET0N  OkOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  thought  the  Queen  Anne's 
Bounty  Board  consisted  of  the  following 
persons : — The  Archbishops  and  Bishops, 
the  Deans  and  Chapters,  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  all  Priyy  Coun- 
cillors, all  Lords  Lieutenant  of  dounties, 
the  Judges,  the  Serjeants-at-Law,  the 
Qaeen's  Counsel,  the  Chancellors  and 
Vice  Chancellors  of  the  Uniyersities  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge,  the  Lord  Mayor 
and  Aldermen  of  London,  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  York,  the  Attorney  and  Soli- 
citor General,  and  the  Mayors  of  all 
other  towns.  Considering  how  great 
wss  the  number  of  those  constituting  the 
Board,  there  were  no  doubt  many  among 
them  who  did  not  conform  to  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Church  of  England ;  but  he 
would  refer  the  hon.  Member,  and  all 
others  who  took  an  interest  in  the  matter, 
to  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  of  this 
House  which  sat  in  1868  to  inrestigate 
the  constitution  and  functions  of  this 
Board,  and  which  made  a  Beport  to  the 
Bouse.  The  Members  of  the  Board,  no 
doubt,  had  control  over  considerable 
sums  of  public  money,  and  he  believed 
also  that  there  had  been  recent  com- 
plaints as  to  their  action. 

QIBRALTAB  —  NEW  OUSTOH  HOUSE 
BEOULATIONa— QlTESnON. 

Ma.  MAO  IVEB   asked  the  Undsr 
Ssersteiy  of  Stats  fortfasOoloniss,  Whs- 


ther  it  is  true  that  imder  the  new  regu« 
lations  which  are  proposed  with  re^r- 
ence  to  the  Custom  Hx)use  at  GKbraltar, 
steamers  calling  there  with  cargo  and 
arriving  on  a  Saturday  afternoon  will 
not  be  able  to  commence  discharging 
until  Monday  morning,  instead  of  as  at 
present  being  able  to  proceed  on  their 
voyages  in  me  course  of  a  lew  hours ; 
and,  whether  the  Oovemment  will  en- 
deavour to  modify  the  proposed  Ordi- 
nance in  such  manner  that  it  may  not 
result  in  any  such  serious  interference 
with  the  trade  of  the  port,  nor  in  in- 
creased expenses  to  steamers  making 
legitimate  use  of  Gibraltar  as  a  port  of 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  My  hon.  Friend 
apparently  refers  to  Clause  15  of  the 
Ih^  Ordinance,  which  provides  that 
''^foods  shall  not  be  landed  from  any 
ship  on  Sundays,  or  holidays,  except  by 

n'al  permission  of  the  Governor." 
,  however,  the  intention  to  grant 
such  special  permission  in  the  case  of  the 
principal  lines  of  steamers  calling  at 
Gibraltar,  so  that  no  inconvenience  of 
the  kind  alluded  to  is  likely  to  arise. 
The  general  opening,  however,  of  the 
Custom  House  on  Sunday  for  business 
which  can  be  as  well  transacted  upon 
other  days  would  manifestly  be  unde- 
sirable. 


SOUTH   AFRICA   CONFEDEBATION - 

THE  TRANSVAAL  TERRITORY. 

QT7BSTI0N. 

Mr.  a.  mills  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  as  to 
the  Supplementary  Estimate  of  £  1 00,000 
in  aid  of  Expenditure  in  the  Transvaal 
Territoiy,  Whether  any  communication 
has  reached  the  Colonial  Office  warrant- 
ing the  expectation  held  out  by  the 
Treasury  of  repayment  of  that  amount 
horn  Local  Bevenue  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  It  has  been,  as 
yet,  impossible  to  obtain  full  details  of 
the  revenue  of  the  Transvaal,  but  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  its  natural  capabi- 
lities and  climate  render  its  prospects 
extremely  promising.  The  experience, 
moreover,  of  other  Settlements — few  of 
which  are  so  favourably  circumstanced 
— fiiUv  justifies  the  confident  expecta- 
tion that  the  re-payment  of  £100,000 
will  be  easily  accomplished  in  the  course 
of  a  few  years.  If^  however,  tlds  were 
not  so,  the  expenditure  of  such  a  sum 
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would,  I  need  hardly  remind  my  hon. 
Friend,  be  a  mere  trifle,  as  compared 
with  the  cost  and  calamity  of  a  Cafire 
war.  I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  take 
this  opportunity  of  correcting  a  misap- 
prehension which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Br^ord(Mr.W.E. 
Forster)  appears  to  be  under  with  refer- 
ence to  some  observations  of  mine  in 
the  debate  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
South  Ai&ica  Bill,  and  upon  whicdi  he 
founded  a  Question  addressed  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  Tuesday 
last.  What  I  said  was,  that  subsequent 
to  a  statement  made  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  *  *  another  place ' ' 
fuller  information  had  been  received 
from  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone.  The 
despatch  to  which  I  referred  was  already 
upon  the  Table,  and  will  be  found  at 
page  152  of  the  Blue  Book,  and  is 
numbered  122.  This  despatch  was  re- 
ceived on  May  26,  while  Jjord  Carnar- 
von's statement  was  made  on  May  7. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  I  understood 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  allude  to  a  de- 
spatch received  at  a  later  date. 


THE  CIVIL  SERVICE— WRITERS  IN 
GOVERNMENT     OFFICES.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GORDON  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment is  prepared  to  concede  to  those 
writers  or  copyists  who  have  for  a  year 
or  upwards  been  continuously  employed 
in  one  Government  Department  the  same 
amount  of  leave  of  absence,  without  loss 
of  pay,  as  is  allowed  to  the  lower  division 
clerks  under  the  Playfair  scheme,  seeing 
that  in  both  cases  the  hours  of  work  are 
the  same  throu^out  the  year  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTJER,  in  reply,  said,  it  would  be  alto- 
gether impossible  to  put  the  writers  and 
copyists  on  the  same  footing  as  regards 
leave  of  absence  with  the  lower  division 
of  clerks,  who  were  now  an  established 
portion 'of  the  Civil  Service,  and  were 
on  the  same  footing  as  regards  leave  of 
absence  and  other  advantages  as  any 
other  members  of  the  Civil  Service. 
The  copyists  or  writers,  on  the  other 
hand,  were  only  eng^ed  temporarily. 

TURKEY— RELEASE  OF  BULGARIAN 
PRISONERS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BAXTER  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  it  is  true  that,  notwithstanding  the 

Mr,  J,  Lowthir 


remonstrances  of  the  Brituih 

sador,    the    amnesty  which   haa  btsa 

§  reclaimed,  and  the  promiie  of  tkt 
ultan,  the  Bulgarian  pnsoiiafs,  or  at 
all  events  the  Christian  portioii  of  tkm, 
have  not  yet  been  released  ? 

Mb.  BOURKB  :  Sir,  I  regret  to  mj 
that  the  promise  of  the  Sultan  witii  re- 
gard to  me  amnesty  of  theoe 
has  not  yet  been  carried  into  ^ect    It 
has  been  respresented  to  His  Mijeiij 
that  in  the  present  state  of  afiDEuro  it  will 
be  dangerous  to  allow  persons  who  ven 
leaders  of  the  insurrection  to  retnn  to 
their  homes ;  and  it  was  settled  that  th« 
prisoners  alluded  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  well  as  all  others,  should 
be  classified.    One  class  would  indade 
those  who  would  be  pardoned  imzoedi- 
ately ;  another  class  would  indode  those 
who  would  be  released,  but,  at  the  sane 
time,  placed  tmder  police  Biii>erriBioii ; 
a  thira  class  would  include  those  who 
woTild    be  allowed  to    return  to  thdr 
homes  at  the  end  of  the  war,  bat  wooM 
be  released  immediately ;  andthefiMuth 
would  include  those  who  had  been  s«o- 
tenced  to  death,  and  who  would  be  kefic 
in    prison  for  life.      Mr.  Layard  hod 
arrsmged  with  Mr.   Blunt,    in    oooccrt 
with  the  Porte — Mr.  Blunt  being  now 
Consul  at  Adriannople— that  he  ahoald 
arrange  the  details  of  the  release  of  then 
prisoners ;  and  he  has  reported  that  th« 
classes  and  the  names  of  all  the  pri- 
soners have  been  received  from  8o6i 
and  Philippopolis,  and  that  the  dtw- 
fication    has   been  completed';  but  th« 
prisoners  have  not  yet  been  relessad. 
About  a  fortnight  ago  my  noble  Fri«od 
the    Secretary    of    State    for    Fordga 
Affairs,  in  a  despatch  to  Mr.  Lajiri 
instructed  him  to  represent  to  the  Parte 
that  the  promise  of  the  Sultan  ou^  to 
be  immediately  carried  out.    I  may  aho 
mention  that  Mr.  Layard  has  bem  u* 
ceasing  in  his  endeavours  to  obtain  tb« 
release  of  these  prisoners,  and  his  efforts 
have    been    entirely  approved  by  H«r 
Majesty's  Government.    There  will  bt 
no  objection  whatever  to  lay  the  de« 
spatches  of  Mr.  Layard  upon  ue  sabject 
before  Parliament. 


CHRIST'S    HOSPITAL-SUICIDK    OF  A 

SCHOLAR— aussnoK- 

Mb.  Sebjsjovt  SHERLOCK  sihd 
the  Seoretaxy  of  State  ta  the  Boo:* 
Department,  Whether  his  attentioa  hsi 
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been  called  to  the  Coroner's  Inquest 
held  on  Friday  last,  on  William  Arthur 
Gibbsy  a  boy  of  twelve  years  of  age,  a 
scholar  of  Qhiist's  Hospital,  who,  ac- 
cording to  the  yerdict  of  the  Ooroner's 
Jury,  committed  suicide  while  in  a  state 
of  temporary  insanity ;  and,  whether  it 
is  proposed  to  institute  any  inyestigation 
into  the  circumstances  under  which  that 
child  was  driyen  into  a  state  of  insanity 
by  the  cruel  treatment  to  which  he  w^ 
pears  to  haye  been  subjected  ? 

Mb.   ASSHETON    CROSS:    Mr. 
Speaker,  eyeryone  must  deejay  reeret 
the  occurrence  that  took  place  at  Christ's 
Hospital,  and  no  one  more  so  than  those 
who  haye  the  management  and  care  of 
that  School.    I  must  demur  to  one  state- 
ment   in   this  Question — namely,  that 
which  implies  that  there  was  cruel  treat- 
ment, because  that  assumes  that  which 
has  not  yet  been  proved  true.    That  is 
the    material    part  of  the  case.    The 
Coroner's  Jury  were  asked  by  theCoroner 
whether  the  deceased  destroyed  himself 
from  fear  of  punishment,  or  if  they 
thought  that  ill-treatment  was  the  cause 
they  were  to  say  so ;  otherwise  they  were 
to  find  a  yerdict  of  temporary  insanity, 
and  they  found  a  yerdict  of  temporary 
insanity  generally,  and  not  either  of  the 
other  causes.     However,  the  authorities 
of  the  School  have  already  made  a  tho- 
rough investifi'ation  into  this   matter; 
and,  so  far  as  I  can  learn  from  that  in- 
vestigation, in  their  opinion  what  has 
happened  was  owing  very  much  more 
to  the  peculiar  temperament  of  the  boy 
himself  than  to  any  cruel  or  harsh  treat- 
ment to  which  he  was  subjected.    With 
that  ffood  feeling  which,  I  am  quite  sure, 
will  fuways  characterize  any  boidy  of  per- 
sons who  have  the  well-beinc;  of  a  school 
of  this  magnitude  at  heart,  the  managers 
have  placed  themselves  unreservedly  in 
the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of  State  on 
the  point  as  to  whether  any  other  in- 
quiry ouffht  to  be  instituted.    Upon  that 
matter  I  have  not  the  slightest  hesitation 
as  to  what  course  should  be  pursued.    I 
think  it  most  desirable  for  the  interests, 
not  only  of  the  public,  but  of  the  School 
itself,  that  an  investigation  should  take 
place ;  and  I  want  now  only  to  bear  my 
testimony  to  the  candid  way  in  wMch 
tiie  Oovemors  of  the  School  have  come 
forward  to  promote  any  inquiry  which 

may  be  made.         

Mb.  Sbbjxant  SHERLOCK  said,  the 
father  of  the  boy,  who  was  quite  un- 


known to  him,  had  forwarded  to  him  a 
copy  of  a  letter  from  the  master  of  the 
school  at  Hertford,  where  the  boy  was 
formerly  educated,  giving  him  the 
highest  possible  character. 


THE  SOCIETY  OP  THE  HOLY  CROSS— 
"THE  PRIEST  IN  ABSOLUTION." 

QXTESTION. 


Mb.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether, 
in  view  of  the  Resolution  come  to  on  the 
6th  instant  by  the  Upper  House  of  Con- 
vocation, in  which,   after  hearing  the 
written  declaration  of  the  general  meet- 
ing of  the  Holy  Cross  Society,  the  House 
of  Convocation  resolved  "  that  they  held 
the  Society  of  the  Holy  Cross  responsible 
for  the  preparation  and  dissemination  of 
the  book  called  '  The  Priest  in  Absolu- 
tion,'" and  that  the  Society  in  their 
declarati(m  had  neither  repudiated  nor 
effectually  withdrawn  from  circulation 
the  aforesaid  work,  and  that  the  House 
expressed,  its    strong  condemnation  of 
any  doctrine  or  practice  of  confession 
which  can  be  thought  to  render  such  a 
book  as  " '  The  Priest  in  Absolution' 
necessary  or  expedient,"  and  that  the 
Primate  in  his  opening  address  is  re- 
ported to  have  said  that  it  ''  was  a  con- 
spiracy in  our  body  against  the  doctrine, 
the  discipline,  and  practice  of  our  Be- 
formed  Church,"  the  Government  are 
prepared  to  take  such  legal  steps  as 
may  be  necessary  to  ascertain  the  names 
of  any  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land who  may  be  members  of  the  Society 
of  the  Holy  Cross,  and  to  take  farther 
steps  either  of  assisting  the  archbishops 
and  bishops,  or  otherwise,  so  as  effec- 
tually to  prevent  such  clergymen  from 
continuing  to  minister  within  the  pale  of 
the  Chuidi  against  the  doctrines,  dis- 
cipline, and  practice  of  which  they  are 
declared  by  the  Primate  to  be  in  con- 
spiracy ;  and,  whether,  in  the  event  of 
tne  Law  beine  at  present  insufficient  to 
attain  that  end,  they  will  be  prepared  to 
introduce  a  measure    calcuLsited  effec- 
tually to  put  a  stop  to  such  praotiees 

next  Session  ?  

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXOHE- 
QUEB :  Sir,  the  only  answer  that  I  am 
Mb  to  ^ve  to  the  Question  of  my  hon. 
Friend  la  that  the  Goyemment  have  re- 
ceived no  official  oommunxeation  on  this 
subject,  and  that  they  do  not  feel  them- 
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selves  to  be  in  a  position  to  initiate  any 
proceeding  with  regard  to  it. 

Mb.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN:  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that  unless  proceedings  are 
taken  by  the  constituted  authorities 
either  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
or  of  this  House,  I  shall,  at  an  early 
period  next  Session,  bring  this  matter 
before  the  House  in  the  manner  in  which 
I  shall  be  best  advised  to  do. 

ARMY— SCHOOL    OF   MILTTARY  ENGI- 
NEERING AT  CHATHAM.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SAMUELSON  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
Officers  of  Infantry  MiHtia  may  be  per- 
mitted  to  attend  the  School  of  Mihtary 
Engineering  at  Chatham,  in  a  limited 
number  at  a  time  ? 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  though  he  was  anxious  that 
all  officers  should  avail  themselves  of 
the  military  schools,  the  power  of  the 
staff  of  the  Engineering  School  at  Chat- 
ham was  already  overtaxed,  and  he 
could  not  at  present  give  pern^ssion  for 
officers  of  the  Infantry  Militia  to  study 
there. 


RUSSIA  AND   TURKEY— ALLEGED 
RUSSIAN  ATROCITIES. 

QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AflPairs, 
Whether  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  been  called  to  alleged 
atrocities  said  to  have  been  committed 
by  the  Eussian  troops  and  by  Bulgarian 
Christians  in  Asia  and  in  the  district  of 
Sistova  in  Bulgaria;  and,  whether  any 
inquiries  have  been  made  into  their 
truth  and  with  what  result  ? 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYEE :  I  have  a 
Question  upon  the  same  subject,  which 
it  would  perhaps  be  convenient  to  put 
now.  It  is  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment have  sent  any  and  what  com- 
munication to  the  British  Government 
regarding  acts  of  the  greatest  gravity 
committed  by  the  Bussian  troops  in  the 
invaded  parts  of  the  Turkish  territory, 
amounting  to  a  systemieitic  oourse  of 
massacre,  pillage,  and  incendiarism,  es- 
pecially at  Sistova,  Bataoh,  Soukoum 
Kal6,  Ardaohe,  and  elsewhere  in  Aria, 
and  the  brutality  practised  towaids  the 
Armenian    Bishop    of    Utaoh-Kalissa ; 

Ths  Chanc$Uor  of  the  Exchequer 


and,  whether  the  Government  will  lay 
Papers  upon  the  Table  of  the  Hoiise  oo 
this  subject? 

Mb.  BOUBKE  :  The  Question  of  tii* 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  is  not  oaito 
the  same  as  the  Question  of  my  noo. 
Friend,  and  I  think  I  had  better  po«l- 
pone  it  until  it  comes  on  in  its  order. 
With  regard  to  the  Question  of  my  bon. 
Friend,  I  have  to  state  that  reports  of 
atrocities  similar  to  those  mentioned  in 
the  Question  have  been  oommunkstcd 
to  Mr.  Layard  by  the  Porte,  and  have 
also  been  reported  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  by  the  Turkish  Ambssesdor 
in  London.  The  only  information  ws 
have  from  other  sources  was  in  a  priTmts 
letter  from  Soukoum  Kal^  to  the  Britisit 
Vice  Consul  at  Trebizonde,  the  sabstsaes 
of  which  was  telegraphed  here  by  Mr. 
Layard,  and  which  stated  that  HosBisiL 
atrocities  were  reported  at  Adlu,  north 
of  Soukoum  KaI6,  and  1,500  families 
were  said  to  have  died  from  starvatkm, 
being  forced  to  fly  to  the  forests  to 
escape  the  Cossacks,  who  burnt  sod 
pilliq^ed  all  before  them.  The  writes 
name  is  not  mentioned,  and  it  has  not 
been  possible  to  make  inquiries  into  the 
accuracy  of  his  statements. 

Afterwards — 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXJEB  said:  Communications  of  the 
character  mentioned  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Sir 
Geo^e  Bowyer)  have  been  received  at 
the  Foreign  Office,  and  they  will  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Papers  which  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  shortly. 

ARMY    MEDICAL    OFFICERS    RETIRE. 
MENT.— QUESTION. 

De.  WAED  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  he  will  offer  the  same 
terms  of  retirement  to  all  the  Aimy 
Medical  Officers  as  have  been  offered  to 
those  now  joining  ? 

Mb.  GATHOMrai  HAEDY,  in  reply. 
said,  he  could  not  offer  the  same  temt 
of  retirement  to  aU  the  Army  medioal 
officers  as  had  been  offered  to  those  sow 
joinine,  for  the  reason  tiiat  the  differtat 
sets  of  officers  had  entered  the  Serrioe 
on  wholly  different  conditions, 

ENDOWED    SCHOOLS— STAHFORDHAIC 
SCHOOL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.    BEAXTMONT  asked  the  Xvm 

President  of  the  Oounoil,  Whette  Ins 
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•ttentioii  has  been  oalled  to  fche  long- 
oontmaed  ineffioienoy  of  Stamfordbam 
8ehool  in  Northumberland;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Endowed  Schools  Department 
win  be  prepared  to  issae  at  an  early 
date  a  new  aoheme  for  the  management 
of  the  aaid  school,  providing  (inter  alia) 
for  the  compensation  and  compulsory  re- 
tirement of  the  present  master  thereof? 
YiaooiTirT  SANDON :  This  case  has 
engaged  the  attention  of  the  Charity 
Comniissioners  for  a  long  time.  The 
draft  of  a  new  scheme  for  the  manage- 
ment  of  the  school  has  been  prepared, 
and  is  on  the  point  of  beins^  published 
in  the  manner  required  by  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act.  It  provides,  among  other 
things,  for  the  compensation  and  com- 
polsoiy  retirement  of  the  present  master. 


na)IAN  WAR  CHARGES.— QUESTION. 

liOBD  PBEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  any  decision  has  been  yet  ar- 
rived at  with  respect  to  the  principles 
under  which  the  claims  of  the  War 
Office  iipon  the  India  Office  on  aocoimt 
of  the  Home  Charges  incurred  for  the 
Hegular  Forces  serving  in  India  during 
the  years  1870-71,  1871-2,  and  1872-3 
are  to  be  decided;  and,  whether  any 
decision  has  been  arrived  at  with  re- 
spect to  those  charges  in  future  years  ? 

Tm  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB,  in  reply,  said,  it  was  true  there 
had  been  a  difficulty  in  arriving  at  the 
sc'ttlement  of  the  claims  referred  to  by 
the  noble  Lord,  and  the  matter  had  been 
referred  to  him.  He  was  very  anxious 
to  bring  about  a  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion, which  certainly  ought  not  to  be 
left  long  outstanding. 

ARHY— REOIHENTAL  MAJORS  AND 
LIEUTENANT  COLONELS.  —  QUESTION. 

Ma.  STACPOOLE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  If  the  rule 
instituted  by  Lord  Cardwell  <'that 
Majors  as  well  as  Lieutenant  Colonels 
are  only  to  hold  that  position  in  regi- 
ments fbr  five  years"  is  to  be  acted 
upon  in  the  same  way  as  owing  to  the 
rule  not  having  been  carried  out,  great 
uncertainty  is  felt  by  the  junior  raiuu  ? 

Mm.  OATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Rule  would,  when  finally 
settled,  be  laid  down  in  the  new  Warrant 
upaa  Promotion  and  Retirement. 


PRANCE— PASSPORTS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  REPTON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  AfiPairs,  If 
any  alteration  has  been  made  by  the 
French  Government  in  the  rule  which 
compels  a  British  subject  to  show  a 
passport  on  entering  France  from  Italy  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE:  The  Foreign  Office 
are  not  in  possession  of  any  information 
showing  tnat  any  alteration  has  been 
made  by  the  French  Government  in  the 
matter  of  passports  as  concerns  British 
subjects.  The  production  of  passports 
by  British  subjects  entering  France  is 
not  required  by  the  French  Government, 
and  the  Foreign  Office  have  no  official 
knowledge  that  they  are  required  from 
such  British  subjects  entering  France 
from  Italy. 

NAVY— RETIRED  NAVAL  OFFICERS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  retired 
Naval  officers  will,  when  called  into 
active  service,  receive  retired  pay  in 
addition  to  full  nay ;  and,  if  not,  what 
course  will  be  taken  in  respect  to  officers 
who  have  commuted  their  retired  pay ; 
whether,  in  case  of  such  retired  officers 
being  promoted,  their  promotion  will  be 
to  the  active  or  retired  lists ;  whether, 
in  the  event  of  promotion  being  con- 
ferred on  a  retired  officer  for  subsequent 
active  service,  he  will,  on  his  services 
being  dispensed  with,  be  entitled  to  the 
retired  pay  of  the  superior  rank ;  whe- 
ther subsequent  active  service  will  be 
allowed  for  increase  of  retired  pay,  the 
regulation  of  1870  notwithstanding; 
and,  whether  the  Admiralty  will,  at  an 
early  period,  issue  instructions  on  these 
and  other  points  connected  with  the  em- 
ployment of  retired  officers  in  the  active 
service  of  the  Fleet  ? 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON,  in  replv,  said, 
that  retired  naval  officers  could  only 
be  called  into  active  service  in  accord- 
ance with  an  Order  in  Council.  If  it 
should  be  necessary  to  issue  such  an 
Order  in  Coimcil  its  terms  would  settle 
the  various  points  which  might  be 
raised  in  relation  to  pay  and  promotion. 
He  understood  that  the  terms  of  the 
Order  had  not  been  settled;  and,  of 
course,  if  it  should  be  necessary  to  issue 
it,  it  would  require  very  careful  con- 
sideration* 
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negotiate  the  sale,  which  he  p»>oeeded 
to  do,  offermg  the  land  at  the  rate  of 
£200  per  acre.  The  next  letter  was  ad- 
dressed to  Mr.  Lambert,  Friyate  Secre- 
tary to  the  Oivil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
and  was  dated  the  31st  of  May,  1877. 
It  was  as  follows : — 


CRIMINAL  LAW—CONYEYANCB  OP 
PRI80NBES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  PAGET  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther the  expenses  incurred  in  conveyance 
to  gaol  (to  and  fro)  of  prisoners  re- 
manded or  of  prisoners  summarily  con- 
victed will  in  mture  be  a  charge  on  the 
County  Kate,  or  whether  such  expenses 
will  be  repaid  by  the  Treasury  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  the  expenses  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  would  in  future  be  borne  as 
hitherto  as  police  expenses  by  the 
county.  The  expense  of  conveyance  of 
prisoners  committed  for  trial  to  the 
assizes  or  quarter  sessions  from  the 
gaol  and  from  the  place  where  they 
might  be  convicted  to  the  gaol  again 
would  be  borne  by  the  Government. 

NAVY— THE  NEW  NAVAL  COLLEGE- 
DARTMOUTH.— aUESTION. 

SiE  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  If  he 
will  produce  the  text  of  the  option  given 
to  the  Admiralty  till  the  end  of  the 
Session  for  the  purchase  of  the  Mount 
Boon  site,  alluded  to  in  the  answer 
given  by  him  on  the  10th  instant? 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGEETON,  in  reply,  said, 
that,  as  he  had  already  stated,  me  option 
was  mven  to  the  Admiralty  verbally  by 
Mr.  Edmimd  Augustus  Smith,  the  re- 
ceiver of  the  estate,  and  was  afterwards 
confirmed  by  letters,  which  he  would 
read  to  the  House. 

Sm  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF :  Is 
the  hon.  Gentleman  prepared  to  lay 
them  upon  the  Table? 

Mb.  A.  F.  EGEETON:  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary  to  lay  them  upon 
the  Table. 

Sm  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF : 
Then,  I  object  to  their  being  read  un- 
less they  are  to  be  laid  upon  Sie  Table. 

Mr.  a.  F.  EGEETON  explained  that 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  lay  the 
letters  upon  the  Table  if  they  were 
moved  for,  but  he  did  not  think  the 
House  would  deem  it  necessary.  The 
first  letter,  which  was  signed  ''E.  J. 
Smith,"  and  dated  March  19,  1875, 
stated  that  the  purchase  of  a  portion  of 
the  estate  of  Mount  Boon  for  the  erec- 
tion of  a  Naval  OoUege  had  been  before 
the  Master  of  the  Eolls  on  the  previous 
day,  and  the  writer  was  authorized  to 


'*  As  tlie  Dartmouth  site  was,  so  it  is,  and  bo 
it  will  be.  The  Master  of  the  Rolls  gave  his 
saaotioii  to  the  negotiations,  and  so  it  remains." 

THE  COLORADO  BEETLE.— QUESTION. 

Captain  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary  for  Ireland,  If  the  Irish  Execu- 
tive are  at  present  possessed  of  the  legal 
powers  requisite  to  give  effect  to  any 
course  which  may  he  considered  ad- 
visable for  stamping  out  the  Colorado 
beetle,  should  it  appear  in  Ireland;  and, 
if  not,  does  he  intend  to  bring  in  any 
Bill  or  take  a  Vote  in  Supply  this  Ses- 
sion to  further  this  object  ? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH : 
If  any  expenditure  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  should  be  rendered  neces- 
sary by  the  appearance  of  the  Colorado 
beetle  in  Ireland,  I  have  no  doubt  that 
Parliament  would  readily  vote  it;  bat 
there  appears  no  reason  for  taking  a 
Vote  in  Supply  this  Session  for  the  pur- 
pose, nor  do  I  think  that  further  legal 
powers  are  required.  I  may  state  that 
the  story  which  has  appeared  in  &e 
public  journals,  that  this  beetle  has  been 
found  on  the  quays  in  Dublin,  is  not 
true.  The  insect  which  was  found  has 
been  seen  by  Professor  Ferguson  and 
other  gentlemen,  and  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  not  a  true  beetle,  and  is  more 
than  double  the  size  of  the  Colorado 
beetle,  which  it  in  no  way  resembles. 

PERU— THE   PERUVIAN    IRON-CLAD 
"  HUASCAR."— QUESTION. 

CAPTAm  PIM  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  Admiralty 
have  received  any  reports  or  accounts 
from  Admiral  de  Horsey  in  respect  to 
the  encounter  between  Her  liajesfy's 
ships  *'Shah"  and  "Amethyst"^'  and 
the  Peruvian  Ironclad  ''Huascar;"  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  has  any  objection  to 
lay  such  reports  or  accounts  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  a.  F.  EaERTON,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Reports  from  Admiral  de  Horsey 
relating  to  this  subject  had  been  received 
at  the  Admiralty,  either  last  night  or 
this  morning.    They  were  veiy  volomi* 
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nous;  and  nntil  thoy  had  been  oon- 
ndered  it  would  be  premature  to  Bay 
whether  they  oould  oe  laid  on  the 
Table. 

NAVY— H.M.8.  "INFLEXIBLE." 

QUESTION. 

Captaut  PIM  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  will  add  to 
the  Eetum,  Navy  (H.M.8.  * 'Inflexible"), 
No.  295,  1877,  the  curve  of  stability, 
with  the  Report,  dated  23rd  August 
1870,  of  H.M.S.  "  Captain,"  with  the 
curves  e,  f,  and g  of  H.M.S.  "Inflexible " 
set  out  thereon  to  the  same  scales ;  also 
the  Letter  of  the  late  Chief  Constructor, 
dated  2drd  August,  published  in  the 
"  Times,"  24th  August  1870,  and  the 
submission  of  the  late  Controller,  dated 
24th  August  1870,  respecting  the  sta- 
biUhr  of  H.M.8.  "  Captain  ?  " 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON,  in  reply,  said, 
that  as  the  question  raised  widi  regard 
to  the  Inflexiols  was  about  to  be  referred 
to  an  Admiralty  Committee,  he  did  not 
propose  to  lay  any  further  Papers  re- 
lating to  the  snip  on  the  Table.  More- 
over, he  thought  it  undesirable  to  add 
to  the  Papers  which  had  been  presented 
on  the  subject  of  the  Inflexible  any  Papers 
relating  to  the  Captain, 

UNITED  STATES— THE  PHILADELPHU 
EXHIBITION— THE  REPOBT. 

QUESTION. 

8iE  HENEY  HAVELOCK  (for  Mr. 
Palheb)  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council,  When  the  Eeport  of  the  Phila- 
delphia Eshibition  will  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  ? 

Viscount  8AND0N  :  Originally  a 
limited  number  only  of  the  Beport  was 
printed,  and  was  only  supplied  to  hon. 
Members  who  asked  for  it ;  but  I  heard 
so  much  interest  expressed  on  the  sub- 
ject that  some  time  back  I  desired  that 
a  copy  should  be  sent  to  eveiy  Member, 
and  I  am  informed  that  we  may  expect 
them  to  be  delivered  within  a  week. 

• 

THE  BUEIAUS  QUESTION. 
NOTICE  OF  MOTION  WITHDRAWN. 

Mb.  HUSSET  VIVIAN  asked  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Denbigh- 
shire, Whether  he  intends  to  proceed 
with  his  Motion  on  the  Burials  Ques- 
tion on  Tuesday  or  during  the  present 
Besaion? 


Mb.  OSBOENE  MOBGAN,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  been  most  anxious  to  bring 
on  the  Motion,  particularly  now  that  so 
much  additional  light  had  been  thrown 
on  the  subject  by  the  Betums  moved  for 
two  years  ago,  but  only  just  presented, 
rela<uig  to  burial  places.  But.  the  com- 
petition for  places  on  Tuesdays  and  Fri- 
days had  been  so  keen  that  uie  first  day 
he  oould  obtain  was  Tuesday  next,  and 
then  six  hon.  Members  had  precedence. 
He  had  hoped,  thanks  to  the  kindness 
of  some  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  pre- 
cedence of  him,  that  he  should  be  able 
to  bring  the  subject  before  the  House 
on  Tu^ay  next,  but  in  that  hope  he 
was  disappointed.  He  was,  therefore, 
compelled  to  withdraw  his  Motion  simply 
because  there  was  not  the  slightest 
chance  of  bringing  it  on.  But  he  begged 
to  give  Notice  that  he  would  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  next  Session  of 
bringing  tne  whole  subject  before  the 
House. 


SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  RICHAED  SMYTH  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  will 
state  to  the  House  what  fiirther  steps 
Her  Majesty's  Government  propose  to 
take  with  a  view  to  the  early  settlement 
of  the  question  of  Sunday  Closing  in 
Ireland? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  Sir,  I  should  be  very  happy  to 
state  anything  that  I  was  able  to  do, 
but  I  am  not  able  to  say  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's (Jovemment  can  see  their  way  to 
make  any  further  proposal.  If,  consist- 
ently with  attention  to  other  Business, 
they  are  able  to  get  the  Bill  discussed, 
and  if  it  should  come  on  for  ftirther  dis- 
cussion, they  wiU,  of  course,  be  ready  to 
take  part  in  it.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  has  given 
Notice  of  the  Amendments  which  he 
will  propose  in  Committee.  Beyond 
that  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything 
more  to  be  said  at  present. 

Mb.  SUUJVAN  said,  he  wished  to 
make  some  observations  with  reference 
to  the  Answer  which  had  been  given  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry,  and  he 
would  conclude  with  a  Motion.  He 
wished  to  complain  of  the  action  of  the 
(Government   upon   the   Irish   Sunday 
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Gloeing  Bill,  and  to  put  it  very  strongly 
to  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  how 
far  he  would  consider  it  fair  to  throw 
upon  the  hon.  Member  the  responsibilibr 
of  further  conductingthe  measure  througn 
the  House.  The  OoYomment  had  taken 
away  from  the  supporters  of  the  measure 
the  position  which  they  were  in  in  April 
last  of  pushing  the  Bill  through  the 
House.  The  Govemment  having  on 
the  12th  of  February,  by  sending  the 
Bill  before  a  Select  Committee,  assumed 
the  responsibility  of  its  further  conduct, 
they  had  no  right  now  to  throw  back  at 
the  end  of  the  Session  that  responsibility 
on  his  hon.  Friend,  or  to  extricate  them- 
selves from  that  responsibility.  He  felt 
justified  in  complaining  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  sent  the  Bill  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee at  a  time  when  it  was  perfectly 
well  known  that,  unless  the  Govemment 
took  upon  themselves  the  responsibility 
of  the  Bill,  it  must  be  defeated.  He 
would  prefer  to  assume  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  acted  in  good  faith  on 
thatoccasion;  but,  were  he  not  prevented 
by  the  Forms  of  the  House  from  refer- 
ring to  anything  which  passed  in  a  de- 
bate during  the  present  Session,  he 
might  cite  the  words  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  show — and  he  virtually  gave  the 
supporters  of  the  Bill  a  solemn  pledge — 
that  if  they  took  that  course  tne  pros- 
pects of  the  Bill  would  not  suffer  in 
regard  to  its  passage  through  the  House. 
He  (the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland) 
desired  to  obtain  information  frt)m  public 
officials  in  certain  towns  as  to  the  prac- 
ticability of  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  If  he  had  no  intention  of 
changing  his  own  mind  upon  the  Iteport 
of  the  evidence  of  tiie  Committee,  he 
had  no  need  to  take  from  February  until 
May  for  such  a  purpose ;  but  when  the 
Chief  Secretary  found  that  the  Commit- 
tee reported  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  then 
he  took  up  the  position  he  had  assumed 
before  the  Committee  was  appointed  at 
all,  and  showed  that,  as  an  official,  he 
did  not  care  a  jot  for  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee,  and  that  they  had  just  lost  so 
many  months  upstairs.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
Sullivan)  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  having  regard  to  the  deci- 
sion of  that  House,  and  to  the  large 
majorities  by  which  the  Bill  was  carried 
— having  regard  to  the  fact  that  he  had 
virtually,  according  to  all  Parliamentary 
procedure,  taken  the  Bill  out  of  the 
bands  of  its  promoters,  he  asked,  in  the 
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fiace  of  tiie  House,  how  he  oonld  tkmt 
this  Bill  on  his  hon.  Friend  theMMib« 
for  Londonderry,  and  allow  it  to  bt 
strangled  by  a  party  so  small— he  did 
not  mean  with  reference  to  the  maasoxv 
of  their  laneuag^ — so  small  numericaOj, 
he  repeated,  as  to  be  almost  lost  sight  of 
in  the  general  concurrence  of  opinkn 
on  this  Bill.  The  Govemment  either 
meant  this  Bill  well  or  they  did  not  If 
the  Govemment  wished  to  settle  thb 
question,  which  had  become  a  aovtree  id 
erievous  agitation  in  Ireland,  they  ocmU 
do  so.  K  they  did  not,  let  them  deekr« 
that  they  have  been  oveipowered  bj 
their  18  Friends  among  the  Irish  Mea- 
bers.  Then  he  could  understand  their 
position.  If  those  13  Members  had  de- 
feated Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  it  wi« 
not  for  him  to  quarrel  with  that  He 
should  not  object  to  hon.  Members  tak- 
ing any  course  they  deemed  best  in  the 
interests  of  their  country.  He  had  hit 
own  strong  opinion  upon  many  qvee- 
tions,  and  he  should  be  the  list  Id 
quarrel  because  hon.  Members  difbred 
nom  him.  What  he  did  say  wa*— Lat 
the  Govemment  tell  them  fr^uikly  that 
they  had  been  conquered,  or  Irt 
them  say  that  secretly  they  f^t  that  IS 
Members  had  been  doing  their  wosL 
He  felled  the  Treasury  ^nch  rejoiced 
and  were  glad  that  they  had  these  18 
Members  to  save  them  from  the  odiooi 
work  of  strangling  the  Bill,  and  thit 
the  13  had  been  playing  the  game  of  the 
Government  by  reecuinp^  them  frooi  t 
most  embarrassing  position,  havin|^meB 
sitting  behind  them  whose  oonsaeDcei 
revolted  from,  pursuing  such  a  ooone. 
As  far  as  the  fortunes  of  the  meseait 
wereconcemed — he  would  not  then  tooeii 
its  merits — it  was  the  case  of  the  Sbjl- 
line  leaves.  Last  year  the  Government 
offered  to  accept  the  Bill,  omitting  fits 
its  operation  aU  towns  whose  popoUtios 
exceeded  10,000 ;  but  an  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Callan)  talked  out  the  meassn. 
and  it  was  defeated.  This  year  lb 
Govemment  only  proposed  to  exeo^ 
five  large  cities,  but  the  Committee 
overruled  that  point.  Next  year  pobb 
opinion  would  demand  that  a  mwk 
smaller  concession  in  the  shape  of  ex- 
emption should  be  made  to  the  expo- 
nents of  the  Bill ;  so  that  the  Irish  war 
nority  below  the  Gangway  wooU  taA 
that  by  the  taUdng-out  proeeti  the^bsd 
gained  nothing  but  a  little  time.  Bst 
we  Govemment  had  much  to  gain  <v 
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loM  M  regarded  their  oharaoter  before 
the  ooant^.  This  was  no  Party  ques- 
tion or  politioal  issue.  A  great  moral 
iasae  was  involved.  He  asked,  had  ^e 
Ooremment  acted  frankly,  honourably, 
and  in  good  faith  in  sending  the  Bill 
upstairs  so  early  as  the  month  of  Febru- 
ary to  waste  the  best  part  of  the  Session, 
and  then  at  the  end  of  the  year  saying 
to  hia  hon.  Friend  that  he  must  take  the 
ekanoes  of  a  struggle  with  other  Busi- 
ness to  pursue  the  conduct  of  the  Bill  ? 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving 
the  a4Joumment  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
••That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Jfr.  SuUkan,) 

Tm  OHANOELLOR  op  the  EXOHE- 
QTTER :  I  hope  I  shall  not  be  trans- 
grosaing  tiie  Bules  or  going  against  the 
feeling  of  the  House  if  I  point  out  that 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment  at  this 
moment,  and  for  such  a  purpose  as  that 
intended  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Oen- 
tleman  who  moved  it^  is  highly  incon- 
Tenient.  It  is  a  practice  whidi  the 
House  should  be  ratner  jealous  of  sanc- 
tioning, except  in  cases  of  necessity. 
Wilh  rsgard  to  the  complaint  involved 
in  the  Question  put  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  I  cannot  at  all  admit 
that  there  is  any  real  justification  for 
the  charge  which  he  has  openly  brought, 
and  for  tne  charge  which — if  I  may  use 
the  word  inoffensively — he  insinuated 
againstus.  He,  in  the  first  place,  charged 
UB  with  having  wasted  a  great  deaf  of 
time  which  should  have  been,  and  might 
have  been,  made  use  of  by  the  promo- 
ters of  the  Bill  in  carrying  forward  ^e 
measure ;  and  he  put  a  question  to  us  in 
a  manner  which  justifies  me  in  saying 
that  it  amounts  to  an  insinuation  that 
we  may  have  been  in  some  sort  of  com- 
plioity  or  private  arrangement  with  the 
Oentfemen  who  oppose  this  Bill.  [Mr. 
BtixrvAK  dissented.]  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  disavows  any  such  in- 
tention. I  am  glad  that  he  has  done  so. 
I  do  not  think  it  would  have  been  con- 
sistent with  his  character  to  make  anv 
SQoh  charge;  but  the  language  which 
he  used  impresses  one  with  the  idea  that 
he  wishes  to  know  whether  or  not  we 
were  in  some  sort  of  private  collusion 
with  the  opponents  of  the  Bill,  which  is 
hardly  a  charge  that  ought  to  be  brought 
against    Her    M^esty's    Oovemment 

YOL.O0ZZXy..    [thibi)  sbbhs.] 


With  regard  to  this  Bill,  I  must  entirely 
deny  the  position  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  endeavours  to  take  up. 
It, is  perfectly  true,  as  he  has  said,  that 
the  Bill  was  introduced  early  in  the  Ses- 
sion; and  he  went  on  to  observe  that 
the  Oovemment  virtually  took  it  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  promoters  when  they 
sent  it  to  a  Select  Committee,  the  conse- 
quence of  which  was  that  a  g^reat  deal 
of  valuable  time  had  been  lost,  while  if 
the  Bill  had  been  left  in  the  hands  of 
the  promoters  it  would  duiing  that  time 
have  made  considerable  progress.  He 
alleges,  therefore,  that  the  Oovemment 
had  assumed  some  sort  of  responsibility 
with  respect  to  the  Bill  whien  justified 
him  in  calling  on  them  to  take  it  up  as 
a  Government  measure.  Now,  that  is 
not,  as  I  understand  the  matter,  what 
took  place.  When  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  was  proposed,  the  Oovem- 
ment did  all  it  could  to  afford  a  fair 
chance  of  full  and  free  discussion.  The 
promoters  themselves  could  only  have 
brought  on  the  Bill  in  the  first  instance 
on  a  Wednesday.  Had  it  been  met  then 
with  the  sort  of  opposition  it  has  more 
recently  encountered,  it  was  highly  im- 
probable that  they  could  have  carried 
the  second  reading  against  that  opposi- 
tion. And,  moreover,  the  course  the 
Oovemment  would  have  taken  in  the 
matter  would  have  been  a  different 
course  from  that  which  they  took,  unless 
the  Bill  had  been  sent  up  to  a  Select 
Committee.  If  the  question  remained 
as  it  stood  on  the  second  reading,  and 
no  Select  Committee  had  been  pro- 
posed, the  Oovemment  would  have  felt 
themselves  bound  to  have  obtained  a 
much  larger  discussion  than  that  which 
took  place  both  then  and  possibly  at 
future  stages  of  the  Bill.  What  was 
done  was  this : — The  Bill,  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Oovemment,  was  read  a 
second  time,  and  advantage  was  given 
to  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  by  getting 
it  through  that  important  stage.  It  was 
then  sent  to  a  Select  Committee.  There- 
fore the  proceedings  of  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  Oovemment  were  open  and 
bond  fid0y  and  were  not  calculated  to 
delay  the  Bill.  They  endeavoured  in 
the  course  of  the  Inquiry  to  elicit  such 
opinions  as  would  g^ide  themselves  and 
others ;  and  if  a  long  time  was  spent  in 
discussion  before  Committee,  perhaps 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  may  be 
himself  held  responsible  for  it,  for  he 

2  Q 
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put  a  g^eat  many  questions  to  the  wit- 
nesses who  were  examined,  which  he 
was  perfectly  right  and  justified  in  doing, 
considering  the  great  importance  of  the 
question.  But  if  these  questions  were 
necessary,  it  showed  that  there  was  in 
no  degree  any  needless  waste  of  time, 
or  anything  but  fair  and  bond  Ms  dis- 
cussion. Assuming  that  all  these  in- 
quiries were  necessary,  what  happened 
then  ?  The  Bill  came  down  here,  and 
without  some  kind  of  assistemce  from  the 
Government  it  could  hardly  have  been 
brought  on  with  any  hope  of  being 
passed  this  Session.  The  Government 
being  appealed  to,  said  they  would  be 
ready  to  do  what  they  reasonably  could 
to  bring  on  the  BiU  for  discussion.  In 
concert  with  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson), 
one  day  was  given  for  the  discussion, 
and,  afterwards,  by  an  arrangement  of 
the  Government  Business,  another  day 
was  given  for  the  same  purpose.  It  is 
true  both  days  were  Morning  Sittings ; 
but  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  could  only 
have  commanded  Wednesdays,  and  if  it 
had  been  intended  to  meet  the  Bill  with 
very  long  discussions  they  would  have 
been  in  no  better  position  than  they  now 
stand.  As  it  is,  they  have  secured  a  fair 
discussion.  There  has  been  a  full  in- 
quiry; the  whole  case  has  been  very 
elaborately  laid  before  the  House,  and 
the  Government  are  prepared,  when  the 
discussion  of  the  Bill  is  renewed,  to 

Sroceed  on  the  same  lines  as  I  have  in- 
icated  just  now — namely,  to  support 
the  Amendments  of  which  Notice  has 
been  given.  Our  conduct  has  been  per- 
fectly straightforward,  and  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  ground  for  complaint 
against  us.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber says  there  are  only  13  Irish  Members 
opposed  tp  the  Bill.  I  do  not  know  how 
that  may  be.  The  Bill  has  been  dis- 
cussed at  two  Morning  Sittings.  On  the 
first  occasion  12  Members  spoke,  all  of 
whom  were  Irish  except  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Boebuck),  three  speaking  for  and  nine 
against  the  Bill ;  and  on  the  second  oc- 
casion 1 1  Irish  Members  spoke,  five  for 
the  Bill  and  six  against  it.  I  do  not 
doubt  that  a  large  majority  of  the  Irish 
Members  support  the  Bill;  but  measures 
of  this  sort  are  fair  subjects  for  discus- 
sion, and  we  could  hardly  venture  to  ^et 
up  aad  say  that  hon.  Members  who  idt 
strongly  on  the  subject  had  not  a  right 

Ths  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


to  do  what  they  had  done  in  OppcMitkiii 
to  tiie  measure.  I  should  myaeu  prefer 
that  we  bad  less  of  those  long  spocrkoi 
and  less  of  discussion  that  preveote  daci- 
sions ;  but,  under  the  dronmBtapfw,  I 
do  not  know  that  there  is  any  emcul 
reason  for  complaint  against  the  Jfem* 
bers  who  have  taken  the  part  they  kar* 
done.  I  will  not  accept  any  anch  re- 
sponsibility as  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Member  would  throw  upon  os,  and  I  do 
not  think  we  are  liable  to  any  oan«ir» 
for  the  course  we  have  taken. 

Mb.  MELDON  quite  agreed  that  it 
was  a  most  exceptional  course  to  more 
the    adjournment  of  the  Hoose.      He 
thought  he  could  satisfy  the  Hooae  as 
to  the    causes  which  had    led  to    tlie 
"dead-lock"  at  which  they  had   now 
arrived.     He  thought  the  GoTemment 
had  fallen  into  error  in  not  taking  op 
the  BiU.  It  was  a  measure  called  £ov  ot 
the  almost  unanimous  voice  of  Irelana. 
['*  No,  no !  "]    Well,  that  was  a  qoea- 
tion  which  he  was  not  now  disposed  to 
discuss.  The  question  was  one  on  whick 
they  had  13  Irish  Members  voting  one 
way  and  the  entire  of  the  other  Irish 
Members  present  voting  the  other.  Thej 
had  the  entire  Irish  Press  in  favoar  at 
the  Bill.    He  held  that  the  Bill  was  re- 
quired by  the  almost  unanimous  roioe 
of  Ireland.    He  thought  that  the  charge 
against  the  Government  of  having  giTea, 
while  they  professed  a  support,  oalj  a 
half-hearted  support  to  the  BiU  was 
true.  The  Gbvemment  had  left  the  quee- 
tion  in  the  hands  of  a  private  Memoer ; 
and  were  it  not  for  the  opposition  of  Um 
Government  the  measure  would  have 
been  carried  last  Session.      This  year 
they  referred  it  to  a  Select  Committee  ca 
one  point  only,  the  exemption  of  five 
large  towns ;  and,  that  having  been  de- 
cided againt  the  Chief  Secretaiy  by  the 
Select  Committee,  he  had  now  girsa 
Notice  of  Amendments,  the  objeot  c£ 
which  was  to  reverse  the  decision  of  the 
Select  Committee.     He  (Mr.  Meldoa) 
held  that  the  supporters  of  the  BiU  had 
a  right  to  complain  of  the  oondod  of 
the  Government  in  not  faciUtatisg  the 
progress  of  the  BiU.    The  supporters  of 
the  BiU  asked  for  a  day  for  the  discos- 
sion  of  it ;  but  the  Government,  inityed 
of  ^ving  them   an    ordinary  £T«aing 
Sittmg,  chose  a  day  Sitting,  whsn  thsy 
knew  that  the  BiU  could  be  talked  ewt. 
On  those  grounds  he  maintained  that 
the  Government  was  responaihle,  and  in 
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a  mMn  on  wliidh  there  waa  raoh  strong 
fcelimg  the  GoTomment  were  to  blame, 
and  thc^  ihoald  have  giyen  the  adyo- 
eates  oi  the  measure  precedence  over 
aU  other  Members.  [«0h,  ohl'H  He 
said  yes,  for  the  measare  was  or  more 
importance  than  any  they  woold  carry 
this  Session. 

The  Kabqttbss  op  HAETINGTON  : 
I  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ohancellor  of  3ie  Exchequer  that 
it  is  not  convenient  that  opportunities  of 
this  kind  should  be  taken  or  made  for 
diseosaing  questions  of  this  nature,  es- 
pecially as  the  time  is  not  far  distant 
when  a  more  legitimate  opportunity  will 
arise  for  discussing  the  conduct  of  the 
Ooremment  in  re^tfd  to  the  legidation 
of  the  whole  Session.    I  agree  with  the 
Oianoellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
Ooremment  are  not  open  to  the  impu- 
tations that  have  been  cast  on  them  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 
(Mr.  Sullivan).    I  do  not  think  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  can  justly  accuse 
them  of  havinff  been  the  sole  cause  of 
the  failure  of  mis  Bill.    Every  Member 
must  be  perfectly  aware  that  a  Bill  pro- 
moted by  a  private  Member,  if  it  meets 
with  any  opposition   at  all,  has  very 
little  duuioe  of  success.    Every  Member 
must  be  aware  that  a  Bill  opposed  in 
the  manner  in  which  this  Bill  nas  been, 
slthough  by  a  very  small  minority,  has 
absolutely  no  chance  of  success ;  and  it 
is  not  just,  therefore,  to  say  ^at  the 
Government  have  interferea  with  the 
snoeess  of  the  Bill.    But  I  hoped  the 
Chancellor   of    the   Exchequer    would 
hsve  informed  the  House  that  the  Go- 
vernment, if  they  did  not  take  up  the 
measure  this  Session,  would  be  prepared 
to  deal  with  the  subject  next  year.    The 
position  which  they  occupy  with  reeard 
to  this  measure  is  extremely  anomalous. 
Ihsy  did  not  g^ve  to  the  Bill  the  support 
they  would  give  by  making  it  a  Govern- 
ment measure.  At  the  same  time,  they  did 
&otom>oee  the  Bill.  They  had  voted  for  the 
•eoond  reading,  and  they  had  g^ven  a 
sort  of  qualified  support  to  the  Bill  by 
deroting  some  portion  of  the  Govem- 
nent  time  to  it ;  and  if  this  sort  of  thing 
is  to  be  continued  next  Session  exactly 
the  same  result  would  fbUow.    The  time 
of  the  House  would  be  wasted,   and 
^rsal  discontent  would  ensue,  by  allow- 
ng  an  important  subieot,  in  which  the 
people  of  Irdand  feel  so  deep  an  in- 
terMt,  to  be  treated  in  that  manner. 


If  the  Government  do  not  give  a  more 
hearty  support  to  the  Bill  than  they 
have  already  given  it,  they  must  be 
perfectly  aware  that  they  are  inviting 
that  kind  of  opposition  wluch  would  pre- 
vent the  passing  of  the  measure.  At 
the  same  time,  they  do  not  appear  to 
have  the  courage  to  say  that  the  Bill  is 
one  of  which  they  disapprove,  and  which 
ought  not  be  passed,  and  they  leave  it 
an  open  question  and  in  a  most  unsatis- 
factory position.  I  hope  that  before  the 
end  of  the  Session  the  Government  will 
be  prepared  to  say  that  next  Session 
either  they  will  gfive  the  Bill  hearty 
official  support,  or  that  they  will  be 
prepared  to  de^  with  the  matter  them- 
selves 

Me.'  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  said, 
he  rose  to  say  he  thought  it  would  be 
extremely  unwise  for  Government  to 
give  any  pledge  with  regard  to  another 
Session ;  for  this  he  could  say  of  his  own 
knowledge — that  a  very  extraordinary 
change  of  opinion  had  taken  place  not 
only  in  that  House,  among  Irish  Mem- 
bers, but  in  the  country  itself;  and  that 
many  of  those  Irish  Members  who  voted 
for  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  this 
Session  would  be  found,  if  a  similar  vote 
were  brought  forward  again,  to  vote 
against  it.  He  was  perfectly  disinte- 
rested in  that  question.  Indeed,  if  he 
had  had  a  strong  feeling  on  the  subject 
at  aU,  it  would  be  that  his  constituents, 
as  a  whole,  were  in  favour  of  the  Bill ; 
but  after  hearing  the  evidence  that  was 
given  before  the  Select  Ck>mmittee,  he 
declared  that  he  was  prepared  to  vote, 
even  in  defiance  of  his  constituents, 
against  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  He  was 
sure  that  if  the  feeling  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  could  be  ascertained  it  would  be 
found  to  be  not  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 
He  believed  that  in  Ireland  the  general 
desire  would  be  for  a  shortening  of  the 
hours  on  Sunday,  and  also  on  Saturday, 
and  that  the  houses  should  not  be  bound 
to  close  entirely.  He  believed  that  in 
the  next  Session  of  Parliament  it  would 
be  seen  that  scarcely  a  single  parish  in 
Ireland  would  send  up  a  Petition  in 
favour  of  entire  closing  on  Sundays. 
Having  said  that,  he  wished  to  relieve 
himself  from  the  imputation  of  any  in- 
consistency in  his  action  in  reference  to 
this  matter  He  was  totally  opposed  to 
entire  Sunday  closing,  and  his  conduct  in 
reference  to  Uie  Bill  had  been  in  perfect 
consistence  with  his  holding  that  opinion. 
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Sm  WILPEID  L^WSON  observed 
that  actions  spoke  louder  than  words, 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Downing)  believed  that  Irish  opinion 
was  such  as  he  had  represented  it  to  be, 
he  wished  to  know — he  wanted  to  know 
— how  it  was  that  he  did  not  allow  the 
House  to  go  to  a  division  when  the  Bill 
was  last  under  consideration  ?  The  op- 
ponents of  the  Bill  were  repeatedly  chal- 
lenged to  go  to  a  division,  but  they 
preferred  talking  the  Bill  out.  Perhaps 
he  might  here  be  allowed  to  say  a  word 
or  two  on  the  Question  of  Adjournment. 
[*'  Oh ! "]  He  knew  it  was  not  a  po- 
pular Question ;  and  he  was  glad,  indeed, 
to  hear  the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  say  just  now  that  he 
intended  endeavouring  to  obtain  a  day 
on  which  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
during  the  present  Session  might  be 
taken  into  consideration.  When  that 
day  came  the  course  they  had  pursued 
on  this  Bill  would  hold  a  very  prominent 
place  in  the  discussion.  He  did  not 
know  that  the  noble  Marquess  would  be 
able  to  get  a  day,  but  he  hoped  they 
would  be  able  to  have  that  discussion. 
He  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  had  some- 
thing to  do  with  the  Bill  in  discussions 
upon  it  in  its  earlier  stages ;  and  he  was 
partly  concerned,  also,  in  bringing  the 
House  into  its  present  position  m  refer- 
ence to  it.  The  House  would  remember 
that  when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer made  a  proposition  to  the  House 
on  the  subject,  it  was  that  he  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Lawson)  should  give  up  the  day 
which  by  the  chances  of  the  ballot  he 
had  got  for  another  Bill.  The  House 
would  remember  that  he  was  suspicious, 
and  that  he  did  not  like  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  offer.  He  deemed  him  to 
have  given  a  promise  that  he  would  take 
up  the  Bill,  and  that  the  Government 
would  take  care  that  it  should  be  carried 
through  the  House.  He  must  say,  how- 
ever, that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  absolutely  say  either  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  up  the  Bill  or  that 
it  would  not.  The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
however,  promised  to  give  up  Tuesday 
momine,  in  addition  to  the  Wednesday 
which  he  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  had 
given  up;  out  having  done  that,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  justified 
in  saying  he  had  given  the  hon  Member 
for  Londonderry  (Mr.  It.  Smyth)  a  day. 
And  there  lay  the  whole  point.  He  had 
only    given  him  half-a-day,  and  this 


was  the  weak  point  of  the  whole 
rangement ;  for  the  13  opponents  olth« 
Bill  knew  very  well  that  if  a  Moraing 
Sitting  were  given  they  could  talk  out 
the  Bill ;  whereas,  if  a  whole  working 
day  were  given  for  the  discussion,  they 
knew  from  past  experience  that  the 
Sitting  might  be  prolonged  untO  7  in 
'  the  morning.  He  could  refer  to  the 
words,  too,  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  on  t2» 
same  occasion.  He  said  he  was  9m 
earnest  in  the  support  of  the  Bill  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  himself; 
that  he  had  no  wish  whatever  to  dshj 
the  progress  of  the  Bill;  and  that  bie 
had  every  reason  to  be  assured  that  the 
inquiry  by  the  Committee  might  be  com- 
pleted before  Easter. 

Mb.  J.  B.  YORKE  rose  to  Order. 
I  wish  to  know,  Sir,  whether  the  hoa. 
Gentleman  is  in  oider  in  alluding  to 
a  debate  which  has  taken  place  this 
Session  ?         

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member, 
in  referring  to  debates  in  the  present 
Session  is  not  in  order. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  he 
begged  pardon  of  the  House  for  having 
transgressed  the  Rules.  He  knew,  how- 
ever, the  words  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  used ;  and,  if  the  division  on 
that  occasion  were  referred  to,  it  woold 
be  found  there  were  only  five  Imh 
Members,  five  En^^Ush  brewers,  and 
15  miscellaneous  English  Members. 
["No!"]  If  necessaiy,  he  eoold 
prove  his  words.  The  Amendment  pro- 
posed to  be  made  in  the  Bill  was 
that  certain  exemptions  should  be  pro- 
vided for  in  it.  That  was  a  matter  for 
the  Committee,  and  yet  13  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  not  allow  the  question  to  be 
discussed,  nor  the  Gk>venunent  to  be 
placed  in  a  position  to  bring  forward 
the  Amendment  they  proposed  to  intro- 
duce into  the  Bill.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  such  a  course  was  worthy  of  tha 
name  of  obstruction.  They  had  heard 
several  times  of  three  or  four  Irisk 
Members  opposing  more  than  100  suc- 
cessfully ;  but  it  was  only  a  question  cf 
degree,  for  they  saw  these  13  Memboi 
resisting  200.  He  said  that  the  HoM 
and  the  Government  were  not  in  a  dif> 
nified  position  on  this  question.  IVf 
had  allowed  themselves  to  be  deluded; 
and  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequor 
gave  in  to  such  tactics,  all  he  oonld  isr 
of  him  was,  that  in  that  House  he  would 
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be  the  principal  supporter  of  faction, 
and  the  patron  of  obstruction. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN   said,   he 
Tentored  for  the  second  time  to  express 
an  opinion  on  this  question.    He  had 
been  told  he  was  an  advocate  of  obstruc- 
tion when,  for  the  space  of  20  minutes, 
he  occupied  the  time  of  the  House  with 
the   remarks  he  had  to  make  on  this 
subject;    and  he  said  that  if  such  a 
speech  was  to  be  so  called,  there  was  an 
end  of  representative  government.   Was 
be  to  be  charged  with  obstruction  bj  an 
hon.  Baronet  who  every  year  spun  the 
same  yam  over  and  over  ag^ain,  varied 
as  it  was  by  being  sometimes  less  and 
sometimes    more    amusing?     He    had 
often  heard  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  described  as  a  "  funny 
fSdlow,"  though  he  should  not  have  ven- 
tured to  speak  of  him  so  but  that  he 
believed  the  term  was  applied  to  his 
hon.   Friend  the   Member    for   Tralee 
(the  0*Donoghue) ;  but  he  thought  the 
funniest  thiuR  the  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
lise  had  ever  done  was  to  taunt  one  or  two 
Irish  Members  who,  on  a  subject  of  the 
deepest  practical  interest  in  Iieland,  ven- 
tured to  speak  upon  it  for  a  quarter  of  an 
hour,  when  they  did  so  for  tne  first  time 
after  having,  as  he  had  done,  occupied 
a  seat  in  that  House  for  25  years,  vmile 
the  hon.  Baronet  treated  the  House  every 
year  to  an  hour  and  a  halTs  disquisition 
on  a  cognate  subject.    He  rose,  more- 
over, for  the  purpose  of  making  an  ob- 
servation, which  he  thought  was  of  some 
importance.      Since  the  discussion   on 
Tuesday  last  reports  of  the  proceedings 
in  that  House  had  reached  his  own  part 
of  the  country.    He  was  an  independent 
Member,  and  was  neither  a  Member  of 
the  late  nor  present  Government.    Nor 
was  he  a  Press  Member,  and  therefore 
he  was  unrepresented  as  to  the  state- 
ments he  had  made.    He  had  neverthe- 
less been  called  to  account  lately  by 
certain  persons  in  his  county  who  were 
connected  with  a  local  Vehmg^richt  called 
a  Sunday  Closing  Association,  and  asked 
to  explain  some  passages  in  a  speech 
which,  with  the  most  powerful  micro- 
scope he  had  been  able  to  procure  in 
London,  he  could  not  discover  that  he 
had  ever  made.    The  fact  was,  that  if 
yon  were  not  oonnected  with  some  great 
Party,  or  did  not  possess  much  greater 
eloquence  than  he  oould  pretend  to,  you 
sot  no  report  in  the  London  journals. 
They  found  advertisements  more  profit- 


able. In  the  Irish  journals,  if  you  did 
not  perform  the  kototo  to  particular  gen- 
tlemen who  were  known  as  the  London 
correspondents  of  the  Irish  papers — a 
thing  he  should  never  think  of  doing — 
your  speech  was  unreported.  In  these 
circumstances,  he  had  better  explain  the 
speech  that  was  unreported,  because  that 
was  the  shortest  way  of  replying  to  his 
constituents. 

Me.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  out  of  Order  in  referring  to  a  former 
debate. 

Sm  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he 
accepted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
ruling,  but  wished  to  say  he  had  done 
nothing  whatever  tending  to  prevent  a 
division  being  taken  on  the  Bill  under 
consideration.  To  such  an  assertion  he 
desired  to  give  an  emphatic  contradic- 
tion. He  wanted  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment, however,  to  undertake  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  reducing  the  hours  of  sale  on 
Saturday  night,  and  imposing  restric- 
tions as  regarded  Sunday.  H  the  Go- 
vernment would  bring  in  such  a  Bill 
next  Session  he  ventured  to  think  it 
would  command  general  support  in  the 
House  and  in  the  country,  though  it 
might  not  satisfy  the  Vehmgericht  and 
those  who  held  Sabbatarian  opinions, 
and  that  it  would  pass  through  Parlia- 
ment without  being  delayed  by  having 
to  go  through  the  ordeal  of  an  inquiry 
by  a  Select  Committee.  Such  a  Bill,  too, 
would  accomplish  what  was  necessary 
without  injuring  the  interests  of  humble 
people  in  various  parts  of  the  coimtry. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  not  sur- 
prised at  the  heat  exhibited  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr. 
Meldon),  or  at  the  bitterness  exhibited  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 
(Mr.  Sullivan),  on  that  question.  He  had 
heard  of  the  phrase  *'  dyine  on  the  floor 
of  the  House,"  but  he  believed  this 
was  the  first  time  the  charge  had  been 
brought  against  a  number  of  hon.  Mem* 
bers  that  they  had  set  to  themselves  the 
task  of  ''choking  the  voice  of  their 
country  on  the  floor  of  that  House.'* 
The  voice  of  the  country  was  shown  by 
the  Petitions  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  There 
were  150,000  Petitions  in  favour  of  it, 
^d  40,000  against  it.  Subsequently 
the  proportion  was  49,000  to  23,000,  or 
two  to  one.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, in  a  speech  made  in  order  to  shake 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Committee, 
said 


1 195  Sah  of  Intoxicating  Ziquori    (OOMMONS)    an  Sunday  {Irdmi)  BM.      119$ 


Mb.  speaker  interposed :  Such  a 
quotation  would  not  be  in  Order. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  would  not 
quote;  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber at  Exeter  Hall  had  said  the  Bill 
was  only  opposed  by  *'  the  1 1  of  all  Ire- 
land." He  (Mr.  Gallan)  remembered  a 
happy  historical  occasion  when  there 
was  another  '*  11  of  all  Ireland,"  and 
when  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
described  him  as  the  ''sublimated  quint- 
essence of  a  brick."  There  were  59  Home 
Eulers  in  the  House :  was  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  sure  that  all  of  them 
were  in  favour  of  the  Bill  ?  Were  the 
Members  not  Home  Eulers  in  its  favour  ? 
How  many  of  the  Irish  Conservative 
Members  were  in  its  favour  ?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  addressing  a  small 
meeting  of  his  constituents,  said — ''  I 
am  not  in  favour 

Mb.  speaker  again  interposed  on 
a  point  of  Order. 

Mb.  gallan  merely  wished  to  say 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
avowed  he  was  not  in  favour  of  State 
compulsion  apart  from  local  action.  He 
would  suggest  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth,  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Ceirlisie,  and  their  satellites, 
during  the  Recess  to  take  the  advice  of 
the  Apostle  Paul  to  Timothy — *'  Drink 
no  more  water,  but  take  a  little  wine 
for  thy  stomach's  sake,  and  for  thine 
often  infirmities." 

Mb.  RICHARD  SMYTH  said,  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  prolong  the 
discussion  upon  the  question.  He  was 
very  glad  it  had  taken  plaoe  for  two 
reasons.  It  had,  in  the  first  place,  de- 
fined the  position  which  the  Government 
had  taken  up  on  the  Bill.  They  had 
fallen  back  in  the  position  they  held  a 
year  and  a-half  ago.  In  the  second 
place,  he  was  glad  because  it  had  enabled 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Meu-quess  of 
Hartington)  to  make  a  suggestion  on 
the  subject  which  entirely  accorded  with 
his  own  wishes  and  desires.  If  the 
Government  had  announced  that  they 
were  prepared  to  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion, not  in  the  sense  of  that  Bill,  but 
on  their  own  responsibility,  he  should 
certainly  not,  on  ms  own  responsibility, 
have  pursued  the  matter  any  further. 
But  they  had  receded  from  the  position 
they  took  up  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Session.  The  Bill  had,  in  fact,  been 
thrown  back  two  years,  and  he  must 
begin  the  fight  again.    He  would  have 


to  take  the  opinion  of  the  House,  not  oft 
the  Bill,  but  against  the  QoTemment 
It  was  therefore  his  intention,  if  a  d^ 
for  that  purpose  could  be  finmd  in  tks 
remainder  of  this  Session,  to  teat  tlm 
opinion  by  submitting  a  Motion  on  tJbm 
subject.  If  he  oould  not  bring  it  en 
this  Session,  then  he  gave  Notice  tbftt 
he  would  at  the  rexy  earliest 
next  Session  move— 

**  That  the  ooune  pursaed  by  H«r 
GoTemment  with  reference  to  the  Sale  oi 
toxicating  Liquors  on  Sonday  (Irolaiitd)  Bill  ii 
such  as  to  warrant  the  expectatioii  tkal  H«r 
Majesty't  (Government  will,  in  the  public  int*- 
rest,  adopt  early  and  effective  means  for  hnaf- 
ing  about  a  setUement  of  the  questkn  inTolvad 
in  this  measure." 

He  made  that  announcement  in  order 
that  hon.  Members  might  be  aware  of 
the  course  he  intended  to  take,  and  W 
trusted  that  whenever  he  was  enabled 
to  bring  forward  that  Motion  it  womld 
receive  the  unanimous  support  of  tke 
blouse* 

Mb.'  O'SULUYAN  remarked  tliat 
several  Motions  for  the  adjoonunent  of 
the  House  had  been  made  this  Seenoa 
by  the  supporters  of  this  BilL  If  it  was 
intended  by  the  Motion  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  just  given  Notice  to 
force  the  Government  into  pasnng  this 
measure,  he  hoped  the  OovemoMot 
would  do  nothing  of  the  kind.  It  was 
said  at  Exeter  Budl  that  its  only  oppo- 
nents were  ''the  11  of  all  Ireland;" 
but  hon.  Members  should  recollect  that 
18  Irish  Members  had  already  ^okao 
against  the  Bill,  and  it  moat  be  le- 
membered  that  the  Bill  affeoted  aoC 
only  the  electors,  but  the  non-eleeton 
as  well.  Their  interests  and  opiaioas 
ought,  in  a  matter  like  this,  to  be  oos- 
sidered  as  well  as  those  of  electorB,  who 
it  must  not  be  assumed  were  all  of  oes 
way  of  thinking.  The  oontnury  was  tks 
fact.  Besides  this,  it  was  a  queitMa 
which  never  was  brought  berors  lbs 
country  at  the  time  of  the  Geeefsl 
Election ;  and  it  was  a  fkot  that  siaos 
the  Bill  was  introduced  a  very  lasgs 
number  of  Irish  Members  who  wen  rar- 
merly  against  the  Bill  had  now  bs« 
forced  to  support  it  againat  their  ova 
conviotiotts.  

Mb.  MAO  OAETHY  rose  to  Oite. 
Was  the  hon.  Member  jostified  it 
statinp;  that  hon.  Membm  acted  it 
opposition  to  their  own  oonviotiottaP 

Ma.  O'SULUYAN  said,  he  eoeU 
give   proo&  of  the  faot     Whm  tbi 
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second  reading  was  about  to  be  brought 
on,  a  meetiiig  was  called  by  a  Commit- 
tee of  nine  or  10  Members  opposed  to 
the  Bill  to  oonsult  as  to  the  best  means 
of  oppoeing  it.  As  soon  as  our  Circular 
was  iseued  a  counter-Circular  was  sent  to 
all  the  newspapers  in  Ireland,  and  to 
officials  and  leading  public  men,  ad- 
▼ieing^  them  to  put  pressure  on  their 
Be|M*eeentatiTes,  and  make  them  with- 
draw their  opposition  to  the  measure. 
These  were  sent  to  the  leading  men  and 
supporters  of  the  Members  both  in 
ooantiee  and  in  boroughs.  Well-paid 
<^ficiale  set  the  telegraph  at  work,  and 
the  resolt  of  this  combined  and  orga- 
nized pressure  was  what  he  had  stated. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  telegram  from  an 
hon.  Member  —  ["Name!"]  —  he  did 
not  intend  to  name  any  hon.  Aiemb^ — 
who 


*<  U I  Tote  against  th6  Bill  I  risk  the  loa8<^ 
mj  moat  powerful  fupporten  at  the  next  Elec- 
tioQ.  I  am  Tery  sorry,  but  I  must  rote  for  the 
Bill  against  my  own  convictions." 

That  was  a  proof  of  the  truth  of  his 
statement.  He  (Mr.  O'SulliTan)  fully 
bebeyed  that  some  of  these  Irish  Mem- 
bers woold  lose  their  seats  at  the  next 
Election.  For  himself,  he  did  not  de- 
pend upon  a  mere  chance  majority  of 
*iO  or  80  votes.  He  stood  there  as  the 
Bepresentative  of  more  than  one-half 
of  the  whole  of  his  constituency.  He 
was  also  the  Bepresentative  of  the 
people,  and  as  such  he  opposed  the 
proposal  that  Ireland  should  be  de^t 
with  in  this  way. 

Mm.  LAW  contended  that  they  were 
entitled  to  ask  for  some  exposition  of  the 
policy  of  the  Goremment.  The  ques- 
tion of  Sunday  closing  had  been  on  two 
ooossions  inquired  into  by  a  Committee 
of  the  House,  and,  in  his  opinion,  no 
farther  information  was  wanted.  Hon. 
Members  could  not  but  admit  that  there 
WIS  a  considerable  amount  of  fe^ng 
in  favour  of  this  Bill  on  both  sides  of 
the  House ;  and  he  thought  it  was  ex- 
oeedtngly  desirable  that  the  appeal  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  tne  Op- 
position should  be  acceded  to  by  the 
Oovenunent.  If  the  appeal  should  be 
rejected,  he  would  be  ^ad  if  the  €k>- 
vanunent  would  tell  the  House  what 
oonne  tlMy  would  take  next  Session, 
and  whetW  they  would  then  be  pre- 
pared to  pan  a  Sunday  Closing  Bill  for 
Ireland  or  not  ? 


Mr.  M.  T.  bass  hoped,  as  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  expressed  his  sur- 
prise at  brewers  voting  against  this  Bill, 
the  House  would  pardon  him  for  saying 
a  few  words,  although  he  might  seem 
to  have  some  prejudice  on  the  subject. 
He  had  frequent  and  continuous  corre- 
spondence with  Ireland,  which  convinced 
him  that  the  state  of  feeling  there  on  this 
question  had  been  entirely  misappre- 
hended. [''No,  no!"]  Well,  he  be- 
lieved that  to  be  the  fact.  He  thought 
it  would  be  most  imprudent  for  the  Go- 
vernment at  this  moment  to  support  the 
Bill.  Let  them  wait  till  next  Session, 
and  then  they  would  hear  what  the  real 
opinion  of  the  people  of  Ireland  was  on 
this  subject,  and  if  they  wanted  prohi- 
bition, let  them  have  it.  He  believed 
the  opinion  of  Ireland  to  be  entirely  the 
other  way. 

Mb.  CHAELES  LEWIS  said,  if  this 
debate  was  prolonged  they  must  think 
that  bold  statements  made  great  oppo- 
nents of  the  Bill.  Last  Session  a  similar 
statement  was  made  as  to  the  opinion  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  they  found 
that  that  statement  was  immediately 
followed  up  by  a  meeting  of  publicans 
in  Dublin  and  £2,000  subscribed  for  the 
purpose  of  fostering  an  expression  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  on  this  subject. 
They  had  seen  what  the  result  had 
been.  Because  three  or  four  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  previously  supported  this 
measure  were  said  to  be  prepared  to  vote 
against  it  in  future  for  some  reasons 
which  they  did  not  explain,  the  House 
was  asked  to  believe  that  the  opinion  of 
Ireland  had  changed  on  this  matter.  Ho 
had  no  doubt  that  this  question  must 
stand  over  till  another  Session.  They 
would  then  be  able  to  judee  of  the  value 
of  the  statements  that  the  opinion  not 
only  of  Irish  Members,  but  of  the  Irish 
people  had  changed  on  the  subject.  As 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  the 
matter,  he  had  only  to  say  they  paid  no 
regard  whatever  to  the  wishes  or  feel- 
ings of  the  Conservative  Members  from 
Ireland.  He  was  quite  aware  of  the 
fact  that  those  Members  were  not,  as  a 
rule,  a  very  united  body ;  but  on  this 
particular  subject  they  happened  to  be  a 
very  united  body.  With  the  exception 
of  the  official  Members  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party,  he  thought  he  might  say  they 
were  almost  unanimously  in  favour  of 
this  Bill.    He  believed  that  in  that  re- 
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spect  they  represented  not  only  tlie  Con- 
servative portion  of  the  constituencies  in 
the  North  of  Ireland  especially,  but  also 
the  combined  respectable  opinion  of  the 
whole  of  Ireland.  [Laughter,']  It  was 
very  easy  for  hon.  Members  to  lauffh, 
but  he  was  perfectly  prepared  to  abide 
by  his  statement,  and  he  did  not  believe 
that  another  £2,000  subscribed  by  the 
publicans  would  in  any  way  affect  the 
ultimate  success  of  the  Bill.  The  con- 
duct of  the  Government  on  this  subject 
had  been  such  as  to  cause  the  greatest 
dissatisfaction  and  sorrow  to  their  sup- 
porters in  Ireland,  who  regarded  their 
action  as  one  of  shilly-shallying  which 
they  did  not  understand. 

Mb.  MUEPHY  remarked  that  he  had 
never  known  a  Bill  at  its  commencement 
receive  so  much  encouragement  from  the 
Government  as  had  been  accorded  to 
this,  for  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session 
they  allowed  the  postponement  of  two 
Bills  so  that  this  ]BD1  mi^ht  be  read  a 
second  time.  He  reminded  the  House 
that  this  question  of  Sunday  dosine  was 
not  raised  by  the  people  of  Ir^and, 
and  that  it  was  abundantly  proved  by 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Select 
Committee  that  they  did  not  require  it. 
He  complained  that  the  inquiry  which 
had  taken  place  was  a  fragmentary  in- 
quiry, and  that  it  should  have  been 
limited  to  five  towns,  and  not  to  the 
whole  of  Ireland.  He  had  received 
many  communications  since  the  first 
day's  debate  from  gentlemen  who  wrote 
that  they  were  astonished  at  the  evi- 
dence which  had  been  produced  before  the 
House,  and  that  they  would  not  any  longer 
support  the  Bill.  It  had  been,  however, 
a  most  providential  fact  that  the  Com- 
mittee sat,  for  he  would  tell  the  House 
that  between  this  and  the  next  Session 
evidence  would  be  forthcoming  from  the 
bone  and  sinew  of  Ireland ;  for  men  who 
were  not  voters,  and  who  oould  not 
therefore  influence  the  action  of  their 
Members,  would  come  forward  in  their 
thousands  to  protest  against  it.  The  Go- 
vernment had  deliberately  gone  out  of 
their  way  on  three  different  occasions  to 
support  the  promoters  of  this  Bill ;  but 
he  thought  that  when  next  Session 
arrived  it  would  be  sufficient  time  for 
them  to  declare  an  expression  of  their 
opinion  on  the  subject.  But  if  the 
(jk)vemment  thought  this  question  of 
such  great  importance  as  had  been 
alleged,  then  let  them   make  further 

Mr.  Charhs  Lewis 


inquiry  and  bring  in  a  Bill  d«ftfia( 
with  it.  He  would  aak  any  hm. 
Member  if  the  late  discassion  on  th* 
Bill  was  a  perfunotoir  one.  Faets  ssd 
figures  never  used  berore  were  addncsd, 
new  arguments  were  employed,  and  a 
new  view  of  the  case  presented.  Then 
was  no  intention  to  waste  the  time  of 
the  House  by  unneceasaiy  eloqaeaoa. 
It  had  been  asserted  that  this  meaaare 
had  received  the  unanimous  approval  of 
the  Irish  people ;  but  it  was  a  remafk- 
able  fact,  as  indicating  the  ieeliaf 
of  the  Insh  people  upon  the  rabjaet, 
that  since  the  first  day's  debate  aot 
a  single  Petition  had  been  presented 
from  the  working  classes,  and  not  a 
single  public  meeting  had  been  hdd  ia 
its  favour.  The  truth  was  that  the  whole 
agitation  on  this  subject  had  beea^ 
up  by  parties  utterly  unconnected  with 
the  great  bulk  of  the  people,  and  die 
effect  of  such  a  measure  wonU  be  to 
deprive  the  working  men  of  their  jast 
rights.  

Mb.  MAOABTNET  explained  tbsi 
the  reason  why  the  majority  of  the 
speakers  on  tms  Bill  had  oppostd  it 
was  that  those  who  were  in  fkvour  of  it 
were  not  anxious  to  assist  them  in  tdk- 
ing  it  out.  

Thb  O'DONOGHUE  thought  that  ths 
opinion  of  the  Irish  people  had  not  bees 
fairly  represented  on  this  subject  Whik 
there  had  been  great  enthusiasm  tad 
excitement  on  the  part  of  the  prcnnoUn 
of  this  Bill,  no  motion  whatever  had 
been  made  by  the  great  body  of  the 
people  in  favour  of  the  measure.  The 
policy  which  had  always  been  punied 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament  had  lad  tht 
Irish  people  to  believe  that  it  womld  giv* 
them  not  what  they  desired,  but  a^ 
it  thought  was  good  for  them;  sad, 
consequently,  the  idea  never  entered 
their  heads  that  Parliament  woaU 
give  them  that  to  which  it  and  Bm 
Majesty's  present  Government  eq»- 
ciaUy  were  opposed.  He  hoped,  tha»- 
fore,  that  time  would  be  allowed  to 
the  Irish  people  to  speak  their  minds  oa 
this  question. 

Majob  O'GOBMAN  hoped  that  aftv 
the  Government  had  given  one  opp<v^ 
tunity  of  disoussinff  this  Bill  they  would 
not  place  another  day  at  the  dimossl  of 
the  promoters.  Every  opportomty  hsd 
been  given,  and  ererydiing  that  oowd  bo 
wished  for  had  been  dona,  fiur  those  dio- 
mal  Sabbatarians. 


T.  DICKSON  said,  no  change  of 
iMline  on  the  part  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land nad  taken  place.  Every  Session 
tha  feeling  of  the  people  of  Ireland  was 
more  and  more  in  laTour  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 
ORDERS    OF    THE   DAT. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

IXLAND   NAVIGATION    (IRELAND)— 

BALLINAMORE  CANAL. 

OBSERYATIONB. 

Oaptact  G'BEIBNE  rose  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  incomplete  state  in  which 
the  Ballinamore  Oanal  had  been  left  by 
the  Irish  Board  of  Works  since  1860. 
The  Oanal  was  39  miles  long,  and  the 
original  intention  of  its  construction  was 
to  connect  Lough  Erne  and  the  Shannon, 
and  thereby  bring  several  seaports  into 
oommanication  with  many  places.  He 
would  suggest  that  an  inquiry  into  the 
condition  of  the  Canal  should  be  made 
by  an  independent  engineer.  In  1846 
the  Oanal  was  taken  up  b^  the  English 
GoTemment,  and  in  1860  it  was  handed 
orer  to  the  trustees  of  four  counties 
whose  banks  it  bordered.  From  that 
dmte  to  this  it  had  been  totally  unfit  for 
commercial  purposes,  and  thereby  many 
miles  of  river  traffic  had  been  rendered 
entirely  useless.  There  being  no  rail- 
way communication  in  the  district,  it  was 
probable  that  if  the  Oanal  were  placed 
in  a  proper  condition  there  would  be 
eome  80  miles  of  traffic  upon  it,  consist- 
ing of  coal  and  other  materials,  which 
could  be  carried  more  cheaply  by  canal 
than  it  could  otherwise.  It  might  be 
•aid  that  the  trustees  had  neffleoted 
their  duty  in  not  keeping  the  Oanal  in  re- 
pair, but  they  could  not  raise  the  money. 
All  that  he  asked  for  was  an  inquiry, 
which  had  been  urgently  requested  by 
trustees  of  four  counties  and  the  Town 
Oommisaioners  of  Oavan  and  Enniskillen. 
The  inquiry  into  the  state  of  this  Oanal 
in  1869  and  in  1878  by  Oommissioners 
of  Pahlio  Works  was  well  known  to 
hare  been  a  sham  and  a  mockexy,  as 
they  inquired  into  the  work  thsr  had 
tlieinaelfss  nlanned.  mismanaffea*  and 
squandered  money  upon.     It  was  well 
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known  that  the  Board  of  Works  had 
grossly  neglected  their  duty.  On  the 
Ulster  Oanal  a  short  time  ago  £1,200 
had  been  spent,  and  a  company  of  mer- 
chants proposed  to  carry  their  goods  on 
the  Oanal  to  Lough  Erne  and  Ennis- 
killen, but  they  found  that  it  was  totally 
useless.  Another  glaring  instance  of 
their  incompetency  was  the  drainage  of 
the  Biver  Shannon.  It  had  been  going 
on  for  48  years,  and  yet  it  was  in  a  dis- 
graceful state.  All  he  asked  was  inquiry, 
and  this  he  hoped  the  Gk>Temment 
would  be  able  to  grant. 

Sin  MIOHAEL  HIOKS-BEAOH  said, 
that  if  he  could  see  any  useful  purpose 
which  would  be  served  by  the  inquiry 
asked  for  he  should  be  very  ready  to 
entertain  the  proposal,  but  that  he  had 
not  heard  anything  from  the  hon.  and 
g^ant  Gentleman  to  show  that  such 
would  be  the  case  unless  the  Gk>yem- 
ment  were  almost  to  re-make  the  Oanal 
at  the  public  expense.  The  total  cost 
of  the  Oanal  haa  already  amounted  to 
£284,000.  The  estimate  was  fixed  in 
1845  at  £110,000,  and  in  1847  an  addi- 
tion  was  made  which  brought  it  up  to 
more  than  £180,000,  while  in  1858  it 
had  further  increased  to  £242,000.  In 
1 856  it  was  found  that  even  for  that  sum 
the  Oanal  as  originally  planned  could 
not  be  completed,  and  therefore  the 
works  were  to  some  extent  reduced; 
but  it  was  handed  over  to  the  trustees 
in  a  navigable  condition  in  1860.  A 
Beport,  entering  most  fully  into  the  de- 
tails, was  made  by  the  engineers  in 
1859,  and  it  was  shown  that  it  had  been 
made  navigable  to  4  feet  6  inches  in- 
stead of  5  feet  6  inches  as  in  the  original 
plan,  and  that  the  defith  in  the  upper 
reaches  would  be  obtained  by  keepmg 
up  the  leveL  The  whole  question  was 
then  fully  gone  into,  when  it  was  dearly 
shown  that  the  works  could  not  possibly 
be  completed  on  the  original  plan,  and 
therefore  it  was  proposed  to  reduce  the 
charges  on  the  district.  Public  notice  was 
eiven  of  the  proposed  alterations;  a  meet- 
mff  was  convened  on  the  subject,  and  the 
only  objections  made  were  those  which 
came  not  horn  the  counties  interested, 
but  from  private  individuals.  The  Oanal 
was  handed  over  to  the  trustees,  subject 
to  those  alterations,  in  a  state  that  would 
have  permitted  navigation  if  it  had  been 
properly  kept  up.  Instead  of  charging 
the  disteict  for  orainaffe  and  mill-power 
nearly  £50,000,  they  dluu^^ed  them  only 
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£25,000 ;  and  instead  of  £49,000,  whicli 
it  had  been  intended  to  charge  for  navi- 
gation, only  £30,000  was  diarged  for 
fliat  purpose.  The  Treasury  was  saddled 
with  a  sum  of  nearly  £225,000,  as  its 
share  of  the  cost  of  completing  the  works. 
No  objection  was  maoe  by  the  trustees 
at  the  time  when  the  Canal  was  handed 
over  to  them,  and  they  proceeded  to  in- 
vite tenders  from  persons  desirous  of 
undertaking  the  navigation,  but  failed 
to  obtain  any.  The  result  had  been  that 
the  Canal  was  useless,  no  navigation  had 
practically  taken  place  on  it,  and  it  had 
been  kept  in  repair  scdely  as  a  drainage 
outlet  since  1860.  He  had  been  lately 
asked  to  put  some  15  miles  of  it  into 
repair  in  order  to  accommodate  the  coal 
traffic  from  Lough  Allan  to  Ballina- 
more ;  but  he  found  that  the  cost  of  doing 
this  would  be  some  £4,000  or  £5,000, 
and  the  trustees  informed  him  that  the 
navigation  was  not  likely  to  pay  for  it, 
and  it  would  be  unfair  to  levy  fresh 
charges  upon  the  district.  While  the 
existing  facilities  for  canal  traffic  in  Ire- 
land were  not  taken  advantage  of,  was 
it  worth  while  to  expend  a  large  sum  of 
money  in  renewing  the  Canal  in  ques- 
tion ?  Except  in  the  case  of  the  canals, 
which  were  in  the  hands  of  railway 
companies,  inland  navigation  in  Ireland 
was  almost  entirely  neglected.  He  had 
sailed  for  many  miles  over  the  splendid 
reaches  of  the  Biver  Shannon,  and  had 
hardly  met  a  single  boat.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  had  blamed  the  Board 
of  Works,  but  they  could  not  be  fairly 
blamed  in  this  matter.  No  doubt  some 
advantage  might  accrue  from  imited 
management ;  and  if  any  company  or 
responsible  body  of  persons  willing  to 
bind  themselves  together  for  the  pur- 
pose of  undertaking  the  management 
of  these  canals  as  one  concern  came 
to  him  and  made  a  definite  and  reason- 
able proposal  on  the  subject,  he  should 
gladly  bring  it  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Treasury ;  but  unless  people  in 
the  districts  prindpaUy  interested  were 
willing  to  contribute  he  could  not  see 
how  Her  Majesty's  Government  could 
incur  any  further  expense. 

The  O'CONOR  DON,  as  Bepresent- 
ative  of  one  of  the  ooimties  interested  in 
this  Canal,  supported  the  proposal  for 
an  inquiry.  The  Canal  was  perfectly 
useless  in  its  present  condition,  and  he 
asked,  whether  the  Treasury  were  pre- 
pared to  allow  all  the  money  which  had 
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been  spent  upon  it  to  remain  unprodnc- 
tive?  So  much  money  having  bMispwt 
on  the  Canal,  the  Board  of  WoHcs  Bflt 
having  carried  out  the  Qriffinal  plui« 
and  no  inquiry  having  vet  been  made 
as  to  the  way  in  which  the  ezpe&dit&je 
had  been  incurred,  he  thought  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  was  justified  im 
asking  that  there  should  be  some  in- 
quiry in  order  to  show  who  was  to  blame 
for  what  had  taken  place,  and  with  a 
view  to  some  proposal  for  readeriii^  th» 
expenditure  already  inconed  of  some 
utility.  If  his  hon.  and  gmllaat  Ftitnd 
would  propose  a  Motion  he  i^unild  be 
happy  to  vote  for  it. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIKATIS. 

Supply — eamidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class   IY. — ^Education,    Scisarcs,  ajcd 

Abt. 


(1.)  £288,782,  to  complete  tlieiBB  lor 
PudUo  Education,  Sootland. 

VisoouHT  SANDON  said,  that  con- 
sidering the  interest  that  was  taken  in 
all  educational  matters  in  Bootland,  it 
would  be  disrespectful  in  him  not  to 
state  a  few  facts  relating  to  the  presnt 
state  of  education  in  that  ooontiy,  tl- 
though  he  need  not  repeat  some  that 
were  stated  in  the  course  of  the  disco*- 
sion  on  the  English  Vote,  lliere  w« 
an  increase  in  this  Vote  of  £60,500. 
The  first  cause  was  an  increase  in  tk« 
cost  of  inspection,  the  Scotch  Board 
having  agreed  with  him  in  thinlring  thai 
the  schools  ought  to  be  better  looked 
after.  The  sum  of  £34,000  was  due  to 
the  natural  increment  of  the  granti,  sad 
£15,000  to  an  increase  in  the  bnildnif 
grants.  There  was  a  considerable  anumnt 
of  building  yet  to  be  done,  and  it  wodd 
be  two  years  before  the  required  bmld- 
ings  would  be  completed.  In  the  jctf 
there  had  been  an  addition  of  1 00  a^oob, 
with  accommodation  for  65,000  teholsn^ 
making  the  total  aooonmiodation  456,009, 
while  there  were  463,000  ohildrai  <m  titt 
books.  An  average  of  329,000  shovrd 
that  an  approximation  waa  being  aadf 
to  the  desired  proportion.  Of  ooom 
these  figures  were  for  a  period  long  goal 
by,  but  he  had  that  day  obtasned  tht 
Betum  for  the  last  three  months— fk«i 
April  to  June,  1877.  Theae  Betvm 
showed  an  increase  in  tlie  average  at- 
tendance of  23,300,  and  in  the  gnat 


1305 


S^plff—CiwU  (July  12,  1877}         Service  E$timaie9.        1206 


of  £25,000,  while  the  rate  of 
prmnft  had  risen  to  lOt.  \^,  as  compared 
with    15«.   in   1876.      The  same  three 
months  showed  an  increase  of  60  night 
Mshoola,   there  being  260  as  compared 
with  200  in  1875;  an  increase  of  4,400 
in   the  srerage  attendance— 15,000  as 
oompared  with  10,600 ;  and  an  increase 
of  5,000  in  the  nnmber  present  on  in- 
spection —  14,000    as    compared   with 
9,000.     The  supply  of  teachers  seemed 
to  he  Isrge,  as  tnere  were  a  certificated 
and  a  pnpil  teacher  for  every  80  children 
in    sTerage    attendance;    so    that   the 
supply  came  up  rery  much  to  what  it 
was  wished  to  be.    He  desired  to  notice 
what  had  been  said  as  to  the  Scotch 
Code   lowering  Scotch  education.     In 
1873  the  Code  was  issued  by  his  Pre- 
dscoeeor  as  reoeired  from  the  Edinburgh 
Board   of   Education,  which    proposed 
grants  for  a  class  of  subjects  in  advance 
of  the  ordinazT  curriculum  of  elementaiy 
schools,  and  the  21st  article  of  the  Code 
gSTe  a  greater  choice  of  such  subjects 
uksn  even  the  Edinburgh  Board  pro- 
posed.    In  1 874,  the  first  rear  of  exami- 
nation under  this  Code  R>r  the  grants 
for  specific  higher  subjects,  only  4,407 
were  presented,  and  only  103,  having 
paMed  Standard  YI.,  took  three  of  these 
higher  subjects.    In  1876,  18,760  were 
presented  in  higher  subjects,  and  793 
took  up  three  of  the  hiffher  subjects, 
which  was  an  exceedingly  satisfactory 
result.     If  higher  subjects  had  been  so 
much  taught  formerly,  why  did  not  more 
at  once  take  them  up  and  pass?    If 
higher  subjects  were  disappearing,  how 
were    these    increased   numbers  to  be 
aooouBted  f or  ?    The  Board  of  Education 
reported  that  in  1875  there  were  260,000 
children  in  1,338  public  schools — with 
an  average   attenoanoe  of    150,000  — 
receiving  instruction  in  specific  subjects, 
and  of  Uisse  7,635  boys  and  1,296  girls 
were  tau^t  Latin.     There  was  great 
freedom  in  the  choice  of  subjects,  and  it 
was  es^  to  see  what  were  the  subjects 
nreferred  by  the  parents,  who  ought  to 
be  the  ultimate  ludges  of  the  suojects 
the  study  of  which  was  to  be  encouraged 
by  the  State.    The  following  were  the 
numbers  of  scholars  examined  in  the 
subjects    named : — ^English    literature, 
10,OOQ;    physical    seogr^hy,    8,800; 
Latin,  3,300 ;  physiology,  3,000 ;  mathe- 
matios,  1,196;  fWidi,  1,282;  domestio 
soonony,  783 ;  magnetism  and  eleotri- 
dty,  631 ;  botany,  863;  light  and  heat, 


223.  This  indicated  what  the  popular 
feeling  was  as  to  these  specific  subjects. 
He  should  be  loth  to  suppose  that  the 
Code  was  lowering  the  standard,  and  on 
this  subject  he  would  quote  a  few  words 
from  Dr.  Fraser,  a  leading  member  of 
the  Paisley  Board,  and  one  of  the  most 
distinguished  "educationists''  in  Scot« 
land.    He  wrote— 

'*  It  is  contrary  to  fact  that  the  present  Code 
is  lowering  the  range  of  intermediate  education. 
During  the  25  years  of  my  connection  in  this 
town,  more  or  less  with  aU  the  schools,  I  nerer 
f onnd  half  as  many  boys  learning  Latin  as  at 
present  In  one  of  oar  board  schools  90  boys 
are  in  Latin  dasses." 

This  was  interesting  testimony,  which 
was  well  worth  consiaeration.  He  would 
not  speak  now  of  the  proposal  made  by 
the  Universities  as  to  the  instruction  of 
teachers,  as  the  matter  was  referred  to 
in  the  discussion  on  the  English  Vote. 
A  ffreat  deal  had  been  said  in  Scotland, 
and  in  England  too,  about  the  import- 
ance  of  preventing  our  system  nom 
degenerating  into  one  of  mere  cram, 
and  he  womd,  therefore,  call  attention 
to  the  precaution  taken  to  prevent  this 
result.  He  had  the  greatest  horror  of 
cram,  which  would  have  a  disastrous 
effect  upon  children,  and  through  them 
upon  the  national  character.  It  had 
lately  been  laid  down  that  specific  sub- 
jects must  be  in  the  time  table  for  the 
whole  year,  and  not  merely  for  a  few 
weeks.  This  was  done  because  it  had 
been  fbund  that  there  was  a  tendency 
on  the  part  of  clever  teachers  to  run 
children  through  specific  subjects  in 
about  six  weeks,  so  that  wliat  they 
acquired  was  a  little  veneering  rather 
than  a  solid  acouaintance  with  the  sub- 
ject It  was  rarther  provided  that  a 
specific  subject  must  be  tak^  for  the 
three  years,  which  would  prevent  a 
scholar  attempting  to  do  a  bit  of  Latin 
one  year,  a  bit  of  botany  another,  and  a 
bit  of  physical  geography  in  the  third. 
To  prevent  superfidahty  in  any  of  the 
sperafic  subjects  various  conditions  were 
prescribed.  In  English  literature,  to 
discourage  mere  learning  bv  rote,  it  was 
laid  down  that  a  student  should  be  re- 
quired to  show  bis  knowledge  of  the 
meaning  of  a  passage  and  of  the  allu- 
sions contained  in  it ;  also  thatapassage 
shonld  be  paraphrased,  and  ftirther  that 
the  student  should  write  a  letter  at 
statement,  the  heads  of  the  topics  to  be 
given  by  the  Inspector.    Very  stringent 
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directions  were  given  in  notes  to  the 
schedules  with  the  o})ject  of  discourag- 
ing cram.  One  of  these  notes  was  as 
follows: — 

'*It  is  intended  that  the  instruction  of  the 
scholars  in  the  science  subjects  in  this  table 
shall  be  given  mainly  by  experiment  and  illus- 
tration, and  in  the  case  of  physical  geography 
by  observation  of  the  phenomena  presented  in 
their  own  neighbourhood.  If  these  subjects  are 
taught  to  children  by  definition  and  verbal  de- 
scription, instead  of  by  making  them  exercise  their 
own  powers  of  observation,  Qiev  will  be  worth- 
less as  means  of  education.  It  cannot,  there- 
fore, be  too  strongly  impressed  on  teachers  that 
nothing  like  learning  by  rote  will  be  accepted 
as  sufficient  for  a  grant,  and  that  the  examina- 
tions by  the  Inspectors  will  be  directed  to  elicit 
from  the  scholars,  as  far  as  possible,  in  their  own 
lang^uage  the  ideas  they  have  formed  of  what 
they  have  seen." 

The  instructions  to  the  Inspectors  re- 
specting history  and  geography  was  that 
the  scholars  should  3iow  special  know- 
ledge of  any  historical  events  or  charac- 
ters connected  with  the  district  in  which 
their  school  is  situated,  and  that  the 
class  examination  will  be  conducted  so 
as  to  show  the  intelligence  and  not  the 
mere  memory  of  the  scholars.  Another 
change  had  been  made  to  relieve  chil- 
dren of  the  hardships  they  were  exposed 
to  in  traversing  long  distances  between 
home  and  school  in  bad  weather.  It 
was  provided  that  between  the  1st  of 
November  and  the  1st  of  March,  two 
attendances  might  be  registered  for  any 
scholar  who  had  been  under  secular  in- 
struction for  four  hours,  in  the  morning 
and  afternoon  taken  together,  of  any 
day  on  which  the  school  was  open  for 
five  hours.  Scotland  still  kept  ahead 
of  England  both  in  the  g^nts  she  earned 
and  in  the  acquirements  of  her  children, 
and  he  could  only  hope  that  Scotland 
might  be  tripped  up  by  England — not 
by  unfcur  means,  but  by  the  energy  and 
determination  of  the  English  people. 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIE  congratu- 
lated the  Committee  and  the  noble  Lord 
upon  the  satisfactory  statement  which 
he  had  been  able  to  lay  before  them. 
It  was  very  gratifying  to  find  that  the 
results  of  experience  were  showing  how 
to  remedy  the  evils  of  examination  on 
specific  higher  subjects,  such  as  those 
lately  introduced  into  Scotland,  which 
were  an  extension  of  those  that  had 

Prevailed  in  the  schools  for  a  long  time, 
'here  was  another  part  of  the  subject 
on  which  the  noble  Lord  had  not  given 
them    any   information.     The    l^toh 
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Education  Act  differed  altogetfa«r 
the  ILaglish  Education  Act.     In  Dacsfc,  s 
recognized  secondary  education  mm  a 
of  the  duty  of  the  Act.    Und^  ita 
visions  11  schools  were  set  aside  wxtk 
a  view  to  promote  higher  instroctioa  ia 
the  ooimlay.      Two  other  schcKils  had 
been  since  added,  and  consequentlj  \% 
secondary  schools  were  now  in.  op«im- 
tion  imder  the  Education  Act  for  Soot- 
land.      The  intention  of  the  Aci  wm 
excellent ;  but  the  method  in  wlii<^  tk« 
Act  had  operated  had  been  that,  fnolfiad 
of  acting  favourably  to  the  Bchoola»  it 
had  acted  very  injuriously,  and  for  this 
reason — the  endowments  of  these  acbooib 
were  extremely  small,  amountinfl^  at  the 
time    the   Endowed   Schools    OoanxBa^ 
sioners  reported  to  only  £3,980.     Vrw^ 
sixths  of  the  revenues  were  derived  &ob 
the  fees  of  the  scholars,  and  oonseqoeatly 
the  schools  had  to  spread  their  net  to 
get  in  scholars  in  order  to  live  ai  alL 
The  result  was  that  there  had  beea  a 
tendency  under  the  Act  to  lower  thaae 
establishments  to  the  level  of  elemeataiy 
schools,  instead  of  keeping  them  apart 
as  secondaiy  schools.   Theee  eehools  had 
been  required   to    make   bricka   with- 
out   straw.      The    £3,980    distnbotcd 
throughout  the  schools  of  Scotland  va« 
preposterously  small  as  an  endowmant. 
Accordingly  an  Association,  snppoftod 
by  private  means,  was  formed  in  ardtr 
to  promote  secondary  education  in  Soot- 
land,  and  a  large  deputation  waited  on 
the  Home  Secretary  to  point  oat  to  hiia 
how  the  present  law  acted  injuzionsh' 
upon  these  schools,  and  how  impoaiihk 
it  was  for  the  Association  to  pronoCe 
secondary  education,  unleaa  thara  was 
some  legislation  in  regard  to  the  endow- 
ments ii^  Scotland.    The  educational  ca- 
dowments  in  Scotland  were  very  large. 
A  Eoyal  Ck>mmission  was  institoted  in 
1872  to  inquire  into  them,  and  ita  iatf 
Beport,  made  in  1875,  stated  that  thfj 
amounted  to  no  less  than  £174,543  pir 
annum.     That  was  amply  saffidsot  to 
put  secondary  education  in  Scotland  into 
a  most   satisfactory   condition,  if  tht 
trustees  of  these  establishments  vert 
allowed  to  reform  their  institutiont.    In 
1869  an  Act  was  passed  for  the  ps^pB*^ 
of  enabling  the  educational  estsbmh- 
ments  of  8<»tland  to  pat  themselvai  \si» 
a  satisfEustory  condition,  and  ondar  its 
provisions  one  body  —  the  ManbialB' 
Oompanj— did  reform  their  schoob  a 
an  admirable  manner.    That  Act,  bcv* 
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%  onlj  remamed  in  force  for  a  year. 
OoDeeqnentlj  there  was  now  an  Act 
iv^hich  enabled  endowments  in  England 
to  be  applied  to  proper  purposes,  whereas 
no  sooi  power  existed  m  Scotland.  The 
fiome  Secretary  answered  the  deputa- 
tion to  the  eflfect  that  the  time  had  ar- 
riTed  when  it  was  necessary  to  legislate 
for  the  educational  endowments  of  Scot- 
Imnd ;  and  he  trusted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  now  be  able  to  give 
tliem  an  assurance  that  next  year  the 
Oorerament  would  take  up  the  matter 
and  legislate  in  such  a  manner  as  they 
iBiffht  deem  to  be  most  in  consonance 
wiUi  the  information  which  had  been 
brought  to  bear  on  the  subject. 

Da.  CAMEBON  said,  he  thought  the 
noble  Lord  had  congratulated  himself 
rather  too  much  in  view  of  the  existing 
facta.  There  had  doubtless  been  a 
great  increase  in  the  number  of  pupils 
presented  in  specific  subjects ;  but  that 
prored  Terr  little.  Statistics,  up  to  that 
time,  had  been  utterly  worthless.  The 
noble  Lord  had  enumerated  the  changes 
made  in  the  Code  this  year.  The  object 
was  Tery  simple.  It  had  been  the  habit 
of  teachers,  in  order  to  get  the  greatest 
possible  amount  of  grant  with  tne  least 
amonnt  of  trouble,  to  cram  the  pupil  in 
the  most  elementary  portion  of  two 
specific  subjects  in  one  year.  Then, 
instead  of  proceeding  with  that  subject, 
he  passed  on  to  anowerpair  of  subjects, 
ana  again  presented  a  pupil,  and  so  on, 
to  the  third  year.  In  tnis  way  scholars 
were  taught  a  smattering  of  half-a- 
doien  specific  subjects;  but  statistics 
based  on  that  system  were  really  of  no 
ttae.  These  statistics  showed  that  3,300 
bad  been  presented  in  Latin ;  but  it  did 
not  show  that  any  of  these  pupils  had 
obtained  useful  knowledge.  As  to  the 
system  of  cram,  no  one  who  had  looked 
into  the  subject  could  doubt  that  pre- 
cautions were  taken  not  one  moment 
loo  soon,  for  one  Inspector  after  another 
had  reported  that  the  system  of  grants 
for  specifio  subjects  must  gire  rise  to  a 
system  of  cram  all  round.  The  Depart- 
ment had  laid  down  a  rule  that  aU 
specific  subjects  in  which  pupils  were 
presented  must  be  kept  on  the  Time 
Table  all  the  year  round.  Well,  in 
English  language  and  literature,  all 
that  was  reouired  was  to  get  by  heart 
300  lines  of  poetry,  and  to  paraphrase 
a  certain  passage.  It  was  difficult  to 
see  how  a  teacher  could  pass  the  entire 


year  in  teaching  his  scholars  200  lines 
of  poetry.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
children  were  crammed  with  that  amount 
of  poetry  in  two  or  three  weeks.  The 
introduction  of  a  variety  of  subjects  had 

Siven  rise  to  all  the  trouble  and  the 
epreciation  of  Scottish  education.  As 
to  physical  geography,  that  was  a  science 
wluoh  womd  require  very  much  more 
attention  than  could  be  g^ven  at  school 
to  render  it  of  any  practical  use.  The 
noble  Lord  had  told  them  that  French 
had  been  introduced.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  if  French  were  taught  it 
would  be  of  very  much  more  utility  than 
the  instruction  in  the  classics  which  was 
given  at  these  schools.  But  only  1,200 
students  were  presented  for  examination 
in  French,  and  in  by  far  the  greater 
number  of  cases  their  knowledge  of 
French  consisted  of  the  first  rules  of 
grammar,  the  regular  verbs,  and  the 
first  10  pages  of  the  vocabulary.  The 
noble  Lord  did  not  say  how  many  were 
presented  in  German.  If,  however,  he 
remembered  the  statistics  rightly,  there 
were  not  60  ;  and  how  the  noble  Lord 
could  congratulate  himself  upon  intro- 
ducing a  number  of  these  subjects  he 
could  not  understand.  The  same  thing 
was  the  case  with  botany.  There  were 
300  presentations  in  that.  It  was  no 
use  to  keep  up  special  subjects  for  only 
300  presentations.  There  was  a  more 
important  matter  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  refer,  and  that  was  the 
alteration  that  had  taken  place,  he 
understood,  in  specific  subjects  and 
domestic  economy.  The  noble  Lord  said 
that  the  number  of  girls  examined  in 
domestic  economy  was  783.  Now,  he 
understood  it  had  been  made  compulsory 
to  present  every  girl  for  examination  in 
domestic  economy.  That  would  cer- 
tainly effect  a  very  great  revolution  in 
their  present  system,  and  a  number  of 
schoolmasters  had  complained  to  him 
on  the  subject.  He  did  not  know  what 
domestic  economy  was  as  defined  by  the 
Education  Department;  but  he  had 
happened  to  see  a  number  of  questions 
which  were  put  to  the  candidates  on  the 
subject,  and  some  of  them  were  utterly 
abmird.  One,  for  instance,  was — "  Sup- 
posing you  had  £1,000  to  invest,  and 
wished  to  have  some  safe  investment  for 
it  at  4^  per  cent,  where  would  you  look 
for  it?'^  Now  that,  no  doubt,  was  a 
branch  of  education  very  necessary  for 
persons  who  had  money  to  invest ;  but 
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be  thonglit  it  was  wasted  vpon  childreii 
in  elementary  sohools.  There  were 
serial  points  connected  with  the  Scotch 
Code  wnich  he  ventured  to  take  this 
occasion  of  drawing  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord  to.  Li  the  first  place,  one 
Inspector  after  another  had  reported 
upon  a  very  unsatisfactory  state  of  edu- 
cation in  the  ELighlands.  That,  to  a 
very  considerable  extent,  arose  from 
Article  17,  par.  C,  which  provided  that 
no  g^ant  should  be  g^ven  in  the  case  of 
any  school  which  did  not  provide  at 
least  80  cubic  feet  of  air  internally,  and 
8  square  feet  of  air  for  each  child.  Now, 
the  result  of  that  was  that  schools  of 
that  description  could  not  be  btdlt ;  and 
the  consequence  was,  that  the  schools  in 
the  poorest  part  of  Scotland  did  not 
participate  in  the  benefits  of  the  Act. 
Several  Inspectors  had  alluded  to  the 
matter,  and  one  of  them  had  pointed  out., 
in  what  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  very 
common-sense  manner,  that  those  regu- 
lations as  to  space  and  room  might  be 
all  very  well  in  a  crowded  town,  but 
that  they  might  be  dispensed  with  in 
the  ease  of  a  school  on  a  moorside  or 
upon  a  hill.  The  matter  had  been 
brought  before  the  Department,  and  no 
change  had  been  made,  and  his  astonish- 
ment was  that  the  noble  Lord,  who  was 
not  insensible  to  the  great  necessity 
which  existed  for  the  encouragement  of 
education  in  the  ELighlands,  had  not 
given  it  his  attention.  There  was 
another  matter  which  had  given  very 
great  dissatisfaction  to  the  teachers  in 
Scotland,  and  he  thought  very  justly  so, 
because  it  might  be  remedied  with  very 
little  difficulty,  and  that  was  this — One 
Inspector  was  extremely  hard  and  harsh 
as  compared  with  his  brethren.  Another 
might  be  extremely  lenient,  and  in  his 
case  the. schoolmasters  did  not  complain ; 
but  in  the  case  of  the  south-west  districts 
of  the  Highlands,  which  were  certainly 
by  no  means  the  worst  supplied  witn 
teachers,  the  Beports  of  the  Inspectors 
showed  that  they  were  very  far  oehind 
their  brethren  in  other  piurts  of  Scot- 
land. Now,  in  such  a  case  as  that, 
where  complaints  had  been  made  and 
public  attention  had  been  drawn  to  the 
school,  he  thought  that  the  difficulty 
would  be  very  easily  met  by  a  change 
of  Inspectors,  in  order  that  the  Depart- 
ment might  see  whether  the  blame 
really  attached  to  the  schoolmasters  or 
to  the  Inspector.    The  noble  Lord  had 
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dluded  to  building  grants  and  to  the 
money  which  was  disbursed  for  thai 
purpose.  He  wished  to  call  attention 
to  a  matter  of  infinitely  more  importance 
than  the  money  whidi  Scotland  could 
ever  hope  to  obtain  from  the  Depart- 
ment,  and  that  was  the  removal  of  those 
impediments  which  had  been  placed  in 
the  way  of  handing  over  all  the  schools 
in  Scotland  belonging  to  Church  and 
voluntary  associations  to  the  school 
boards,  without  money  and  without  cost. 
Before  the  pcMsing  of  the  Scotch  Educa- 
tion Act,  besides  the  parochial  schools 
maintained  by  the  parishes,  there  were 
a  number  maintained  by  voluntaiy 
associations  and  Ohurches.  The  Free 
Ohuieh  especially  had  established 
throughout  me  ELighlands  a  large  and 
complete  system  of  voluntaiy  schools, 
and  the  same  was  the  case  with  other 
associations  which  he  need  not  specify. 
These  Bodies  were  all  perfectly  willing 
to  hand  over  their  schools  to  the  school 
boards.  Now  that  the  State  had  taken 
up  the  education  of  the  people,  they 
considered  that  there  was  no  use  in 
their  going  to  any  further  expense  in 
the  matter,  and  therefore  they  were 
perfectly  ready  to  hand  their  sdiools 
over.  But  it  was  found  that  there  was 
a  difficulty  existing.  In  fact,  number- 
less difficulties  existed.  If  the  managers 
of  these  schools  had  incurred  a  hmdfiie 
debt  of  say  £50  on  a  school  worth 
£1,000,  the  school  board  would  not 
accept  the  gift  if  they  wished  to  hand 
over  the  schools*  But  unless  such  ano- 
malies were  speedily  remedied,  he  was 
afraid  it  would  be  too  late ;  whereas,  if 
they  were,  an  amount  of  money  would 
be  saved  in  Scotland  very  much  greater 
than  anything  in  the  shape  of  boildiiig 
gprants  from  the  Department. 

Mb.  BAMSAT  considOTed  that  the 
difficulty  in  transferring  theee  iohoolB 
was  not  due  to  the  Department,  but  to 
the  Education  Act,  and  the  construoti<m 
which  had  been  put  upon  it.  It  was 
quite  true,  however,  that  the  attention 
of  the  Department  had  been  called  to 
the  subject,  and  that  nothing  had  been 
done.  Only  13  schools  had  been  trans- 
ferred during  the  last  year.  That  was 
to  be  regretted.  As  to  the  preeent 
teaching  in  Scotland,  he  might  state  as  a 
&u)t  that  there  was  a  feeling  prerailiag 
in  that  country  that  the  eduoation  of 
children  was  beinff  degraded  rather  than 
elevated.    The  noble  Lord  no  doubt  was 
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anxious  that  that  flhould  not  be  the  case; 
but  it  wae,  and  it  arose  from  the  fSaot  of 
their  not  being  able  to  secure  teachers 
who  possessed  those  acquirements  which 
enabled  them  to  gire  instruction  in  the 
higher  branches  that  would  be  of  ad- 
Tantage  to  the  humblest  in  poor  dis- 
tricts. Under  their  ancient  system  the 
parish  schoolmaster  could  usually  teach 
Juatin,  Ghreek,  and  mathematics;  and  if 
be  could  not  impart  a  knowledge  of 
science,  he  could  do  so  in  other  useful 
branches  of  learning,  and  that  was  the 
defect  in  the  present  system.  There- 
fore, though  there  might  be  an  increase 
in  the  number  of  scholars,  there  was  a 
degradation  in  the  standard  of  learning. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  RAMSAY  observed  that  great 
hardship  had  been  caused  in  the  High- 
lands and  insular  districts,  by  the  with- 
drawal of  the  schools  which  had  provided 
them  with  education  before  the  passing 
of  the  Education  Act  of  1872;  while 
board  schools  had  not  yet  been  estab- 
lished in  their  place,  in  consequence  of 
the  difficulty  the  boards  eznerienced  in 
finding  tradesmen  who  would  build  the 
schoob.  The  difficulty  about  teachers 
must  continue  to  prevsal  for  some  time, 
although  he  concurred  with  what  the 
noble  Lord  had  said  the  other  day,  when 
he  stated  that  the  supply  of  teachers 
would  soon  be  adequate  to  the  demand. 
But  that  brought  him  to  the  appeal  re- 
garding educational  endowments,  which 
was  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Lyon  Playfair)  to  the  Home  Secre- 
tai^r.  In  that  appeal  he  cordially  con- 
curred, and  he  (Mr.  Bamsay)  would  also 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  to  take 
care  that  the  time  was  not  allowed  to 
pass  away  without  something beingdone 
to  fulfil  the  promise  which  the  Home 
Secretary  had  lield  out  to  them  of  having 
legislation  with  regard  to  the  educa- 
tional endowments  of  Scotland.  He  be- 
lieved that  it  was  quite  possible,  without 
ofiending  the  sentiments,  or  it  might  be 
called  the  prejudices,  of  the  people  of 
Scotland,  to  provide  adequately  for 
higher  education  in  that  country,  with- 
out encroaching  upon  those  endowments 
in  a  way  which  would  not  be  satisfac- 
tory to  those  who  at  present  governed 


them ;  and,  therefore,  he  hoped  that  the 
appeal  which  had  been  made  to  the  De- 
pifftment  would  not  be  in  vain,  but  that 
something  would  be  done.  What  was 
required  in  the  schools  in  Scotland  was 
not  the  teaching  of  some  small  elemen- 
tary knowledge  in  branches  of  science ; 
but  that  the  minds  of  the  children 
should  be  developed.  Not  that  the 
children  should  be  crammed  with  mat- 
ters of  mere  memory,  but  that  their 
intellectual  powers  should  be  improved, 
and  their  children  made  good  members 
of  society,  and  be  taught  to  do  their 
duty  to  Uiemselves  and  the  community. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  GROSS  said,  that 
he  merely  rose  to  state,  in  reference  to 
the  observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair)  that  he  had 
nothing  to  add  and  nothing  to  withdraw 
to  or  irom  what  he  had  said  to  the 
deputation  which  attended  him  at  the 
Home  Office. 

Gbnbbal  Sm  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
rejoiced  that  the  noble  Lord  had  made 
considerable  alteration  in  the  pay  of  the 
Scotch  School  Inspectors,  but  wished  to 
urge  again  that  there  was  not  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  Inspectors  to  do  the 
work.  It  was  impossible  to  carry  on  the 
inspection  of  schools  in  a  satisfactory 
manner,  so  long  as  it  was  hurried  over 
in  a  short  visit.  To  allow  of  this  in- 
spection being  efficiently  carried  out, 
the  number  of  Inspectors  must  either  be 
increased,  or  the  areas  allowed  to  each 
Inspector  limited.  But  it  would  probably 
be  preferable  to  carry  out  both  these 
plans.  It  would  also  be  advisable  to 
add  a  few  more  Inspectors  to  serve  as 
a  reserve  force,  to  be  specially  thrown  on 
some  schools  of  the  districts,  in  order  to 
test  the  soundness  of  the  ordinary  in- 
spection. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  had  brought 
to  light  the  injury  done  to  some  schools 
by  some  Inspectors  being  either  more 
lax,  or  more  stringent,  than  other  In- 
spectors ;  showine  that  the  money  results 
to  schoolsof  a  high  standard,  had  thereby 
actually  been  less  favourable  than  to 
other  schools  of  a  lower  standard.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  then  urged  the  transfer 
of  Inspectors  from  one  district  to  another ; 
but  it  would  be  advisable  to  be  cautious 
in  making  transfers,  which  might  indi- 
cate defective  inspection.  These  defects 
arose  from  two  causes — one,  insuffidenoy 
of  inspecting  power  as  to  numbers  of 
available  Inspectors;    and   one,  defeo- 
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tire  power  as  regarded  ability  of  inspect* 
ing.  The  remedy  was  that  the  Inspectors 
should  be  taught,  in  suitable  training 
establishments,  how  to  inspect ;  but  that 
could  not  be  done  while  their  number 
was  so  small.  The  Inspectors  should, 
however,  be  urged  to  try  to  make  them- 
selves acquainted  with  the  minds  of  the 
children,  so  as  to  frame  their  questions 
in  a  form  to  be  understood;  and  he 
would  suggest  that  a  second  Inspector, 
thoroughly  experiencedin  Scotch  thought, 
should  from  time  to  time  be  sent  down 
to  schools  unfavourably  reported  upon, 
so  that  the  kind  of  inspection  might  be 
so  varied  as  to  enable  uie  authorities  to 
obtain  an  accurate  acquaintance  with  the 
state  of  the  school.  It  should  also  be 
mentioned  that  the  Scotch  inspections 
could  not  be  deemed  satisfactonr  until 
the  young  and  inexperienced  Inspec- 
tors, brought  into  the  service  from  the 
Universities  of  England,  had  gained 
more  exnerience.  Even  the  very  words 
used  in  tne  Beports  of  Inspectors  to  de- 
note the  progress  of  the  scholars  at 
schools,  ana  the  fitness  of  the  teachers, 
varied  with  the  temperament  of  the 
individuals  who  inspected.  This  was  a 
form  which  could,  however,  be  taught ; 
but  without  a  training  establishment, 
and  a  reserve  of  Inspectors,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  create  uniformity  in  the  word- 
ing of  the  Beports,  so  that  similar  ideas 
and  results  might  be  stated  in  similar 
words  by  the  different  Inspectors.  The 
occasional  inspections  thus  advocated 
would  allow  a  comparison  of  Beports, 
and  lead  to  a  proper  system  of  record- 
ing results  in  the  inspection  Beports,  and 
thus,  from  different  Keports  of  different 
Inspectors  on  the  same  school,  the  differ- 
ences of  opinion  between  Inspectors 
would  be  clearly  shown.  Hitherto, 
training  had  been  confined  to  elementary 
schools,  and  no  doubt  those  were  the 
essential  and  primary  schools  to  attend 
to.  But  why  not  follow  the  Chinese 
educational  system?  In  that  country 
education  was  carried  far  beyond  the 
English  system.  There  were  schools 
in  China  in  every  little  village ;  schools 
of  a  higher  order  in  the  district,  others 
in  the  Provinces,  and  finally  at  Pekin. 
Most  promising  youths  of  the  poor  were 
trained  as  weu  as  the  wealthy.  This 
system  should  be  followed  up  now  that 
we  had  adopted  the  Chinese  system  of 
education ;  there  was  no  use  in  denying 
that,  though  the  Chinese  system  was 
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almost  perfection  when  oompared  vnk 
ours.    Then,  with  remrd  to  subjeda  lo 
be  taught   and  to  be  examined  into, 
the  Chinese  had  attained  tiie  greatair 
perfection  in  standards;  but   the  Chi- 
nese mind  was  stereotyped  with  idast 
obtained   from   the  old  books  of   lbs 
Chinese  philosophers,  and  thus  the  pio- 
gress  of  that  great  people   had  baas 
checked,  or  kept  down  to  the  knowledge 
or  ideas  of  the  centuries  before  Oor 
Saviour.    That  mental  limitation  aa  to 
subjects  to  be  taught,  or  testa  to  be 
applied,  we  had  in  part  followed ;  bat  it 
was  open  to  grave  objection,  especially 
as  regarded  loading  the  very  young  raiad 
with  long  pieces  of  poetry.     He  woald 
not  be  very  particular  as  to  the  staadanL 
but  would  rather  trust  to  the  Inspecton 
to    find    out  whether  the  achoois  hid 
arrived  ffenerally  at  that  degree  of  exoel* 
lence  which  they  ought  to  attain.    A 
good  deal  had  been  said  about  the  ne- 
cessity of  improving  the  teaehora;  bat 
that  improvement  should  be  made  to 
come  from  withui  that  useful  body  of 
public  servants.    At  pres^it,  there  wat 
no  fi^reat  inducement   to   improvemeat 
held  out  to  them.    The  way  to  orate 
activity    was    to    create    inducemeou 
to  be   active.    Now,   one  way  was  is 
create  additional  schools  for  higher  sab- 
jects.     He    believed    his    own   oomi^ 
would  gladly  try  to  form  a  higher  sdiooi, 
thereby  creating  a  demand  for  the  Mr- 
vices  of  teachers  of  a  more  advanced 
class,  and  consequently  better  rernnat- 
rated.    And,  further,  though  thoewve 
some  difficulties  in  the  way,  he  thought 
some  inducements  should  be  held  out  to 
teachers  to  qualify  themselves  to  beooait 
Inspectors.     He  therefore  asked,  wfcj 
they  did  not  follow  the  example  of  tbt 
Chmese  a  little  more,  and  dnft  off  tkt 
better  dass  of  instructed  boys  to  a  higte 
school?    Such  a  system  would  beoift 
the  poorer   youths,   improve  the  sit- 
mentary  schools,  and  spur  on  the  teseb- 
ers  too.    There  was  another  suggMtka 
he  would  offer.    His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr.  Bamsar)  wat 
a  most  useful  member  of  the  Edvca* 
tion  Board  for  Scotland;   why  shodd 
he   not,   with  all   his   knowledge  tad 
experience,  have  power  to  draw  «p  n 
annual  Beport  on  the  subject  of  cds- 
cational  arrangements  in  Scotland,  m 
that  the  House  and  the  oountiy^  mi^ 
have  fhll  information  upon  it  fran  tuM 
to  time  from  a  responsible  Member  d 
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Ois  Hofiiae?  Then  with  regard  to  the 
mooofosoU  of  income  and  expenditure, 
th«ra  waa  an  urgent  neoeaeity  for  brinff- 
in^  tlieae  matters  under  better  contrd. 
The  first  and  meet  important  point  was,  to 
liave  a  thorough  audit,  not  of  vouohers 
€Hily,  but  of  the  figures  entered  in  those 
▼<cmoher8.  At  present  there  existed  a 
tenible  dread  oi  an  examination  of  these 
Bg^tMjn^  It  looked  as  if  that  thorough 
audit  would  destroy  the  independence 
of  Mdiod  boards  and  their  ri^ht  of  control 
orer  the  sdiools,  whereas  it  would,  in 
him  opinion,  aid  that  proper  control  by 
the  local  boards.  Then  there  were  other 
queations  as  to  the  sufficiency  of  the  pre- 
sent school  building  arrangements,  and 
aa  to  the  situation  of  schools.  Those  also 
required  to  be  examined  into  and  kept 
rif^t  by  trained  Inspectors,  qualified  for 
the  investigations,  oeing  specially  em- 
ployed for  these  examinations. 

Bat  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he  could 
not  agree  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Olasgow  (Dr.  Cameron) 
with  reference  to  the  number  of  extra 
aabjecta  which  had  been  taken  up  by 
Booich  students.      He  hoped  the  ad- 
Tasta^es  which  had  been  given  to  Scot- 
land in  this  particular  would  be  ex- 
tended to  England,  that  less  impedi- 
ments would  be  thrown  in  the  way  of 
students  taking  up  the  extra  subjects, 
and  that  a  larger  number  would  l>e  in- 
duced to  study  them.     He  thought  tiie 
requirements   for    needlework  were   a 
great  deal  too  high,  and  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  re-consider  that  mat- 
ter.    The  noble  Lord  had  proposed  that 
no  grant  should  be  given  unless  instruc- 
tion in  any  subject  taken  up  extended 
over  a  whole  year.     That  was  surely 
going  a  little  too  far.    The  period  might 
lairij  be  reduced  to  six  months.    The 
noble  Lord  also  proposed  that  when  a 
particular  subject  was  taken  up  it  should 
De  oompnlsonr  for  the  child  to  keep  to 
that  suDJect  for  three  years.  He  thought 
that  waa  a  mistake,  as  a  child  might 
take  up  a  subject  for  which  it  was  not 
well  qualified^  and  it  ought  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  taking  up  others.     He 
was  also  in  favour  St  tA^i^Kiiig  funda- 
mental ideas   of  several    branches  of 
soiMtce.    He  deprecated  a  snuittering  as 
muoh  as  anyone ;  but  it  could  not  take 
kmff  to  give  a  child  fundamental  ideas, 
and  fundamental  conceptions  of  several 
sciences  would  fluently  be  of  more  use 
to  aohild  than  fbller  instruction  in  one 
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science  only.  He  also  complained  of 
the  Code  because  its  details  and  rules 
were  too  minute  and  peremptory,  leaving 
little  or  nothing  to  the  teacher  and  the 
circumstances  of  the  school. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  thought  the  state- 
ment  of  the  noble  Lord  was,  on  the 
whole,  satisfactory.  At  all  events,  it  was 
well  to  know  that  they  were  not  going 
back,  and  that  Scotland  even  kept  ahead 
of  England.  But  they  had  not  much  to 
congratulate  themselves  upon  in  the  list 
of  numbers  applying  for  extra  subjects. 
Out  of  380,000  scholars,  for  instance, 
only  about  1,000  took  up  French.  We 
were,  perhaps,  from  our  insular  posi- 
tion, the  worst-instructed  country  in  the 
world  in  foreign  languages,  pa3ring  less 
attention  to  them  than  any  other  nation. 
Something  ought  to  be  done  to  remedy 
this.  The  state  of  matters  might  be 
satisfactory  from  an  Enfi;li8h  point  of 
view,  seeing  that  Scotland  was  ahead  of 
England ;  and  English  Members  might 
think  that  Scotland  had  attained  to  some- 
thing great ;  but  no  Scotch  Member  who 
had  given  attention  to  educational  mat- 
ters in  his  own  cotmtry  could  be  satisfied 
with  things  as  they  were.  He  thought 
the  time  had  come  when  they  should 
adopt  the  American  system,  making 
elementary  education  absolutely  free,  so 
that  the  fees  which  parents  now  paid  for 
elementary,  might  be  devoted  to  higher 
education.  That  was  the  line  he  had 
always  taken,  and  he  thought  it  was 
greatly  strengthened  bv  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Lord,  and  he  hoped  before 
long  the  opinion  might  become  more 
general,  and  they  might  see  the  country 
g^ing  in  for  free  education. 

Mb.  MABK  STEWAET  earnestly 
asked  the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord  to 
the  present  status  of  pupil  teachers. 
When  a  pupil  teacher  was  entered  at  a 
school,  tnere  was  a  regular  indenture 
drawn  up,  and  signed  between  him  and 
the  school  board.  The  consequence  was 
that  although  the  master  of  the  school 
was  the  pupil  teacher's  real  master,  and 
alone  had  authority  in  the  school;  he 
found  he  had  very  little  infiuence  over 
him ;  and  when  there  was  not  a  proper 
relation  between  them,  the  bad  conse- 
quences even  to  the  pupil  teacher  him- 
self were  disastrous.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  take  the  matter  into 
consideration,  and,  if  possible,  adopt 
certain  rules  by  which  the  pupil  teacher 
should  not  only  be  under  the  surveillance 

2B 


1219 


Bupphf-^  Civil 


(COMMONS) 


S9nic9  EMm&ta. 


USO 


of  the  master,  but  should  be  under  bis 
actual  authority,  instead  of  being  under 
the  authority  of  the  school  board. 

Mb.  M'LABEN  said,  that  in  his 
opinion,  education  would  never  be  tho- 
roughly extended  among  all  classes  of 
the  poor  except  by  an  entirely  free  edu- 
cation. A  generfid  notion  was  that  what 
people  did  not  pay  for  they  did  not 
value;  but  the  free  system  had  been 
tried  on  a  very  large  scale  in  the  city 
which  he  represented  (Edinburgh). 
There  were  6,000  children  in  that  city 
receiving  free  education  in  16  schools, 
supported  by  Oeorge  Heriot's  hospital 
funds,  and  the  attendance  averaged  90 
per  cent  all  the  year  through,  while  at 
the  board  schools,  with  more  than  double 
the  number  of  children,  it  did  not  come 
up  to  75  per  cent.  If  education  were 
generally  made  free,  it  would  cause  a 
very  much  higher  attendance.  He  agreed 
with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Lyon  Flayfair),  and  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr.  Bamsay), 
in  the  hope  that  the  Government  would 
introduce  a  measure  for  regulating  en- 
dowed institutions  in  Scotland  next 
Session;  but  there  were  two  opinions 
in  Scotland  as  to  what  that  measure 
should  be,  and  he  should  like  to  take 
the  opportunity  of  stating  to  the  noble 
Lord  (Viscount  Sandon)  and  to  the  Lord 
Ajdvocate  the  two  views  which  were  enter- 
tained. There  was  an  Act  passed,  to 
endure  for  three  years,  which  had  already 
been  referred  to,  for  enabling  such  insti- 
tutions to  open  their  doors  wider  than 
they  had  hitherto  been,  and  partially  to 
alter  the  principles  on  which  thev  were 
established.  That  Act  was  entirely  per- 
missive in  its  character,  and  had  now 
expired.  Some  people,  with  whose  opi- 
nion he  sympathized,  would  g^ve  Uie 
Oovemors  of  such  institutions  even  more 
power  than  they  had  iinder  that  Act  to 
alter  their  constitution,  subject  to  the 
sanction  of  the  Home  Secretary.  An- 
other idea  advocated  by  some  persons 
in  Scotland  was  to  seize  on  the  funds 
of  those  institutions,  originally  left  for 
the  poor,  and  devote  them  to  the  educa- 
tion of  the  rich  and  middle  classes.  To 
that  proposal  there  was  a  very  strong 
objection  in  Scotland.  With  regard  to 
the  middle-class  schools  referred  to  in 
the  Eeport,  thev  only  afforded  a  small 
portion  of  the  education  provided  for  the 
middle  classes.    In  the  city  with  which 
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he  was  oonseoted  there  wsa  cm* 
school  wi^  450  schokrt,  and  with  &m 
and  endowments   amountiDg  to  abod 
£4,500;  but  there  were  10  iamm  t&at 
numbers  of  scholars  in  oth«r  sehooh  wS 
under  the  Act.    The  Beport  steted  tliat 
there  were  only  1,300  cluldren  laymlng 
French;  but  he  had  no  hesitAtian  in  vy- 
ing that  there  were  more  than  ihmX  ssm- 
ber  learning  French  in  Edinbur^  «loiia, 
and  probably  more  than  that  nimibcr 
learning  French  in  Qlasgow.     Fwch. 
Oerman,  and  other  modern  Inngnaigca 
were  mainly  taught  by  private  mMten. 
The  hon.  and  gafiant  Member  for  Kin- 
cardine (Sir  Oeorge  Balfonr)  had  malk^i, 
why  should  not  the  counties  have  middle- 
class  schools  of  their  own?  He  answered, 
why  not  ?    Every  county  should  estiV 
lish  such  a  school;  but  let  the  ooonty 
gentlemen  put  their  hands  in  their  owa 
pockets,   and  not  rob  Glasgow,  Edia* 
Dureh,  and  Aberdeen.     He  was  vesT 
much  pleased  to  hear  the  noble  Lara 
explain  that  the  variety  of  sabiecis  now 
permitted  to  be  taught  under  uie  SooCcb 
Code  was  considerably  greater  than  tht 
number  which  the  Scotch  Board  of  Edu- 
cation desired  should  be  taught.    This 
was  a  good  answer  to  the  cry  which  had 
been  raised  that  education  was  deterio- 
rating in  quality.    He  believed,  on  tL» 
contrary,   that   education    in    Soolland 
was  better  now  than  it  had  ever  bea 
before. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  thatthewaat 
of  facilities  for  utilizing  existing  schools 
for  national  education  had  been  tht 
means  of  largdy  increasing  the  buidsas 
of  the  country.  The  principle  whi/k 
underlay  the  present  system  of  edaoa- 
tional  administration,  which  was  alaoit 
unanimously  condemned  by  the  ooustiy, 
was  to  maintain  and  oon&m  the  pnn- 
ciple  of  denominational  teaching;  sad 
he  regretted  that  some  assorance  ksi 
not  been  g^ven  by  the  Ooremment  thsi 
the  children  who  were  being  edncstsd 
in  denominational  schools  would  be  po- 
tected  against  the  teaching,  under  the 
name  of  religion,  of  the  doctrines  whidk 
had  recentiy  been  diadosed,  and  wtiA 
had  created  such  general  disapprobs^ 
tion. 

Mb.  TEAMAN  said,  that  hariv 
been  a  member  of  the  school  boaid  « 
Dundee  for  three  years,  he  had  natuisQy 
taken  a  great  deal  of  interest  in  ^ 
board  schools.  He  did  not  think  tkit 
there  were  any  sobools  in  any  of  the 
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Isrger  burghs  or  cities  throughout  the 
oountry  wmoh  had  been  attended  with 
neater  suooess  than  those  of  Dundee. 
Bat  he  diared  the  opinion  entertained 
bj  many  persons,  that  a  still  higher 
standard  ought  to  be  reached  before 
Myments  were  made  to  the  teachers. 
The  Returns  showed  that  the  principal 
teachers  of  the  board  schools  in  Scotland 
were  very  well  paid.  Their  salaries 
ranged  in  some  cases  from  upwards  of 
£800  to  more  than  £500  a-year.  With 
such  salaries  a  higher  standard  of  edu- 
oation  on  the  part  of  the  scholars  ought 
to  be  reached.  Both  Scotland  and  Eng- 
land were  very  much  indebted  to  the 
noble  Lord  for  his  efforts  to  raise  the 
standard  of  education,  and  it  was  to  be 
hoped  he  would  long  be  spared  to  devote 
his  assiduity  and  energy  to  the  cause  of 
education. 

VisooTJWT  SANDON  assured  hon. 
Members  from  Scotland  that  he  was  the 
last  person  to  think  they  had  got  to 
finality  as  to  the  standard  of  education. 
It  was  only  wise,  however,  to  advance 
with  caution,  especially  when  they  were 
sweeping  into  their  schools  vast  numbers 
of  uneducated  children.  At  the  same 
time,  the  remarks  which  had  been  made 
would  be  duly  weighed.  With  regard  to 
the  specific  subjects,  he  thought  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  had 
unduly  run  them  down.  Of  course,  if  it 
was  found  that  these  subjects  were  taught 
too  slightly,  it  would  be  very  easy  for 
the  Inspectors  to  insist  on  higher  require- 
ments. As  to  literature,  it  was  not 
merely  a  question  of  learning  by  heart. 
There  was  a  great  deal  more—dictation, 
for  instance,  which  was  one  of  the  most 
important  elements  in  a  child's  instruc- 
tion. Physical  geography  he  regarded 
also  as  a  very  important  subject.  The 
hon.  Member  had  laid  great  stress  on 
the  desirableness  of  the  children  learn- 
ing more  Latin  and  French,  instead  of 
the  scientific  subjects.  For  his  part, 
however,  he  (Viscount  Sandon)  was  not 

J>repared  to  compel  the  children  in  Soot- 
and  to  learn  French  and  Latin  in  the 
ordinary  schools.  As  to  domestic  eco- 
nomy, he  had  received  many  communi- 
cations from  Scotland  in  favour  of  teach- 
ing it.  He  thought  it  a  veiy  good 
thing  indeed  that  the  children  should 
receive  hints  as  to  what  they  ought  to 
do  hereafter  with  their  money ;  and  he 
rejoiced  that  by  the  establishment  of 
penny  banks  they  were  now  taught  in 


hundreds  of  board  schools  to  lay  by 
what  they  could.    Considering  how  im- 
portant the  study  of  health,  food,  and 
clothing  was  to  the  future  mothers  of 
the  country,  it  had  been  thought  right, 
where  girls  chose  io  go  infer  specific 
subjects  of  a  more  advanced  kind,  to 
make  domestic  economy  one  of  their 
extra  subjects ;  and  he  held  to  that  as  a 
wise    arrangement.      With   regard   to 
schools  in  the  wilder  districts  of  the 
Highlands,  the  rules  as  to  the  buildings 
hadbeen  relaxedin  orderto  meet  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  case.    The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Falkirk  Boroughs  (Mr.  Eamsay) 
had  given  high  testimony,  on  the  whole, 
as  to  the  work  done,  and  his  testimony 
was  of  great  value.    In  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Kin- 
cardineshire (l^r  George  Balfour)  as  to  the 
importance  of  Inspectors  he  thoroughly 
agreed ;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
staff  of  Inspectors  had  been  considerably 
increased.    He  thought,  however,  that 
the  picture  which  the  hon.  Member  gave 
of  uie  present  elementary  education  as 
being  of  a  ''humdrum  Chinese"  kind 
was  rather  overdrawn.      He   was  not 
acquainted  with  the  Chinese  system  of 
education ;  but  he  ventured  to  think  that 
the  elementary  education  now  g^ven  to 
the  working  classes  of  this  country  was 
of  a  very  thorough  character.    He  would 
not  be  tempted  to  enter  at  that  time 
upon  the  subject  of  free  education  ;  but 
he  might  remark  that  Scotch  parents 
seemed  inclined  to  take  a  different  view 
from  that  of  the  hon.  Member,  the  fees 
paid  in  Scotland  for  education  being  on 
a  much  higher  scale  than  in  England. 
As  to  pupil  teachers,  while  he  hoped 
they  would  recognize  that  they  must  be 
subject  to  the  masters  of  the  schools,  he 
did  not  see  his  way  at  present  to  give  the 
masters  a  ^eater  control  over  them.   The 
hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  Yeaman), 
who  always  spoke  with  great  authority, 
asked  that  an  effort  should  be  made  to 
raise  the  standard  somewhat,  and  in  the 
instructions  to  the  Inspectors  this  would 
be  kept  in  mind.    He  was  fully  aware 
that  in  Scotland  such  a  change  would  be 
more  willingly  received  than  in  Eng- 
land.   A  great  deal,  however,  depended 
upon  the  parents.    If  the  parents  put  a 
pressure  upon  the  masters,  he  had  no 
doubt    the  standard  would  be  raised. 
Now  that  children  were  obliged  to  go  to 
school,   he  heard  from  all  quarters — 
especially  from  Scotch  masters — that  a^ 
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Bopn  as  the  legal  obligation  was  over  the 
child  seemed  to  think,  and  the  parent 
often  agreed  with  him,  that  his  educa- 
tion was  over,  and  the  result  was  that  in 
many  cases  the  children  left  school 
earlier  than  they  would  have  done  be- 
fore. It  was,  therefore,  important  that 
they  should  receive  a  very  thorough 
knowledge  of  elementary  subjects  during 
the  few  years  they  were  at  school.  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Maidstone 
(Sir  John  Lubbock)  had  asked  that  the 
grant  of  4s.  for  specific  subjects  should  be 
divided  into  two.  This  was  a  matter  well 
worth  consideration,  but  he  could  not  at 
that  moment  give  a  definite  answer  on 
the  point.  As  to  cramming,  he  thought 
the  precautions  which  had  been  taken  to 
guard  against  it  had  met  with  entire  ap- 
proval, and  those  precautions  applied  to 
history  and  language  as  well  as  to  other 
subjects.  In  conclusion,  the  noble  Lord 
thanked  the  hon.  Members  for  Scotland 
for  the  kind  tenour  of  their  observa- 
tions. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £430,236,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Public  Education,  Ireland. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  that  in  moving  this  Vote  he  would 
not  trouble  the  Committee  with  observa- 
tions on  the  general  system  of  education 
in  Ireland,  or  draw  attention  to  altera- 
tions in  any  particular  sub-heads  as 
compared  with  the  Vote  of  last  year. 
There  were  alterations  in  various  items, 
but  there  were  none  of  them  of  such  a  cha- 
racter as  to  call  for  special  remark,  ex- 
cept that  perhaps  he  snould  explain  that 
a  sum  of  £2,500  for  poundage,  charged 
in  the  Estimates  of  past  years  as  due  to 
the  Post  Office  for  paying  the  salaries 
of  the  teachers,  was  omitted  in  the  Vote 
now  proposed  to  be  taken.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr. 
Meldon)  last  Session  called  attention  to 
this  charee,  and  objected  to  its  being 
included  m  this  Yote,  and  since  that 
time  the  Secretary  for  the  Treasury  had 
arrang^  that  the  teachers  should  have 
their  salaries  paid  in  another  way  equally 
convenient  to  them,  and  at  the  same  time 
this  item  should  not  be  included  in  the 
Yote  for  Irish  education.  The  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  of  National  Education 
in  Ireland  for  1876,  which  had  recently 
been  presented  to  Parliament,  enabled 
him  to  mention  one  or  two  points  of  com- 
parison with  the  statement  be  bad  made 

VmomU  Smdon 


on  this  subject  last  year.     H«  feoad 
£rom  the  Report  that  there  had  besn  a 
considerable  increase  during  the  year  ia 
the  number  of  pupils  on  the  xoOs  of  ih/b 
National    Schools,    the    total    number 
being  1,032,215.    He  did  not  think  any 
real  argument  could  be  based  on  those 
figpires  as  to  the  progieasof  edncation  in 
Inland.    It  womd  be  much  sounder  to 
follow  the  custom  of  England  and  Seoi- 
land,  and  take  ihe  numbers  attending  at 
a  certain  date  before  the  inn>ectkm«  or 
the  averagedaily  attendanoeofthe  popQa 
Both  of  those  pointswerebronghtforwatd 
more  prominently  in  the  preeent  Bepoct 
of  the  Commissioners,  and  he  thoo^ 
the  Committee  would  be  satisfied  wttk 
the  evidence  of  improvement  which  they 
afforded.    On  the  last  day  of  the  month 
preceding   the    inspection    there   were 
596,477  pupils  in  attendance,  or  18,886 
more  than  in   1875 ;  and  the  averigv 
daily  attendance  was   416,586,  an  in- 
crease of  26,625.    He  did  not  eay  that 
those  figures  showed  sufficient  attead- 
ance;  but  he  found,  as  he  had  stated 
earlier  in  the  present  Seenon,  he  expected 
he  should,  by  what  had  taken  place  is 
the  cotmty  of  Longford  and  oiher  oooa- 
ties,  that  the  attendance  of  the  childna 
had  been  made  more  regular  than  otbsr- 
wise  by  insisting  on  the  payment  of 
proper  fees.    As  the  attendance  of  chxi- 
oren  had  improved,  so  the  income  of  thft 
teachers  haa  matcoiaUy  increased.    Ix 
1875  the  total  income  of  the  Natioaal 
School  teachers  in  Ireland,  whether  frtm 
State  or  local  sources,  was  returned  hj 
the  Board  at  £571,648  and  for  1876  it 
was  returned    at    £638,508,  of  whiek 
£138,839  was  paid  by  way  of  resdti. 
That  showed  a  very  materiu  increaso  to 
the  income  of  the  teachers  lor  last  yesr. 
Another  fact  which  would  be  satisfMlary 
to  the  Committee  was  that  whereas  it 

1875  80*3  per  cent  of  that  income  ww 
derived  from  Government  grants,  sad 
only  19'7  per  cent  from  local  souroetr  in 

1876  72*4  per  cent  was  derived  torn 
Government  grante  and  27*6  par  Mil 
from  local  sources.  That  increase  htd 
arisen  from  an  improvement  in  tb* 
amounto  paid  for  fees  by  those  sesdiag 
their  children  to  sohooL  Last  yesr  )i 
called  attention  to  the  small  amooBl  «f 
fees  paid  by  the  children  for  their  is* 
struction,  and  he  quoted  certain  ooostiM 
as  illustrating  the  low  amount  of  thosB 
fees,  and  the  comparatively  nnaD  ssb- 
ber  of  the  children  who  paid  theou   Bt 
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fband  &am  the  Beport  of  the  Ooinmis- 
■ionera  for  1876  that  a  total  sum  of 
£78,434  was  reoeired  in  pajrment  from 
po|^,  showing  an  increase  of  £17,723 
orer  the  preceding  year.  K  they  looked 
at  the  particular  places  in  which  that 
increase  had  mainly  occurred  the  result 
would,  he  thought,  be  found  even  more 
satisfactory.  Last  year  he  quoted  the 
statistics  of  the  counties  of  Cavan,  Long- 
ford, and  Leitrim  on  that  point.  In 
Oavan  in  1875  the  average  per  pupil  of 
sd&ool  pence  was  U,  Hd,,  and  the  ave- 
zaffe  per  pupil  of  the  total  amount  locally 
sabacribed  was  2«.  6}tf.,  while  in  1876  the 
•ohool  pence  averaged  Is,  llid.f  and  the 
total  amount  locally  subscribed  2«.  10}i., 
showing  a  fair  increase.  In  the  county 
of  Lon^ordin  1875,  U.  S^d.  was  the  ave- 
rage amount  of  school  pence,  .and  2s,  2d, 
the  total  average  amount  locally  sub- 
■cribed;  while  in  1876,  the  average 
amount  of  school  pence  was  2s.  2d.y  and 
the  total  average  sum  locally  subscribed 
df.  Sd,  In  Leitrim  in  1875  the  school 
pence  averaged  Is,  Id,,  and  the  total 
amount  locaUv subscribed  Is,  lid, ,  while 
in  1 876  the  school  pence  averaged  2«.  4d,, 
and  the  total  sum  locally  subscribed 
Zs.4d. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  Dresent;  House  cotmted,  and  40 
MeniDers  being  found  present, 


Snt    MICHAEL    HICKS- BEACH 
continued:   That  increase  was  mainly 
doe  to  the  action  which  had  been  taken 
in  consequence  of  the  fact  that  in  schools 
in  non-contributory  Unions  the  National 
teachers  did  not  receive  the  contingent 
portion  of  the  results-fees  from  the  Ch)- 
Tomment.    The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
bar  for  Kildare  had  asked  the  Govern- 
ment to  adopt  some  system  by  which  the 
teachers  would  not  in  future  be  deprived 
of  those  fees ;  and  in  last  August  he  was 
able  to  undertake  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
venunent  that  for  the  year  1 876-7  the  con- 
tingont  results-fees  uiould  be  given  to 
teachers  of  schools  in  non*contributory 
as  well  as  contributory  Unions,  provided 
thai  an  equivalent  sum  was  raised  from 
some  source  or  another  by  those  who  were 
interested  in  the  schools.    The  effect  of 
that  proviso  had  been  very  satisfactory 
as  &r  as  reffarded  the  increased  income 
of  the  schools  in  non-contributory  Unions 
from  koal  sources.  In  2,698  of  the  3,272 
gfthods  in  non-oontributory  Unions  the 


condiditions  entitling  the  teachers  to  con- 
tingent results-fees  were  fulfilled.  Those 
conditions  were  that  the  local  contribu- 
tions to  a  school  should  equal  Ss,  Ad,  per 
child  per  annimi  of  the  average  attend- 
ance of  the  school,  and  also  at  least  half  the 
amount  of  the  results-fees  which  might 
have  been  granted  to  the  school  under  the 
Act  had  it  Seen  situated  in  a  contributory 
Union.    The  amount  of  the  contingent 
results-fees  thus  paid  to  the  teachers 
of  schools  in  non-contributory  Unions 
was  £22,357.    From  the  Eeport  of  the 
National    Education    Commissioners  it 
would  be  found  that  in  the  schools  of 
those  non-contributory  Unions  the  local 
subscriptions  had  increased  from  £7,582 
in  1875  to  £12,486  in  1876,  and  the 
school  pence  of  the  pupils  from  £23,978 
in  1875  to  £34,984  in  1876.    Since  those 
figures  had  been  arrived  at,  he  believed 
there  had  been  a  still  greater  progress 
in  the  amount  derived  from  those  sources, 
and  especially  in  the  amount  of  the 
school  fees ;  and  what  might  fairly  be 
deduced  from  that  was  that  they  might 
safely  advance  still  further  in  the  re- 
quirement of  aid  from  local  sources  in 
tnat  manner,  and  might  insist  on  such 
a  proviso  as  that  which  he  had  sug- 
gested last  year — namely,  that  in  all 
schools  a  reasonable  payment  not  below 
a  certain  minimum  should  be  required 
from  the  children  receiving  education. 
He  thought,  then,  it  might  be  said  that, 
as  a  whole,  the  system  was  progressing 
satisfactorily  as  reg^arded  the  attendance 
of  the  pupUs,  and  that  a  very  consider- 
able and  proper  increase  had  been  ob- 
tained in  the  payments  to  the  teachers 
during  the  last  year  from  the  source 
from  which  contributions  had  hitherto 
been  so   extremely  deficient.    He  did 
not  wish  to  imply  that  he  was  satis- 
fied with  the  present  position  of  affairs 
in  either  case;    but  he  did  think  it 
was  shown  that  things  were  improving 
and  that  they  might  properly  press  for- 
ward in  the   same   direction,  with  the 
perfect  confidence  that  by  insisting  on 
further  payment  of  fees  for  the  educa* 
tion  of  children  they  would  not  really 
decrease  the  average  attendance.  During 
a  debate  which  occurred  earlier  in  the 
Session,  when  comparisons  were  made 
between  the  number  of  children  examined 
for  results  in  Great  Britain  and  in  Ire- 
land, it  was  stated  that  the  number  of 
attendances   required  for   examination 
for  results  was  less  in  Ireland  than  ia 
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England.  That  was  the  fact.  Bat 
thej  had  now  made  a  step  in  advance  in 
that  matter,  for  whereas  last  year  the 
number  of  attendancesrequired  to  qualify 
a  child  to  be  examined  for  results  was 
90  whole  days,  in  the  present  year — 
1877-8 — the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  had  added  10  more  days, 
bringing  the  number  up  to  100.  He 
hoped  that  before  long  further  progress 
would  be  made  in  that  direction.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  concluded  by  moving 
the  Vote. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  he  was  sony 
that  he  could  not  take  so  sanguine  a 
view  of  the  progress  of  education  in 
Ireland  as  that  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  As  far  as  the  National 
teachers  were  concerned,  matters  were 
retrograding  rather  than  anything  else. 
He  must  protest  against  the  way  in 
the  Irish  Education  Estimates  were 
brought  forward  this  evening.  Full 
notice  ought  to  have  been  given  to  the 
Irish  Members  that  these  Estimates 
would  be  brought  on  this  evening.  It 
was  perfectly  well  known  that  one  of 
the  most  serious  questions  to  be  dis« 
cussed  in  connection  with  these  Esti- 
mates, was  whether  the  system  intro* 
duced  last  year  for  the  purpose  of 
augmenting  the  salaries  of  the  Inah 
National  teachers  ought  to  be  continued 
or  not,  and  he  thought  every  information 
that  could  have  been  given  ought  to  have 
been  given  to  enable  Members  to  debate 
that  question.  The  last  thing  done  last 
night  was  the  laying  on  the  Table  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  of  a  most 
important  communication  on  the  subject 
of  continuing  the  present  system,  and 
perhaps,  lest  he  (Mr.  Meldon)  or  some 
other  Member  might  see  that  communi- 
cation before  these  Estimates  were 
brought  on,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
sent  it  off  to  the  printer. 

Sir  MICHAMi  HICKS -BEACH 
said,  the  correspondence  in  question 
amounted  merely  to  a  recommendation 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Education  to 
the  Treasury,  supported  by  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment, to  continue  for  the  present 
the  system  which  he  had  detailed  to  the 
Committee  with  reference  to  the  accept- 
ance of  voluntary  contributions  in  lieu  of 
the  results-fees  voted  by  the  Ouardians, 
as  entitling  a  school  to  receive  the  con- 
tingent results-fees. 

Mr.  meldon  said,  Irish  Members 
would  have  been  glad  of  the 
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tion  contained  in  tiie 
then  they  might  have  fidily  itiwcnMnil  it 
that  evening.    He  alto  eofm|dauMd  tfa«t 
although  he  had  been  in  oonsteat  ooa- 
munication  with  the  Irish  OAoe  op  to  a 
recent  date,  the  Chief  Saeretaxy  hai 
withheld  from  him  the  sUghtest  fntima- 
tion  of  the  proposals  he  intended  to  bnof 
forward  on  behalf  of  the  Qufenuaet 
The  question  was  whether  tha  ijiCwa 
began  last  year  was  to  be  eomtnxa&L 
He  would,  then,  in  the  first  pbio«»  wmj 
that  the  scheme  did  not  cany  out  ^ 
proposal  of  the  Oovemment  in   1174, 
when  the  National  Teaohers'    Schwis 
was  introduced.    The  National  Teachen 
Bill  of  1875  was  not  suooeaaftiL     It  was 
admitted  in  1874  that  the  salarias  of  the 
teachers  were  insufficieni,  and  the  Go- 
vernment  then   undertook  to    rmmmtf 
the  ^evances.    There   had   been   «a 
addition  made  to  their  class  salariae,  bvi 
the  Government  also  proposed  that  at 
least  a  certain  sum  shoSild  be  alloftod 
to  them,  which  was  to  be  divided 
three  parts.    The  one-third  of  the 
which  they  were  to  earn  by  reanlta  was 
to  be  paid  unconditionally,  and  ih»  odwr 
third  was  to  be  by  the  Oovemment  oa 
condition  that  the  Board  of  Onaidiaas 
supplied  the  other  third.    The  Oiuir- 
dians  had  been  made  to  assent  to  diat 
by  a  rose,  and  to  vote  the  money  for  two 
years.      The   number   of  oontribstocy 
members    in    contributory  Unions  ia 
Ulster,   Munster,    Leinster,    and    Ooo- 
naught  had  fallen  to  one-hidf,  and  that 
showed  that  this  was  wholly  inoperativa. 
Instead  of  Boards  of  Qnardiana  beuig 
willing  to  make  thems^ves   oootnba* 
tones  under  the  Act  of  1876,  thej  w«r« 
actuallv  at  present  refosing  to  pay  Iv 
the    education  of  children  who   wan 
boarded  out  by  them  in  difiEerent  peiti 
of  the  oounti^.     But    assnmiaff  thtt 
this  ^stem    was  sucoesaful,    and  that 
the  teachers  received   soffioient  f«B«- 
neration,    he  still   contended  that  tht 
system  was  most  uniighteous,  aa  it  baU 
out  a  temptation  to  tm  teacher  to  asaki 
false  returns.    He  did  not  aaaert  thai 
the  retnma  were  falsified;   but  it  wn 
wrong  to  put  a  teacher  in  a  posHka  ia 
which   he  was  tempted  to  make  tht 
school  income  mater  than  itraaDy  vaa. 
Nothing  could  be  more  injuriosa  to  aia- 
oation  uian  to  hava  poraona  over  cU- 
dren   untruatworthy.      Owing   to   ^ 
Chief  Seeretaxy  having  aaid  that  tUi 
waa  only  a  tentative  maasara,inoiiayas 
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▼idimtanr  oontributions  had  been  paid 
me  sohoof  fees.   The  restdt  would  be  that 
next  year  this   source   of   emolument 
iroold  be  shut  out  from  the  teachers. 
Then*  again,  a  direct  premium  was  held 
out  under  this  system  for  teachers  not 
to  educate  the  children  as  well  as  they 
ought.      A    teacher,    when  the  result 
fees  were  Tory  low,  would  have  little 
difficulty  in  getting  sufficient  to  entitle 
him  to  the  Uurds,  whereas  a  man  whose 
result   fees   were   larger    would    find 
greater  difficulty  in  that  respect.      It 
waa  inexpedient  that  the  collection  of 
the  fees  should  devolye  on  the  teachers 
ittstnad  of  the  managers.    Hon.  Mem- 
bers would  be  surprised  to  learn  that  all 
that  the  teachers  wanted  was  saiaiy — for 
first-class,  of   whom    there  were  only 
about  200,  £2  per  week;  second-class, 
whidi    composed   the    great    body    of 
teachers,  £l  10*.;  and  third-class,  £1. 
The  teachers  were  getting  further  from 
their  chance   of  getting  Uiis  question 
eetUed,  and  then  what  were  they  to  do 
when  this  system  was  to  be  taken  as  an 
experiment   for   another   year?      The 
Chief  Secretary  had  told  a  deputation 
of  teaehoe  that  they  must  agitate  them- 
eelvea,  but  the  answer  to  that  was  the 
teachers  were  not  allowed  to  take  part 
in  politaos;  and  in  one  case  the  names  of 
two  persons   similar  to    those  of  two 
teachers   in    the    district   which    were 
pointed  out  in  the  Papers  were  forwarded 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Education,  and 
an  In^iector  was  sent  down  to  inquire 
as  to  whether  they  had  attended  the 

S)litical  meeting  on  the  Land  Tenure 
ill.  The  manager  of  the  school  re- 
fused to  allow  the  teachers  to  be  ex- 
amined unless  the  In^>ector  would  give 
the  names  of  their  accusers,  and  this 
waa  refused.  But  what  was  the  result  ? 
Those  two  teachers  were  dismissed,  al- 
though they  had  never  attended  the 
political  meeting.  That  was  a  comment 
upon  the  suggestion  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary that  they  shouldagitate  in  this  matter. 
The  teachers  were  wrong  to  adopt  the 
unrighteous  adrice  given  them  to  agi- 
tate among  the  Quardians;  and  now, 
that  it  had  been  unsucoess^,  some- 
thing ought  to  be  done  to  me^  the 
moderate  demands  of  the  teadiers  this 
Ssssion,  If  no  Bill  could  be  mtroduoed 
this  year,  at  least  some  temporary  al- 
ttra tfm  of  their  condition  mi^t  be 
adopted;  unwilling  Guardians  might  be 
Imed  to  pay  for  the  education  of  Uioee 


children  whose  parents  were  too  poor  to 
pay,  and  the  Guardians  ought  to  be 
made  to  pay  for  the  education  of  chil- 
dren who  were  boarded  out  by  them 
throughout  the  country.  Managers  of 
schools  should  be  encouraged  to  make 
that  local  contribution  as  large  as  pos- 
sible, but  the  two-thirds  grant  should 
not  be  contingent.  He  hoped  that 
the  teachers  would  not  once  more  be 
turned  away  with  nothing  having  been 
done. 

Thb  O'CONOE  don  said,  he  could 
not  concur  in  many  of  the  views  ex- 

Eressed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
er,   either  as  to  the  position  of  the 
teachers  or  the  means  he  suggested  tor 
improving  it.    Parliament  ought  to  be 
careful  not  to  do  anything  to  render 
the  teachers  in  a  greater  degree  than 
they  were  now  the  servants  of  the  State. 
If  anything  were   done  in  Ireland  to 
increase  the  power  of  the  State  over  the 
teachers  and  Inanagers  of  schools,  it 
would  involve  a  great  risk  in  the  way 
of  destroying  their  independence.    No- 
thing was  more  to  be  aeprecated  than 
an  increase    of  the  salaries    of  those 
teachers  wholly,  or  almost  wholly,  out 
of  the  State  funds.    If  the  danger  re- 
ferred to  was  to  be  obviated,  it  could 
only  be  by  some  local  and  voluntary 
payment  towards  the  teachers'  salaries. 
Nor  was  there  anything  new  in  that  sys- 
tem.   Up  to  1870  the  State  payments  to 
schools  in  England  were  entirely  in  pro- 
portion to  the  amount  of  local  oontribu- 
tions, and  even  now,  excepting  in  the 
case  of  the    board  schools,  the    same 
principle  was  followed.    As  to  the  way 
in  which  payment  from  local  sources 
should   be  made,  the  first  proposal  of 
the  Government  was  that  it  should  be 
done  by  means  of  a  rate  levied  by  some 
local  authority ;  but  there  were  strong 
objections  to  ^at  method,  and  it  did 
not  meet  with  a  favourable  reception  in 
Ireland.      The  Government  then  pro- 
posed to  give  a  contribution  from  the 
State  funds,  if  contributions  were  made 
from  local  sources,  either  in  the  form  of 
rates  or    voluntary  subscriptions,   and 
that  was  a  very  fair  proposed.    If  the 
Government  had  not  made  the  contribu- 
tions from  the  State  dependent  on  local 
subscriptions,    the   latter   would   have 
fallen  off  almost  to  nothing.     He  ex- 
messed   his   pleasure  at   hearing   the 
Chief  Secretary  say  there  was  an  mten- 
tion  to  make  the  payment  of  a  small 
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fee  compnlsory.  He  thought  this  would 
tend  to  a  more  regular  attendance  at  the 
schools,  inasmuch  as  parents  would  be 
desirous  of  getting  full  value  for  their 
money. 

Mb.  EERINGTON  pointed  to  several 
items  of  the  Vote,  more  particularly  that 
relating  to  school  sites,  which  he  thought 
required  explanation. 

Captain  NOLAN  said,  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  always  urged  on  the  Govern- 
ment the  importance  of  making  in- 
creased grants  for  primary  education, 
and  he  advocated  the  same  cause  now. 
There  was  no  Church  money  in  Ireland. 
He  pointed  out  that  while  the  oost  of 
education  per  head  in  Ireland  was 
2«.  2id.y  in  England,  where  the  popula- 
tion was  more  compact,  it  was  2$.  \d,^ 
and  in  Scotland,  which  presented  pretty 
much  the  same  conditions  as  Ireland, 
it  was  as  high  as  d«.  Now,  if  Ireland 
were  treated  with  the  same  liberality  as 
England  and  Scotland,  the  grant  now 
asked  for  would  be  increased  by 
£183,000,  which  was  almost  double  the 
amount  required  to  satisfy  the  claims 
of  the  Irish  teachers.  K  tiie  people  of 
Ireland  had  the  management  of  their 
own  affairs,  they  would  put  a  tax  upon 
spirits  and  apply  the  proceeds  to  edu- 
cation. The  present  GK>vemment,  how- 
ever, taxed  spirits  without  giving  the 
people  of  Iroland  any  corresponding 
benefit. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  objected 
to  the  too  great  cheapness  of  popular 
education  just  now  in  Ireland  amongst 
the  working  classes.  Some  means  should 
be  taken  to  make  parents  pay  for  their 
children  more  frequently  than  they  did. 
He  knew  how  the  money  that  should  be 
so  spent  went  on  the  Saturday  evening. 
The  poverty  of  the  country  was  no 
doubt  great,  but  there  was  no  sufficient 
excuse  for  the  high  percentage  of  parents 
who  paid  nothing  at  all.  When  the 
common  school  system  was  introduced 
by  Mr.  Stanley,  afterwards  Lord  Derby, 
it  had  not  been  the  choice  of  the  people. 
It  had  neither  popular  support  nor  the 
support  of  the  landlords.  They  were 
now  in  the  critical  condition  of  making 
compulsory  contributions,  and  at  the 
same  time  imposing  on  the  country  a 
system  with  which  it  had  no  sympamy. 
They  did  not  approve  of  the  present 
system  of  national  education ;  but  they 
preferred  it  to  blank  ignorance.  He 
now  said  to  the  Government,  when  they 

The  (y  Conor  Don 


referred  to  the  small  oontribiitums  by  lbs 
people  and  the  Ghiardians  in  oompanaaB 
with  the  percentage  contributed  by  l^ 
State,  that  the  syvtem  of  education  ol 
the  people  of  Ireland  was  the  State^i 
choice  and  not  that  of  the  Irish  peopk ; 
and  that  if  the  State  forced  its  iijifs 
upon  that  country,  the  peo^e  Umr 
would  say — **Pay  for  it."  Bat  how 
lamentable  was  the  pay  of  the  tmmhmn 
and  the  attendance  at  the  schools !  H» 
deplored  the  present  state  of  tbin^  bet 
nothing  would  bring  it  ri^t  until  eds- 
cation  was  brought  more  into  haxmoay 
with  the  feelings  of  the  people. 

Db.  WABD  referred  to  the  Bmnisf 
the  Eoyal  Commission  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  Model  Schools,  and  stated 
that  the  Commissioners  condcnnned  thoss 
schools,  and  reported  that  no  wan 
money  ought  to  be  expended  npon  thsm. 
That  was  the  unanimous  decision  of  ths 
Commissioners,  and  notwithstandiag 
Uiat,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Iielaaa 
stood  up  in  the  House  and  asked  ths 
Committee  for  the  usual  grant  of  pnblie 
money  for  those  schools.  The  pisswt 
system  of  education  in  Ireland  bed 
destroyed  the  private  schools  in  that 
counti^.  He  considered  that  the  Ink 
Members  had  good  reason  for  eomplsia- 
ing  of  the  course  pursued  by  the  Qkaid 
Secretary.      

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  that  the  as- 
tional  teachers  of  Ireland  had  soa« 
ground  for  feeling  that  the  Chief  Secie- 
tary  would  take  some  means  to  aUerists 
their  position.  The  riffht  hon.  Gentle- 
man's attention  was  cafied  to  this  qoss- 
tion  in  1874,  but  those  teachers  had  le- 
mained  scandalously  underpaid.  Th«f 
were  9,000  of  them,  and  uiej  reeaivBd 
last  year  on  an  average  £31  each,  ia- 
sufficient,  to  his  mind,  for  the  pay  of  n 
ordinary  labourer,  much  less  for  thoss 
who  were  employed  in  instructing.  Us 
salaries  of  the  higher  offioiatt  had 
been  considerably  increased  sinoe  IBTl ; 
whereas  theunfortunate  national  teadMn 
were  obliged  to  go  without  houses,  ssd 
almost  without  bread,  in  many  cases.  t» 

five  to  their  children.  The  hon.  Vstt- 
er  for  Bosoommon  (the  COonor  Doa) 
had  said  that  his  union  had  been  a  «os* 
tributory,  and,  in  his  opinion,  itwsss 
veiy  sound  principle  to  mieourage  locsl 
contributions;  but,  at  the  same  tiasr 
the  Boards  of  Quaidians  wodd  bs 
placed  in  a  flslse  position  if  they  w«« 
to  give  money  over  which  tliqr  bad  v 
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controL  He  hoped  Gbvernment  would 
aeiTer  lory  a  tax  on  the  Irish  people  for 
porpoees  of  education  bo  long  as  the 
edneauon  was  not  such  as  the  people 

^wished. 

Mm.  EINO.HAEMAN  said,  the  dis- 
enasion  had  elidted  the  tolerably  onani- 
moufl  opinion  from  the  Irish  Members 
that  the  question  of  national  education 
in  Ireland  was  one  which  imperativdy 
demanded  attention  at  the  hands  of  the 
Goiremment.  He  (Mr.  King-Harman) 
had  induced  two  unions  to  contribute 
lor  two  years,  but  the  experiment  had 
not  proved  sucoessfbl,  and  he  could  not 
bring  himself  to  ask  them  to  contribute 
kmger.  The  contributory  system  had 
thiiB  proved  a  failure.  It  was  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  the  teachers 
■hoold  be  well  educated,  and  if  that 
was  not  g^erally  the  case,  the  House 
would  remember  that  they  were  poorly 
p^d  and  that  no  provision  was  made 
for  their  old  age.  He  trusted  that  during 
the  Beoees  the  Government  would  con- 
sider the  propriety  of  appointing  a 
Committee,  or  a  Commission,  to  inquire 
into  the  position  of  the  Irish  national 
teachers. 

Mb.  QBAT  said,  the  simi  for  secre- 
taries' salaries  for  1877-8  was  £1,600,  the 
aune  as  in  the  previous  year.  A  finan- 
cial assistant  secretary  had  been  added 
at  £660  a-year :  what  were  his  exact 
duties  ?  The  office  of  Clerk  of  Accotmts 
at  £650  apneared  to  have  been  abolished. 
Hitherto  tne  rule  had  been  that  there 
should  be  two  secretaries,  a  Protestant 
and  a  Catholic,  equal  in  salary  and  equal 
in  position.  But  though  it  was  under- 
stood that  some  great  changes  were 
being  made  during  the  past  year,  espe- 
cially in  the  secretariat  depaitment,  the 
proceeding  of  the  Natiomu  Board  were 
shrouded  m  mystery,  and  he  wished  to 
know  what  the  exact  nature  of  those 
change  were. 

Ma.  BICJOAB  advocated  an  increase 
of  pay  to  teachers,  especially  in  poorer 
districts,  where  there  were  no  voluntary 
contributions. 

8n  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
with  regard  to  the  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  lipperary  (Mr.  Gray), 
theae  Estimates  were  framed  before  the 
ehangee  in  the  staff  of  the  National  Boud 
were  agreed  on,  and  therefore  did  not 
eoReetly  represent  the  final  settlement. 
During  last  summer  a  good  deal  of  cor- 
respondence passed  b^een  the  Com- 


missioners of  National  Education  and 
the  Treasury  upon  the  manner  in  which 
the  duties  of  the  secretaries  of  the  Na- 
tional Board  were  performed,  and  espe- 
cially those  duties  which  related  to 
financial  matters.  After  careful  inquiry 
it  was  thought  better  to  re-organize  the 
secretariat  department,  which  formerly 
oondsted  of  two  secretaries  and  a  clerk 
in  charee  of  accounts.  The  senior  secre- 
tary had  retired  and  his  place  had  been 
taken  by  his  colleague  at  an  increased 
salary  of  £1,000  a-year,  while  another 
secretary  had  been  appointed  at  £800. 
The  derk  in  charge  of  accounts  had 
been  replaced  by  a  gentleman  holding  a 
hiffher  official  position,  though  not  re- 
ceiving a  higher  salary,  as  assistant 
secretary.  These  changes  were  unani- 
mously agreed  to  by  the  Board  of  Edu- 
cation, and  he  was  confident  would 
conduce  to  increased  efficiency.  With 
regard  to  Model  Schools,  he  believed 
they  had  been  doing  a  good  work, 
aitiiough  he  admitted  that  there  were 
some  points  on  which  they  might  be 
altered  with  advantage.  To  some  extent 
Uiey  had  departed  from  the  original 
intention  of  being  model  elementary 
schools.  Education  of  a  higher  kind 
was  now  given  in  many  of  them,  and  to 
the  child^n  of  parents  holding  a  very 
good  position  in  socieiy.  But,  as  ap- 
peared from  the  Estimates  and  from  the 
uuBt  Eeport  of  the  National  Board,  the 
fees  in  tne  Model  Schools  had  been  con- 
siderably increased,  with  the  view  of 
checking  any  abuse  of  this  kind.  But 
the  question  whether  the  Model  Schools 
ought  to  be  maintained  or  not  was 
one  of  too  much  mag^tude  to  be  dis- 
cussed upon  this  Vote.  With  regard 
to  the  position  of  the  national  teacbers 
in  Ireland,  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
dare  (Mr.  Meldon)  had  not  dealt  quite 
fairlv  with  the  Oovemment  for  what 
had  been  done.  I£  he  had  thought  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  not 
aware  of  the  intention  to  continue  the 
present  system  for  another  year,  he 
should  have  been  hanpy  to  pve  him 
information  on  the  subject.  But  some 
time  agpo  the  Coomiissioners  of  National 
Education  in  Ireland  were  unofficially 
informed  of  the  fact,  and  they  had  com- 
municated it  to  the  national  teachers 
generally ;  so  there  was  really  nothing 
to  conceal  in  the  matter.  No  doubt  the 
Teachers  Act  of  1875  had  not 
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succeeded  to  the  extent  to  wliich  they 
wished;  but  why?  Not  because  the 
Qt)Ternment  had  failed  to  do  their  part ; 
but  because  the  Guardians  in  many  of 
the  Poor  Law  Unions  had  dedined  to 
perform  theirs.  Yet  all  that  was  asked 
by  way  of  local  contributions  amounted 
to  a  sum  not  exceeding  the  ordinary 
small  fees  which  ought  nearly  always  to 
be  paid  by  children  for  the  education 
they  received.  They  did  not  ask,  or 
expect,  at  present  any  large  amount 
from  this  source ;  but  it  was  only  right 
in  the  interest  of  the  children  and  their 
parents  that  the  education  received 
should  be  paid  for.  To  a  great  extent 
it  would  then  be  more  valued. 

Oaptain  NOLAN  called  attention  to 
the  increasing  grants  that  were  being 
made  to  England  and  Scotland  in  com- 
parison wim  those  for  Lreland.  This 
year  was  worst  of  all,  for  there  was  no 
increase  for  Ireland,  while  in  the  Edu- 
cation Vote  for  England  there  was  an 
increase  of  £203,744,  andof  £50,555in 
that  for  Scotland.  The  totals  since  1 874, 
when  the  present  Oovemment  came  into 
office,  were  an  increase  for  education  of 
£103,000  for  Lreland,  £600,000  for  Eng- 
land, and  £321,000  for  Scotland. 

Mk.  DICKSON  observed  that  Unions 
in  Ulster  only  contributed  for  a  short 
time,  and  it  was  only  by  the  teachers 
personally  canvassing  the  Guardians  that 
they  obtained  any  contributions  from 
them. 

Mb.  MELDON  regretted  that  the 
Gt)vernment  had  not  acceded  to  his  pro- 
posal for  improving  the  position  of  the 
national  teachers  in  Ireland,  and  it  would 
therefore  become  his  duty,  should  he 
obtain  an  opportunity  this  Session,  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  House  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Irish  teachers  had 
been  treated. 

Mb.  COGAN  expressed  a  hope  that 
some  alteration  would  be  made  with  re- 
gard to  training  schools  for  teachers, 
which  would  cause  the  people  of  Ire- 
land to  have  greater  ooimdenoe  in  the 
system. 

Mb.  PABNELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  to  explain  why  Scot- 
land, with  only  half  the  number  of  in- 
habitants, should  have  twice  as  much 
for  education  as  Ireland? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICEB- BEACH 
said,  that  some  arrangement  was  about  to 
be  made  in  lieu  of  tiie  old  chime  for 
poundage  in  this  Vote,  by  whidi  the 

Sir  Michael  JEKeii-Beach 


salaries  of  teachers  would  be  paid  to 
them  without  expense  or  deductKm.  As 
to  the  alleged  dififorenoe  in  the  gnat 
for  Scotch  and  Irish  education,  for  omsj 
years  the  Irish  Education  Prfrtamatw 
were  proportionately  much  larnr  in 
amount  than  the  English  and  Sooleb 
Votes ;  and,  although  the  latter  baii 
increased  of  late  years,  the  questiaa  wais, 
what  sum  was  really  needed  in  «aeb 
country  for  education.  It  muoi  also  be 
remembered  that  the  English  and  Sooteh 
Votes  were  supplemented  by  volontaiy 
subscriptions  to  an  extent  qtiite  in- 
known  in  Ireland. 

Vote  a^rssd  to. 

(3.)  £20,028,  to  complete  the  eiun  tor 
the  Cliief  Secretary  for  Ireland's  OfBcca. 

Mb.  butt  asked,  whether  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  read  the  reoommendmliom 
of  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries,  and  was 
prepared  to  act  upon  them  ? 

Sm  MICHAETi  HICKS -BEACH 
said,  that  he  had  considered  the  reoom* 
mendations  made  in  regard  to  the  Irish 
fisheries,  and  had  been  in  oommunicalioa 
with  the  Admiralty  and  the  Treamaj 
upon  them.  It  might  be  poeeible  to 
take  some  steps  with  a  view  to  bett«r 
supervision  and  care  of  the  oyster  bedi 
on  the  coast  of  Ireland,  and  if  that  wock 
were  added  to  the  duties  of  the  |»reseiii 
Inspectors,  there  would  be  greater  neces- 
sity than  at  the  present  time  for  devoting 
a  steamboat  or  cutter  solely  to  their  ser- 
vice. With  regard  to  the  loans  made 
from  the  Beproductive  Loan  Fand«  th^y 
had,  according  to  the  Beports  of  the  In- 
spectors of  Fineries,  been  punctoally 
repaid ;  but  it  was  not  certain  that  they 
had  all  been  applied  to  the  purposes  for 
which  they  had  been  made. 

In  reply  to  Captain  Nolah, 
Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  that  some  difficulty  had  been  felt 
in  Ireland  in  providing  aooommodatioo 
for  lunatics,  the  existing  asylums  hariag 
proved  insufficient,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  on  the  point  of  issuing  s 
Departmental  Commission,  with  the  ob- 
ject, among  other  things,  of  asoertaininf 
whether  any  of  the  workhouses  could  U 
used  as  idiot  asylums. 

Yote  a^$0d  U. 

(4.)  £800,  to  eomplete  the  sun  ftr 
the  Boundaiy  Survey,  Xrelandy  syrwtf  U* 
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(5.)  £1,485,  to  oomplete  the  ram  for 
the  Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests 
Office,  Ireland,  agreed  to, 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 


**Thai  a  nun,  not  exceeding  £95,184,  be 
snnted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
oeamrj  to  delray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
oooiBe  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
»  31st  day  of  March  1878,  for  the  Salaries 
miui  Ezpeoiea  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
~      IrvUnd." 


Mb.  OBAY  drew  attention  to  ihe 
aalariee  paid  to  the  Oommissioners.  The 
Vice  President  was  paid  £2,000,  and 
the  Oommissioners  £1,200  eiach.  He 
aaked  the  Ohief  Seoretair,  if  he  would 
inform  the  Oommittee  what  were  the 
particular  duties  and  functions  of  the 
Commissioners  ? 

8iK  MIOHAEL  HIOES-BEAOH 
said,  the  Commissioner  to  whom  the 
hon«  Member  seemed  particularly  to 
refer  was  well-known  to  many  hon. 
Members,  and  formerly  had  a  seat  in 
the  House;  but  he  was  unable  to  say 
at  the  moment  what  the  particular  du- 
ties of  his  office  were. 

Ma.  MELDON  moved  that  the  Vote 
be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £2,000,  the 
■alary  of  the  Y ice  President  of  the  Board, 
contending  that  there  was  no  more  un- 
popular body  in  Ireland  than  the  Local 
OoTemment  Board,  because  of  their 
arbitrary  conduct  towards  the  local 
authorities.  Owing  to  their  action  with 
reference  to  the  appointment  of  medical 
officers,  the  Pubbo  Health  Act  of  1874 
had  turned  out  to  be  an  entire  failure. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  titm,  not  ezoeediag  £92,184,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  oomplete  the  sum 
neceasary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  wiU  come 
in  ooarte  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  aist  day  of  March  1878.  for  the  Sakriea 
and  Ezpenaas  of  the  Local  GortnimtBt  Board 
in  Ireland.'*— (Ifr.  Mildon.) 

Mm.  PAKNELL  said  the  increase  in 
this  Vote  was  entirely  due  to  the  aug- 
mentation of  the  salaries  of  the  higher 
officials  in  the  chief  offices. 

Dm.  WARD  remarked  that  the  car- 
rying out  of  the  sanitaiy  laws  in  Ireland 
was  a  mere  farce,  owiuK  to  the  miserable 
salaries  j>aid  to  the  medical  officers. 

Mm.  GRAY  said,  the  Local  Oorwn- 
ment  Board  was  one  of  tha  greatest 
shams  in  Ireland.    Hon.  MtmbM 


apt  to  think  that  the  Irish  Board  was 
a  similar  Board  to  the  English  Board ; 
but  while,  in  England,  the  Board  was 
composed  of  a  number  of  gentlemen  en- 
joying the  confidence  of  the  country, 
and  had  a  BepresentatiTe  in  the  House, 
the  Irish  Board  was  not  represented. 
In  Ireland  there  were  three  Poor  Law 
Oommissioners,  who,  by  the  stroke  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  were  converted  into 
a  Local  Oovemment  Board,  and  to  these 
were  added  the  Ohief  Seoretaiy  and 
Under  Secretary.  Of  these,  the  last  had 
absolutely  nothing  to  do ;  and  the  func- 
tion of  the  Ohief  becretaiy  in  cozmection 
with  the  Board  was  confined  to  answer- 
ing Questions  in  the  House.  The  other 
night  the  Oovemment  expressed  a  deter- 
mina^on  not  to  support  sinecure  offices 
— here  was  an  opportunity  of  canring 
out  that  policy.  The  only  worming 
member  ox  the  Board  was  Sir  Alfred 
Power. 

Sir  MIOHAEL  HIOEB  -  BEAOH 
denied  that  the  Irish  Local  Gbvemment 
Board  was  a  sham,  as  it  had  been  called 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperaiy  (Mr. 
Oray).  He  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
did  not  pretend,  as  President  of  the 
Board,  to  take  any  active  part  in  the  or- 
dinary details  of  its  administration,  but 
Sir  Alfred  Power  referred  all  questions 
of  policy  to  him.  Both  the  English  and 
Irish  Local  Oovemment  Boards  per- 
formed corresponding  duties ;  but  he 
did  not  see  how  the  Irish  Board  could 
be  described  as  more  arbitrary  than  the 
English.  The  difference  between  the 
two  was,  that  the  Irish  Board  really 
.existed  as  a  Board,  whilst  the  English 
consisted,  as  all  knew,  of  the  President 
alone.  The  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
was  suppoiiing  the  omission  o£  the 
salary  ox  the  very  member  who,  he 
said,  did  all  the  work.  More  than  three 
years'  official  connection  with  Sir  Alfred 
Power  had  eonvinoed  him  that  there 
WAS  no  Oivil  servant  more  able  or 
more  devoted  to  the  Public  Service, 
and  he  oould  not  coaoeive  anyone 
acquainted  with  the  duties  he  per- 
formed, seriously  objectinR  to  the  pay- 
ment <^  his  salaiy.  With  referenoe  to 
what  had  been  said  as  to  the  inadequate 
pay  of  the  medical  officers,  he  would 
remind  the  Oommittee  that  on  this  head 
there  was  an  increase  in  the  Vote  of 
£1,250,  and  a  oonsiderable  increase  in 
respect  of  the  important  item  of  vac- 
oiamtion* 
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Mb.  MELDON  acknowledged  the 
force  of  what  the  right  hon.  G^tleman 
had  said,  and  asked  leave  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment.  As  it  was  the  principle, 
and  not  the  individual,  they  wished  to 
protest  against,  he  hoped,  however,  some 
other  Member  would  move  the  reduction 
of  another  portion  of  the  Vote. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  it  was  the  general 
opinion  that  the  Local  Gt>vemment  Board 
in  Ireland  worked  badly,  and  that  Sir 
Alfred  Power  was  a  dictator.  He 
should  like  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  by  the  amount  of  the  salary  of 
some  of  the  officials  who  did  nothing. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  BAMSAY  said,  that  the  Trea- 
sury ought  to  have  proposed  even  a 
larger  reduction.  There  were  included 
salaries  for  the  schoolmasters  and  mis- 
tresses in  Ireland.  It  would  be  well  if 
the  simis  voted  for  the  education  of 
pauper  children  could  be  included  in  the 
Education  Estimates. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Mb.  GEAY  moved— 

"That  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  the  som  of 
£1,200,  for  the  salary  of  the  Hon.  Mr.  Bellew, 
one  of  the  Commissioners." 

Following  at  some  distance  the  example 
of  the  Government  in  reducing  the  nimi- 
ber  of  sinecures,  he  hoped  to  have  their 
support.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  not  denied  that  this 
official  did  nothing  for  his  salary.  He 
did  nothing  but  write  a  few  letters,  and 
he  challenged  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
to  contradict  that  statement.  * 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £98,984,  be 
granted  to  Her  Maieety,  to  comi^ete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1878,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  Ireland."— (JTr.  Gray.) 

Oaftain  NOLAN  wished  to  say  that 
many  items  might  also  be  induded  in 
the  English  Education  Yote. 

Mb.  butt  hoped  that  something 
would  be  done  to  re-consider  the  state 
of  this  Department. 

Question  put. 

The  Oommittee  divided:  —  Ayes  34 ; 
Noes  156 :  Majority  122.— (Diy.  list, 
No.  231.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Besolutions  to  be  reported 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 


Oommittee  to  sit  again 
Two  of  the  clock. 


Jb-M0rr0v,  at 


POST  OFFICE  MONEY  ORDERS  BILL. 

{Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Lord  John  Mmmmtrs,) 

[bill  212.]      SBOOND  BSADIHO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNEBS  moved  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  facilitate  the 
transmission  of  money  through  the  post 
by  means  of  postal  notes. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aeoond 
time." — {Lord  John  Manners.) 

8m  JOHN  LUBBOCK  objected  to  a 
measure  of  so  novel  and  important  a 
character  being  proceeded  with  at  one 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  when  there  was 
nobody  present  to  discuss  it.  He  mored 
the  Adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned" 
— {Sir  John  Zuhhoek.) 

Mb.  0.  B.  DENISON  supported  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  decLEtfinff  that 
the  Bill,  if  passed,  would  upset  afi  the 
legislation  on  which  the  Bank  of  Eng* 
land  rested,  and  allow  postage  notes  ol 
any  yalue  under  £5  to  circulate  from, 
hand  to  hand,  guaranteed  by  all  the  se- 
curity which  the  State  had  to  offer. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER assented  to  the  Adjournment  of 
the  Debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

GAME  LAWS  (SCOTLAND)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— [Box  2M.] 
(Mr.  M'Lagan,  Sir  WiUimm  SUrUmf  Mmxm^ 
Sir  Edward  Cokbrook$,  Mr.  Johm  Maitlemd,) 

COKSmSEATIOH    OF    LOBDb'    AlCEVDlCIJm. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjouned 
Debate  on  Question  [9th  Julyl  '*ThtX 
the  Amendments  made  b  j  the  Lords  to 
the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  oonsiden- 
tion." 

Debate  resumed, 

Sm  ALEXANDER  GORDON  itid, 
that  ohanges  had  been  made  in  tiit 
measure  b j  the  House  of  Lordsr  bj 
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"whidh  the  entire  scope  of  the  BiU  bad 
been  altered.  When  the  Bill  left  this 
House  the  sole  right  to  the  game  was 
▼ested  in  the  tenant,  as  it  was  in  Eng- 
land ;  but  now,  as  ttie  Bill  came  bade 
to  them,  the  sole  right  to  the  game  was 
the  landlord's,  by  presumption  of  law. 
He  complained  of  that  alteration,  and 
wished  to  know  why  Scotland  was  to  be 
debarred  from  a  privilege  which  had 
been  g^Tcn  to  England  in  the  year  1831  ? 
As  the  BiU  now  stood,  it  would  be  very 
easy  to  erade  it.  Another  change  of 
aome  importance  in  the  BiU  was  the 
striking^  out  of  that  part  of  the  4th 
clause  relating  to  game  harboured  on 
the  estates  of  the  lessor. 

Mb.  BPEAKEB  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  have  an  opportunity  of 
speaking  to  the  Amendments  as  they 
arose. 

But  ALEXANDER  QOBDON  mored 
to  disagree  with  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments. 

Ha.  M'LAOAN  urged  that  the  Amend- 
ments made  by  the  other  House  made 
no  practical  difference. 

Ska  GRAHAM  MONTGOMERY 
thought  that  the  alterations  would  not 
affect  the  BiU,  and  he  was  prepared  to 
support  them. 

Motion  nsgatived. 

Lords  Amendments  agreed  to,  as  far 
as  the  Amendment,  in  page  2,  line  22. 

Amendment,  in  page  2,  line  25,  to 
leave  out  from  the  wora  "  game,"  to  the 
word  "in,"  in  line  26,  and  insert  the 
words  "to  which  the  lessor  may  hare 
reserred  or  retained  the  sole  riffht,"  the 
next  Amendment,  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." 

Sa  ALEXANDER  GORDON  moved 
the  rejection  of  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  mark  STEWART  seconded 
the  Motion. 

Ma.  M*LAGAN  defended  the  altera- 
tions which  had  been  made  in  the  BiU, 
and  pointed  out  that  it  had  only  been 
changed  back  to  what  reaUy  was  its 
original  form. 

Question  put. 

The  House  (MruW:— Ayes  68  ;  Noes 
8 ;  Majority  60.— (Div.  List,  No.  232.) 


Subsequent  Amendments  agreed  tOf 
with  Amendments,  and  with  a  Conse^ 
quential  Amendment  to  the  BiU. 

Home  a4ioamed  at  Two  o'dodk. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 

Fi^day,  13M  July,  1877. 

MINUTESj— Public  Biua— Second  Rtadtng" 
Foifeitare  Relief*  (20),  di$eharged ;  General 
Police  and  ImproTement  (Scotland)  Provi- 
aional  Order  Confirmation  (Leith) «  (137); 
Saint  Ste^en'0  Green  (Dublin)  *  (134^. 

CbffMnt^^M— UniTersititiee  of  Oxiord  ana  Cam- 
bridge {rt'Oomm,)  (138-186). 

Comm%tte0-^R«pori — Local  Grovemment  Provi- 
flional  Order  (Sewage)  •  (136) ;  General  Police 
and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (Glasgow)  •  (186) ;  Colonial  For- 
tificationB*(188). 

Ssport — Local  Government  Board's  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Artisans  and  Labourers 
Dwellings)  •  (189). 

SOCIETT  OP  THE  HOLT  CROSS. 

0B8KBVATI0N. 

LoBD  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
announced  that  the  Rev.  E.  Hermann 
Cross — to  whose  appointment  by  the 
Lord  ChanceUor  to  St.  Michael's,  Lewes, 
he  had  cidled  attention  a  few  days  back 
— ^had  severed  his  oozmection  with  the 
Society  of  Uie  Holy  Cross,  and  desired, 
on  behalf  of  the  parishioners  of  St. 
Michael's,  to  thank  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  ti^e  Bishop  of  Chichester  for  having 
used  their  influence  to  this  desirable 
end. 

UNTVEESITIES  OP  OXPORD  AND  CAM- 
BRIDGE BILL— (Noe.  114,  188.) 
(7^  Morque9$  of  8aUth%try.) 

coMMirrEE    (on    be  -  coicmitment). 

House  in  Committee  (on  Re*commit- 
ment),  according  to  Order. 

Preliminary, 
Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Commiaioneri. 
Clauses  3  to  6  agreed  to,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

Duration:  Proeeedinge. 
dauses  7  to  10  agreed  to,  with  Amend* 
ments. 
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Siaiuieifor  Uhiv&riiHet  and  OMegm. 

Olanses  1 1  to  14  agreed  to,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

Clause-  15  (Pttmsion  for  education, 
religion,  &o.) 

Eabl  GEANVTLLE  rose  to  move  the 
addition  of  the  words — 

"And  that  they  (the  CornxnisdoDen)  shall 
make  or  oontinne  such  provision  as  the^  think 
necessary  for  the  purposes  of  religious  instruc- 
tion and  worship  in  the  University  or  College ; 
and  after  making  such  provision  they  shall,  as 
regards  all  University  or  College  emoluments  or 
offices,  have  regard  to  the  insuring,  and  shall 
make  such  statutes  as  are  necessary  for  the  in- 
suring the  same  being  conferred  according  to 
personal  merit  and  fitness ;  and  (except  in  so  far 
as  is  requisite  for  the  purposes  of  religious  in- 
struction and  worship)  none  of  the  testis,  condi- 
tions, or  obligations  referred  to  in  the  third 
section  of  the  Universities  Tests  Act,  1871,  or 
in  the  provisoes  thereto,  shall  be  imposed  or  con- 
tinued as  part  of  the  conditions  of  eligibility  to 
or  of  tenure  of  any  University  or  College  emcdu- 
ment  or  office.*' 

This  Amendment  was  the  same  as  that 
which  he  proposed  last  year,  and  which 
was  then  rejected.  The  numbers  of  the 
division  on  that  occasion,  however,  com- 
pared with  the  normal  majority  which 
generally  supported  the  Government, 
showed  that  his  proposal  was  not  viewed 
with  great  disfavour  by  the  House ;  and 
although  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  who  then  had,  as  now, 
charge  of  the  BUI,  took  high  ground  in 
objecting  to  the  whole  of  the  proposal  to 
remove  derical  restrictions,  he  proposed 
and  carried  at  a  subsequent  stage  of  the 
Bill  an  Amendment  which  he  claimed  to 
be  considered  as  a  partial  concession  to 
his  (Earl  Granville's)  views.  The  sta- 
tistics connected  with  the  clerical  Fel- 
lowships were  somewhat  complicated 
as  regarded  both  Universities,  and  he 
should  not  refer  to  them  further  than 
was  necessary  to  explain  his  case.  At 
Cambridge  there  were,  in*  one  sense  of 
the  word,  only  13  Clerical  Fellowships — 
Fellowships  to  which  from  the  first 
clergymen  alone  were  eligible.  But 
there  were  52  Fellowships  which  must 
be  held  by  clergymen;  the  difference 
being  that  the  13  were  definite  Fellow- 
ships, not  liberated  by  any  number  of 
other  Fellowships  being  held  by  clergy- 
men. But,  beyond  the  52,  the  vast  ma- 
jority of  Fellowships  were  subject  to 
clerical  restrictions.  He  was  told — but 
he  spoke  subject  to  the  correction  of  the 
noble  Duke  the  Chancellor  of  the  XTni- 


versity  of  Oambridge— that  there  were 
350  Fellowships  at  Cambridge,  of  which 
62  were  clerical,  99  open,  16  lay,  and  183 
neither  clerical  nor  strictly  open,  but 
<^pen  Fdilowships,  the  tenure  of  which 
was  limited  by  a  clerical  privilege.    In 
short,   at   Cambridge  there  were    115 
Fellowships  not  subject  to  clerical  re- 
rtrictions,  and  235  subject  to  them.    At 
Oxford  the  case  was  this — There  were 
nine  Clerical  Fellowships  at  Queens',  at 
Lincoln  they  were  all  so  but  two,  at 
Brasenose  there  were  six ;  at  St.  John's, 
and  some  others,  only  one-third  might 
be  held  by  lajrmen ;  at  Christ  Church, 
out  of  26  forming  the  Governing  Body, 
only  seven  could  be  laymen.      There 
were  in  Oxford  116  clerical  Fellowships, 
with  a  larger  number  affected  by  clerical 
restrictions.    There  were  three  ways  in 
which  the  Clerical  Fellowships  to  which 
he  had  adverted  worked.    Ld  the  first 
place,  there  were  those  to  whieh  only 
men  who  were  already  in  Holy  Orders 
could  be  elected.  This,  of  course,  greatly 
limited  competition ;  because,  as  a  rule, 
men  were  elected  to  Fellowships  at  an 
earli^  age  than  it  was  competent  for 
them   to  enter  into    Orders.      In  the 
second  place,  there  were  Fellowships  to 
which  candidates  might  be  elected  who, 
although  not  in  Orders,  made  a  declara- 
tion of  their  intention  to  take  Holy  Orders. 
This  was  a  premium  on  making  such  de- 
clarations,   limiting   competition    in   a 
considerable  but  less  degree  than  the 
first.    In  the  third  place,  men  might  be 
elected  to  Fellowships  which  were  va- 
cated if  the  holder  did  not  take  Orders 
within,  say,  three  or  some  other  limited 
number  of  years.    This  limited  the  com- 
petition without  ensuring  that  the  man 
elected  should  go  into  oiders.  An  abuse 
arose  out  of  it,  popularly  called  "  going 
in  on  the  three  years'  sjrstem."    The 
question  to  which  he  wished  to  draw  the 
attention  of  their  Lordships  was  this : — 
Were  the  Clerical  Headships  and  Clerical 
Fellowships  advantageous  to  the  Fellow 
himself,  to  the  College,  to  the  Church  of 
England,  or  to  the  community  at  lai^  ? 
He  believed  they  were  not.  As  regarded 
the  young  man  who  was  a  candidate  for 
the    Fellowship,  it  was  absolutely  in- 
jurious.     A  pecuniary  temptation  was 
offered  to  him  to  accept  with  indifference 
a  test  which  ought  to  be  accepted  only 
after  long  and  due  considerraon — the 
important  step  of  devoting  themselves 
to  the  Christian  ministry— and,  while  it 
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acted  as  a  fi«Mf-bribe  to  Bomoi  it  acted 
as  a  diaoouragement  to  others  who  were 
more  acrapulons.  They  dreaded  the 
imputation  of  haying  been  influenced 
by  the  temptation  of  a  Fellowahip 
easily  obtained,  and  they  mistrusted 
their  own  motives  in  becoming  a  candi- 
date. These  conditions  were  injurious 
to  the  Colleges,  because  they  narrowed 
their  power  of  selecting  the  best  men 
for  teachers.  When  he  spoke  on  this 
point  on  the  second  reading,  some  Mem- 
bers of  the  Episcopal  Bench  deprecated 
the  notion  that  Clerical  Fellowships  were 
in  any  degree  inferior  to  Lay  Fellows. 
He  was  not  able  to  g^ve  any  opinion  as 
to  how  the  case  might  be  now  ;  but  that 
that  should  be  a  normal  rule  appeared 
to  be  impossible.  Was  it  likely  tnat  in 
the  long  run  men  who  beat  only  a  limited 
number  of  competitors  should  be  equal 
to  those  who  nad  beaten  the  whole 
world  ?  It  was  notorious  that  many  of 
our  most  able  scholars  had  been  pre- 
cluded from  offering  themselves  as  can- 
didates by  these  clerical  restrictions.  He 
was  told  that,  on  an  average,  where 
four  or  five  competed  for  a  Clerical  Fel- 
lowship, 18  or  20  competed  for  one  which 
was  open.  As  to  Headships,  it  was  often 
most  mjurious.  There  were  not  unfre- 
quently  more  than  one  man  who  were 
pre-eminent  in  merit,  who  were  passed 
over,  when  a  much  inferior  candidate 
was  by  that  rule  necessarily  chosen  for 
a  position  which  ought  to  have  great 
influence  both  on  the  CoUege  and  the 
University.  As  to  the  advantage  which 
the  Chumh  of  England  derived  from 
the  system,  he  had  only  to  repeat  what 
he  had  alreadv  said  as  to  the  encourage- 
ment which  that  system  gave  to  the  m- 
different  prematurely  to  enter  a  holy 
profession,  and  the  discouragement 
which  it  placed  upon  some  of  the  most 
Bcmpulous  and  conscientious.  It  might 
be  said  that  if  they  abolished  these 
Clerical  Fellowships,  there  would  not  be 
a  sufficient  supply  of  candidates  for 
Orders.  But  the  right  rev.  Prelate  who 
presided  over  the  diocese  of  Oxford  gave 
nis  opinion  last  year  that  the  number 
of  candidates  for  Holy  Orders  would  not 
be  diminished  at  all  by  such  a  proceed- 
ing. As  to  the  community  at  larse,  was 
it  not  desirable,  while  they  provided  for 
due  religious  instruction  on  me  one  hand, 
that  they  should  endeavour,  on  the  other, 
to  obtain  the  best  men  possible  for  the 
government  and  teaching  of  the  Univer- 


nties?  And  whereas  it  was  desirable 
for  the  conmiunity  at  large,  as  well  as 
i(xt  the  Universities  themselves,  that 
these  important  institutions  should  be  of 
a  national  character,  did  they  contri- 
bute to  that  end,  when  they  reserved 
more  than  one-half  of  the  prizes  for  a 
limited  class  of  one  denomination,  exclud- 
ing all  the  laity  of  that  great  deno- 
mination and  the  whole  of  those  who 
did  not  conform  to  the  doctrines  of 
the  Churcdi  of  England?  What  were 
the  arguments  against  his  proposal? 
The  argument  held  last  year  by  the 
noble  Marquess  in  charge  of  the  Bill — 
but  which  he  was  not  aware  was  held  by 
any  other  Member  of  the  Gbvemment — 
was  that  the  present  system  was  good 
in  itself,  because  it  was  necessary  to 
check  the  progress  of  atheism  in  the 
University.  [The  Marouess  of  Salisbuby 
dissented.]  The  noble  Marquess  dis- 
carded the  argument  of  its  being  ad- 
vantageous to  the  Church  of  England ; 
he  stated  it  was  necessary  in  the 
cause  of  religion  itself.  Now,  if  that 
argument  was  sound,  in  order  to  be  con- 
sistent with  it,  instead  of  at  a  subsequent 
stage  giving  up  the  Headships  of  Col- 
leges, as  he  had  since  done,  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  the  Commissioners,  the  noble 
Marquess  ought  rather  to  have  saved 
the  Clerical  Fellows  from  the  possibility 
of  being  tampered  with  by  that  body. 
But  was  the  argument  sound  ?  Had  it 
never  been  used  before  ?  When  it  was 
proposed  some  years  ago  to  relieve  young 
men  of  16,  17,  and  18  years  of  age  from 
the  necessity  of  pledging  their  udth  in 
the  most  solemn  manner  to  the  compli- 
cated theological  details  of  the  Thirty- 
nine  Articles,  was  it  not  urged  that  such 
a  relief  would  at  once  introduce  atheism 
into  the  University  ?  Could  anyone  say 
that,  whatever  might  be  the  freedom  of 
religious  discussion  at  the  Universities 
at  the  present  time,  atheism  had  been 
in  the  least  promoted  by  the  admission 
of  Nonconformists  to  them  ?  He  was 
told  on  the  highest  authority  that  that 
was  not  the  case.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  fr^ethinking  had  increased  in  the 
University  of  Oxford,  could  it  be  denied 
that  increase  had  been  coincident  with 
that  extension  and  development  of  cle- 
rical degrees  which  had  occurred  during 
the  last  quarter  of  a  century  ?  If  the 
evil  existed,  the  remedy  in  new  and 
greater  doses  had  not  proved  to  be  effi- 
cacious. He  was  not  one  who  was  ready 
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to  admit  that  all  sinoere,  moral,  and  re* 
ligious  feeling  was  monopolized  by  the 
Olergy,  however  estimable  that  profes- 
sion might  be.  There  was  one  con- 
sideration with  regard  to  the  Olerical 
Fellows,  and  the  moral  and  religious 
influence  which  they  might  be  supposed 
to  exercise  from  being  on  the  Goyeming 
Body  of  the  Colleges,  which  ought  not  to 
be  overlooked.  They  were  not,  as  a  rule, 
clergymen  who  had  training  in  the 
practical  work  of  their  profession.  They 
had  not  the  experience  of  men  and 
things,  looking  at  them  from  a  relieious 
point  of  view,  which  clergymen  holding 
cures  in  London,  in  our  provincial  towns, 
and  some  of  the  larg^  rural  parishes  had. 
A  portion  of  them  laboured,  often  un- 
justly, under  the  imputation  of  having 
yielded  to  the  pecuniary  temptation 
offered  by  the  Fellowships  to  enter  into 
Holy  Orders.  Others  were  more  frdl  of 
questions  of  dogma  than  of  practical 
religious  and  moral  life.  Some  were 
apt  to  attach  great  and  undue  import- 
ance to  the  ri^ts  and  obligations  of  the 
priesthood — a  state  of  Uiings  which 
tended  to  repel  rather  than  attract  a 
large  proportion  of  the  Undergraduates; 
while  it,  perhaps,  influenced  in  a  manner 
which  might  not  altogether  be  whole- 
some a  small  portion  of  intellectual  and 
conscientious  men.  Was  it  not  con- 
ceivable that  the  influence  of  a  layman 
of  ability  and  of  sincerely  religious 
views  at  the  Head  of  a  College  or  be- 
longing to  its  Govemine  Body  might 
not  have  a  much  greater  influence  mm 
the  very  fact  of  its  being  more  readily 
and  wi&  less  suspicion  accepted  by  the 
general  body  of  young  men  ?  But  all 
that  argument,  whatever  it  might  be 
worth,  rather  assumed  that  his  Amend- 
ment would  exclude  the  clerical  element 
from  the  Fellowships  of  the  University. 
He  believed  it  would  do  no  such  thing. 
If  it  was  contended  that  it  would  do  so, 
it  must  then  be  admitted  that  those  who 
were  in  orders  Or  intended  to  enter  them 
were  inferior  in  ability  and  intellectual 
training.  There  were  now  men  intended 
for  the  Church  who  honoru  eausd  com- 
peted for  the  open  Fellowships,  lliere 
were  others  who  had  obtained  such  open 
Fellowships  who  subsequently  entered 
into  Holy  Orders,  although  under  no 
obligation  to  do  so.  The  number  of 
these  would  necessarily  increase  wi^ 
the  abolition  of  Clerical  Fellowships. 
Such  men  were  more  likely  to  use  real 
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influence  than  those  to  whom  some 
picion  of  inferiority  attached.   But  thsrv 
was  another  objection  to  his  Amsodr 
ment  which,  if  he  might  judge  from 
what  had  happened  in  "another  jdace," 
was  likely  to  be  urged  in  Hbear  Lord- 
ships' House — that,  without  defending 
the  present  state  of  things,  the  questka 
of  Qerical  Headships  and  of  Clerietl 
Fellowships  ought  to  be  left  to  the  m* 
restricted  judgment   of  the    Gommb- 
sioners.    Now,  he  had  nothing  to  mj 
against  the  present  composition  of  llu 
Commission.  Li  some  he  had  the  highiwt 
confidence — and  he  had  heard  objectiom 
made  to  one  of  the  two  names  which 
had  been  added  which  on  good  aotho- 
rity  he  believed  to  be  not  well  founded. 
There  was  one  thing  which  he  regretted, 
but  to  which  he  did  not  wish  to  attach 
undue  importance.    It  was  that  then 
was  no  Commissioner  who  had  not  bea 
a  member  of  the  University.     A  little 
fresh  blood  might  have  been  of  use.  Bet 
he  had  confidence  that  the  preeent  Com- 
mission  would   discharge  their  dutk* 
with  prudence  and  liberality ;   and  ht 
had  therefore  not  raised  any  olriectioB 
to  the  wide  discretion  that  hma  bssn 
given  them  to  deal  with  all  the  detub 
of  finance  and  of  University  teachmg 
and  discipline.    But  the  point  raised  bj 
his  Amendment  was  not  one  of  motical 
details  requiring  special  knowledge.    It 
was  one  of  principle — one  with  whidi 
Parliament  was  competent  to  deal,  one 
on  which  it  was  bound  to  give  some  is- 
dication  of  its  views  to  the  Commif- 
sioners,   and  one  the  responsibili^  of 
which  it  was  not  entitled  to  shift  from 
its  own  shoulders  to  those  of  the  Com- 
mission.    In  asking  the  House  to  do 
that  he  was  not  without  authority ;  sad 
he  could  not  be  accused  of  wantoolf 
proposing  an  injury  to  the  Church  or  to 
the  university.    The  most  rev.  Primito, 
although  he  preferred  leaving  the  mtttsr 
to  the  Commissioners,  stated  last  tsv 
that  he  apprehended  no  danger  non 
such  a  change.    Another  Member  of  th« 
Episcopal  Bench  said  the  same  thing* 
A  Petition  was  presented  to  *' another 
place"  in  favour  of  such  an  Amend- 
ment which  was  signed  at  Oxford  br 
four  heads  of  CoUeges,  one  acting  Head, 
nine  Professors,   96  FeUows,   U  d«« 
Fellows,  all  resident ;  45  College  toioiVi 
and  44  lecturers.     Among  the  tbc/n 
were  to  be  found  32  dergnrmen.    Tbi 
great  majority  of  those  who  sigoed  i 
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eoanter  memoriAl  were  dergymen.  He 
trastod  lie  had  said  enough  to  ^ow  that 
lia  had  some  reaaon  and  some  authority 
in  £aToar  of  the  oonree  which  he  pro- 
poaed  to  their  Lordships ;  and  although, 
xf  Ser  Majesty's  Government  opposed 
it,  he  had  no  chance  of  a  majority,  he 
tarosied  that  there  would  be,  as  there 
had  been  to  a  remarkable  degree  in 
**  another  place,"  evidence  of  no  in- 
considerable feeling  on  the  part  of 
their  Lordships  being  in  favour  of  the 


An  Amendment  movod^ 

To  sdd  At  the  end  of  the  okufe  the  following 
wordi  (**  and  they  shall  make  or  continae  such 
proTtfion  a«  they  think  neceenry  for  the  par- 
poses  ol  religioQB  initmction  and  worahip  in  the 
univeiiity  or  College ;  and  after  making  such 
pvtrriaaii,  they  ehall,  a«  regarda  all  Univenity 
or  OoUege  emoliimente  or  offioea,  have  regard  to 
the  ensuring  and  ahall  make  such  statutes  as 
srs  necessary  for  the  ensuring  the  same  being 
ooBferred  aooordin^  to  personal  merit  and^fit- 
jutmm ;  and  (except  in  so  far  as  is  requisite  for 
the  pm  poses  of  retigioos  instruction  and  wor- 
ahn»;  none  of  the  tests,  conditions,  or  obligations 
iclsiied  to  in  the  third  section  of  the  Univer- 
sities Tests  Act,  1871,  or  in  the  provisoee  there- 
to, shall  be  imposed  or  oontinued  as  part  of  the 
eooditloQS  of  eligibility  to  or  of  tenure  of  any 
UiuTenify  or  GoUeffe  emolnment  or  office/') — 
(7^  EmH  Orm¥fUU^ 


Marquess  of  SAUSBUBY 
•aid,  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Gbanville) 
oommenoed  his  speech  by  reciting  the 
number  of  clerical  Fellowships  which 
existed  in  the  two  Universities,  and 
dwelt  upon  that  consideration  with  some 
earnestness.  Affain,  he  dwelt  upon 
their  nneqoal  distribution,  and  upon 
other  detaOs  affecting  the  mode  in  which 
this  principle  was  applied  in  the  Uni- 
▼ersities.  Ue  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) was  not  careful  to  answer  him 
upon  that  matter,  because  it  really  had 
no  connection  with  the  Motion  he  had 
made.  In  this  Bill  they  placed  the 
moet  absolute  confidence  in  the  Com- 
mission. They  gave  them  the  power  of 
dealing  with  Clerical  Fellowships  as 
well  as  aU  other  Fellowships— that  was 
to  say,  of  determining  whether  there 
were  too  many  in  particular  Colleges  for 
the  purposes  which  the  statutes  had  in 
view  :  and  they  mve  them  the  power  in 
extreme  cases — ne  did  not  expect  they 
would  ever  ereniai^  it— of  dispensing 
with  Clerical  Fellowships  in  anv  parti- 
ettlar  College  altogether.  But  what  the 
aoUe  Earl  proposed  by  his  Amendment 
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was  not  to  reform  any  evil  which  he 
pointed  out.  What  he  proposed  to  do 
was  to  take  this  question  out  of  the 
general  category  of  all  the  questions 
mentioned  in  the  Bill,  and  to  make  it 
an  exception  to  the  mode  in  which  they 
dealt  with  the  Commission ;  upon  this 
point,  and  upon  this  point  only,  they 
were  not  to  trust  the  Commission — upon 
this  point,  and  upon  this  point  only, 
they  were  themselves  to  enter  into  de- 
tails from  which  they  had  otherwise  ab- 
stained, and  say  that  they  would  force  a 
particular  policy  upon  the  Commission, 
whether  the  Commission  thought  it  wise 
or  not.  Considering  the  great  lefi;al 
adrice  which  the  noble  Eurl  and  his 
friends  probably  had  the  advantage  of 
employing,  he  was  rather  surprised  at 
the  words  in  which  the  noble  Earl  pro- 
posed to  carry  out  the  object  he  had  in 
view.  He  told  them  that  he  proposed 
to  enact,  in  the  first  place,  that  no 
office  or  emolument  should  be  held  at 
any  University  or  College  on  any  other 
terms  but  those  of  personal  merit  and 
fitness.  Now,  those  words  ''personal 
merit  and  fitness''  had  obtained  a 
technical  meanine.  They  were  inserted 
in  the  statute  oi  1854,  and  were  the 
basis  on  which  rested  that  system  of 
open  competition  by  which  all  Fellow- 
ships in  the  University  of  Oxford  were 
given.  But  they  were  used  with  refer- 
ence to  the  system  of  local  preferences 
which  then  existed  to  a  ffreat  extent; 
and  in  that  sense  the  words  "  personal 
merit  and  fitness,"  on  a  competitive 
examination,  had  a  very  distinct  mean- 
ing. They  were  applied  to  Fellowships 
alone.  But  now  the  noble  Earl  pro- 
posed to  apply  them  to  all  offices  or 
emoluments  in  a  University  or  Col- 
lege. That  would  include  such  emolu- 
ments as,  for  instance,  the  Bampton 
Lectureship,  and  if  the  noble  EarFs 
Motion  were  agreed  to,  the  Bampton 
Lecturer  would  have  to  be  elected  by 
competitive  examination.  He  was  not 
sure  that  that  was  not  the  noble  Earl's 
meaning,  as  his  speech  betrayed  such  an 
intense  belief  in  competitive  examina- 
tion. The  noble  Earl  repeatedly  dwelt 
upon  the  evils  of  Clerical  Fellowship, 
because,  he  said,  if  they  were  not  first 
in  competitive  examination,  inferior  men 
for  the  purposes  of  College  Qovemment 
would  necessarily  be  pre^rred  to  supe- 
rior men.  Now,  the  foundation  of  that 
philosophy  was  tfiat  the  effort  of  memory 
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required  in   order  to  obtain  tke   first 
place  in  a  eompetitiye  examination  was 
a  guarantee  tnat  a  man  had  all  the 
moral  virtues  and  other  qualifioations 
enabling  a  man  to  beoome  a  governor 
of  men.    That  was  an  idea  which  the 
noble  Earl  shared  with  few  people  at 
the    present   day.      Having    made    so 
sweeping  an  enactment,  the  noble  Earl 
proposed  to  provide  an  exception  which 
was  equally  sweeping  and  very  vague. 
He  said,  **  except  m  so  far  as  is  requisite 
for  purposes  of  religious  instruction  and 
worship."    Now,  of  course  those  words 
were  as  vag^e  as  possible;  because  a 
person  who  believed  thoroughly  in  the 
advantage  of  having  a  clerical  element 
in  the  education  and    government    of 
youth  would  say  that  the  whole  of  the 
existing  system  was  requisite  ''  for  the 
purpose    of   religious    instruction    and 
worship.''    He  was  quite  sure  that  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Earl  would  cause 
great  difficulties  to  the  Commissioners 
and  great  heart-burnings  in  the  Uni- 
versities.   The  words  proposed  by  the 
noble  Earl  would,  he  thought,  to  the 
ordinary  reader  bear  the  meaning  that 
the  noble  Earl  would  not  allow   any 
emolument   or  office  to  be    connected 
with  Holy  Orders  unless  in  a  particular 
case  religious  instruction  ana  worship 
could    not   be    carried  on  without  it. 
Now,    the  first  thing    which  he    (the 
Marquess    of   Salisbury)    would   press 
upon  their  Lordships  was  to  consider 
the  question  with  reference  to  the  whole 
doctrine  of  endowments.    Undoubtedly 
in  the  present  day  we  had  dealt  much 
more  freely  with  endowments  than  our 
forefathers  would  have  done;  but  we  had 
always  desired  to  maintain,  at  least  as 
far  as  the  change  in  circumstances  would 
allow,  the  same  regard  to  the  intention 
of  those  from  whom  the  endowments 
originally  came.    Now,  if  there  was  one 
thing  certain  about  these  endowments, 
it  was  that  the  foremost  object  in  the 
minds  of  all  the  donors  was  the  promo- 
tion of  religious  instruction  and  worship. 
That  was  true  not  only  in  the  old  Roman 
Catholic  times — we  had  Colleges  founded 
since  the  Reformation,  and  a  number  of 
lectureships ;  and  he  might  say  that  in 
the  great  majority  of  cases  the  prime 
object  of  the  Founder  was  religious  in- 
struction.   Well,  now,  what  was  pro- 
posed ?    Not  that  their  Lordships  should 
alter  and  modify  according  to  the  wants 
of  the  day  the  original  provisions  of 
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those    firom   whom   these 
came,  but  that  they  ahocdd  tak«  ihm 
whole  of  them  aad  say  thsi  the  omm 
thing  they  would  not  allow  was  thai 
there  should  be  required  aaj  religiowi 
element  in  the  government  and   guar- 
dianship of  youth.    Why,  the  Fooadcts 
would  have  recoiled  from  any  aaek  pro- 
posal.   Their  Lordships  conld  not  aetl 
with  this  question  according  to  th«  sxi- 
genpy  or  fancy  of  the  moment,  and  ima- 
gine that  they  had  done  with  iU  It  vonii 
beget  a  long  line  of  similar  meaasraa  im 
future.    With  respect  to  andowmeota. 
in  dealing  with  this  question  they  muai 
determine  the  prinoi|ue  on  which  tlMj 
could  regard  the  wishes  of  the  Foundm ; 
and  they  would  find  that  if  they  acoepCed 
the  proposal  of  the  noble  Earl  Uiey  wouM 
not  merely  modify  the  tenne,  hnt  ctiaias 
trically  contradict  and  overrule  tha  whole 
spirit  with  which  these  foundations  were 
established  from  the  earliest  to  the  lataet 
ages;    and  they   would   find  that  the 
precedent  would  dine  to  endowmeaCa  ia 
future.    They  were  driven  to  aocept  obs 
of  two  alternatives — either  to  accept  tba 
principle  laid  down  by  the  noble  Kari, 
by  which  endowments  would  ba  reft- 
dered  altogether  untrustworthy  or  im- 
possible, or  to  take  at  the  bidding  of  a 
very  advanced  Party  their  very  advanced 
view  of  the  value  and  utility  of  miniatei 
of  religion.     He  pressed  upon  the  Hooaa 
this  question  of  endowments,  beoaoae  it 
was  one  which,  in  dealing  with  the  Uni- 
versities, necessarily  came  before  them, 
and  to  prevent  precedents  on  this  aabjaet 
being  made  for  the  future.    They  moat 
not,  however,  regard  this  question  merely 
as  being  one   of  endowments.    Tfaeaa 
were  living  institutions,  each  having  a 
certain  work  to  do,  and  performing  it 
nobly  and  successfldly.    They  were  great 
national  institutions,    existing  not  §ar 
their  own  sake,  but  for  that  of  the  natioa 
which  benefited  by  them ;  and  they  w«rt 
institutions  in  which  the  cultivated  cleia 
of  this  country  received  their  highMt 
education.    If  these  CoUegea  were  iht 
educational  establishments  of  the  oo«»- 
try,  those  who  held  the  Fellowshipa  wtn 
— if  he  might  use  the  expreeeioa  witb 
bated  breath,  lest  any  such  might  bs 
present  —  the    schoolmaatera    of  tboM 
educational  establishments ;  and  whil  it 
was  proposed  to  the  House  to  my  wai, 
that  while  every  other  qualificatton  mi^ 
be  required  by  the  Conunianonen  with 
regard  to  theee  schoohnasters,  the  toe 
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wUeh  ihonld  xkot  be  required  of  them 
"WM  tiiat  thej  shonld  be  miniBtere  of  re* 
ligiNU    He  wanted  to  know  how  such 
legislation  as  that  would  be  regarded  by 
the  parents  of  this  country  ?    The  Oom* 
nuanoners  might  constitute  their  Oo- 
▼vminff  Bodies  as  they  pleased.    They 
might  determine  that  one  Fellow  should 
poaaeas  a  certain  amount  of  mathematical 
kttming^— they  might — although  he  did 
not  recommend  that  they  should  do  so— 
require   that    a   particular  Fellowship 
ahouM  be  held  by  a  Q.O.,  in  order  that 
ikkm  study  of  die  law  might  be  properly 
aupenntended — or  they  might  require 
thftt  another  should  be  held  by  a  physi- 
cian who  should  superintend  the  study 
of  the  soienoe  of  medicine;  but  over 
one  branch  of  study  they  were  to  have 
no   power   and   no   jurisdiction;    they 
were  to  be  forbidden  to  require  that 
thoae  who  were  to  have  the  guardianship 
of  the  morality  and  the  discipline  of  the 
OoUegee  should  be  qualified  for  exer- 
fliaing  such  office  by  haying  entered  into 
HoW  Orders.    What  would  the  parents 
of  this  country  think  of  such  an  arrange- 
ment ?  Their  Lordships  must  not  merely 
ask  themsdyee  what  their  own  opinion 
on  the  subject  was.    They  must  think  of 
themaelyes,  when  dealing  with  the  great 
educational  establishments  of  the  nation, 
as  representing  the  great  constituency  of 
parents.    What  did  the  parents  them- 
sehrea   do  in  this  matter?     Did  they 
carefully  ayoid  employing  the  clergy  in 
cditcating  their  children  f    Did  they  seek 
\mr  teachers  in  preference  to  ministers 
of  religion?    Did  they  regard  the  latter 
as  thotigh  diey  were  something  danger- 
oua,  and  to  be  ayoided?    Did  they  de- 
sire that  teachers  should  be  selected  for 
them  by  competitiye  examinatioui  or  did 
they  prefer  to  haye  a  clergyman  whom 
they  trusted?    Whateyer  might  haye 
been  the  progress  of  our  yiews,  this,  at 
leest,   remained    unchanged  —  that  the 
paranta  all  oyer  the  country — at  least,  in 
the  yast  majori^  of  cases  —  selected 
miniaters  of  religion  to  superintend  the 
educatioB  of  their  sons.    But  their  Lord- 
fthipa  were  now  asked  to  say  that  the 
Commissioners  should  not  haye  power 
to  do  that  which  the  parents  forced  upon 
the  aehook  by  the  law  of  supply  and 
demand^  and  that  to  entrust  a  clergyman 
with  the  education  of  children  was  so 
horrible  a  thing,  that  Parliament  could 
not  permit  it  to  be  done.    It  was  ne- 
oesaaiyalao  to  keep  in  yiew  the  intereata 


of  the  Collefl^s  in  this  matter.  The 
OoUeees  had  no  longer  a  monopoly 
of  education  at  the  Uniyersities.  A 
new  College  had  sprung  up — and  not 
only  a  new  College,  but  a  race  of  non 
adtoriptif  who  were  increasing  so  rapidly 
in  numbers  as  to  compete  with  the  old 
Colleges.  What  had  oeen  the  tendency 
in  this  matter  ?  Their  Lordships  were 
aware  that  a  College  had  lately  been 
erected  on  a  totally  different  system  on 
account  of  this  yery  danger  of  Parlia- 
mentary interference,  and  that  in  it  the 
superintendence  of  education  by  the 
clergy  and  laymen  deeply  interested  in 
religion  was  secured  in  such  a  manner 
that  Parliament  had  no  power  to  inter- 
fere. He  did  not  say  whether  that  sys- 
tem was  right  or  wrong ;  but  what  he 
wished  to  point  out  was  that  the  Col- 
lege was  maryellously  successful,  its 
rooms  being  filled  as  fast  as  they  could 
be  constructed.  Was  this  not  a  proof 
that  the  old  Colleges  were  in  danger 
from  a  competition  which  might  reduce 
them  from  the  high  position  which  they 
had  hitherto  occupied,  and  that  that 
competition  would  be  strengthened  by 
such  legislation  as  their  Lordships  were 
now  asked  to  approye?  He  therefore 
urged  that  for  the  sake  of  the  Colleges 
themselyes  their  Lordships  oueht  not  to 
take  this  power  of  appointing  clergymen 
to  Fellowships  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Commissioners;  but  should  leaye  it  to 
them  to  determine  to  what  extent  and 
under  what  conditions  and  modifications 
the  system  of  Clerical  Fellowships  should 
continue  to  exist.  Before  he  sat  down 
he  wished  to  draw  their  Lordships*  at- 
tention to  another  matter  that  would  be 
inyolyed  by  putting  this  exceptional 
proyision  into  the  Bill.  If  this  had 
been  a  measure  full  of  details,  and  if  it 
had  gone  carefully  into  eyery  subject, 
there  might  haye  been  no  special  insult 
inyolyed  to  any  particular  class,  or  to 
any  particular  set  of  opinions,  by  enact- 
ing that  Clerical  Fellowships  should  no 
longer  continue  to  exist ;  but  by  haying 
carefully  abstained  all  through  the  Bill 
fW>m  entering  into  any  sort  of  detail, 
and  by  haying  left  the  Commissioners 
entirely  free  except  on  this  point,  a  special 
brand  was  placcKi  upon  the  Clergy,  and 
their  Lordships  must  consider  how  the 
Clergy  and  the  Laity  of  the  country 
would  look  upon  what  was  so  marked 
an  exhibition  of  legislatiye  displeasure. 
It  was  a  yery  dangerous  thing,  as  the 
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experience  of  this  and  of  other  countries 
had  shown,  to  attempt  to  interfere  by 
legislative  action  witn  religious  influ* 
ences,  the  only  result  being  that  the 
religious  influences  became  more  anta- 
gonistic, more  narrow,  and  more  power- 
ful. The  strength  of  the  Clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England  up  to  this  time  had 
been  that  they  had  been  with  the  Laity 
subjects  of  a  common  Sovereign  and 
fellow-countrymen  with  them  of  a  com- 
mon country,  and  that  therefore  they 
had  never  been  marked  out  as  a  special 
class.  But  no  one  could  doubt  that  in 
some  degree  at  least  this  state  of  things 
was  not  so  conspicuous  as  it  was  a  few 
years  ago;  and  it  might  be  that  the 
constant  legislation  of  Parliament  during 
the  past  quarter  of  a  century  had  driven 
the  Clergy  to  herd  together  and  to  ren- 
der them  less  subject  to  the  influences 
of  the  sentiments  and  the  feelings  which 
were  common  to  us  all.  Nothing  could 
be  more  dangerous  to  the  interests  of 
religion  than  that  the  Clergy  should  be 
segregated  into  a  body  apart  firom  the 
rest  of  us.  But  if  we  were  to  avoid 
that,  we  must  avoid  expressions  of 
hostility  and  ill-will  towards  them  such 
as  this  exceptional  legislation,  and  their 
Lordships  must  avoid  recording  in  the 
Statute  Book  that  the  influence  of  the 
Clergy  was  an  evil  to  be  put  down.  He 
therefore  earnestly  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  refuse  to  accept  this  clause, 
which  would  increase  the  danger  he  had 
adverted  to,  and  would  widen  the  chasm 
between  the  Clergy  and  the  Laity,  while 
it  would  overweight  the  Colleges  in 
their  competition  with  other  sources  of 
learning,  and  would  render  them  less  flt 
to  fulfil  their  high  duty,  which  up  to 
this  time  they  had  fulfilled  with  such 
brilliant  and  admirable  results,  to  the 
best  interests  of  the  nation  at  large. 

The  Eabl  of  MORLEY  said,  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) had  objected  to  the  word  ** emolu- 
ment'' as  covering  a  great  many  things, 
which  he  was  certain  his  noble  Friend 
who  had  moved  the  Amendment  never 
intended  it  to  cover.  But  the  question 
at  issue  was  not  one  of  detail,  but  of 
principle;  and  it  was  not  fair  to  the 
Commissioners,  nor  was  it  consistent 
with  the  dignity  of  Parliament,  to  leave 
to  the  discretion  of  the  Commissioners  a 
question  like  this — which  was  not  only  a 
question  of  principle,  but  of  very  im- 
portant principle.    Upon  such  a  ques- 
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tion  it  was  of  the  utmost  impoctnet 
that  the  voice  of  Parliament   oa  t^ 
point  should  be  so  distinot  as  to  gsidt 
the  Commissioners  in  the  task  vhkk 
they  had  to  perform.    The  speech  of  tkt 
noble  Marquess  in  charge  of  the  BOl 
seemed  to  have  underljring  it  a  misn- 
derstanding  of  the  motives  wliidi  ic^ 
tuated  the  noble  Earl  whose  AmendflBcsi 
was  under  consideration.    As  far  as  W* 
could  see  there  was  no  ground  for  tfe 
suggestion  that  the  Amendment   pio- 
pos^  would  involve  either   an  imih 
upon,  or  a  segpregation  of  the  elscfj. 
The  Amendment  was  one  of  oomfw^rim- 
sion,  and  not  of  exclusion.    It  did  mc 
exclude  the  clerical  Fellow ;  all  it  dal 
abolish  was  the  oompqlsorT 
of  Holy  Orders.    The  noble  Moiqi 
had  proceeded  to  refer  to  the  sabjeet  d 
endowments ;   but  if  the  doctrine  laid 
down  by  the  noble  Marquess  were  esr- 
ried  into  effect  in  legislation  genecmOr, 
hardly  any  changes  whatever  woold  b« 
made  in  Uie  Universities.     If  anythzig 
affected  endowments  it  was  the  Tett 
Act,  and  the  corollary  of  that  Act  vm 
the  Amendment  now  proposed  by  hii 
noble  Friend.    The  Clerical  Fellowibipi 
confused,  in  a  most  objectionable  mia- 
ner,   the  two  objects  sought  to  be  at- 
tained by  the  Amendment — nam^,  ^ 
qualifications  for  the  Fellowships  sad 
provision  for  religious  services  and  nfi- 
gious  education.    But  the  AmendmeBt« 
if  passed,  while  it  made  ample  provi- 
sion for  religious  teaching  in  the  Um- 
versities,  would  have  the  effect  sunpty 
of  providing  that  the  men  elected  to 
Fellowships  should,  before  eleotioa,  hsTv 
shown  themselves  to  be  possessed  of 
merit.    If,  therefore,  clerical  roembwi 
of  the  Universities  presented  thennalrti 
for  examination  and  proved  that  tim 
were  competent,  they  would  have  eqau 
chances  of  Fellowships  with  any  of  tkt 
other  candidates  who  might  desire  wdBh 
lar  positions.    The  noble  Marqnesi,  k* 
must  venture  to  say,  had  a  rathsr  krv 
idea  of  those  whom  he  had  endeavovW 
to  defend,  if  he  thought  the  clergy  innU 
seldom  possess  sufficient  personal  SMixt 
and  fitness  for  Fellowships.    He  coeU 
not  help  thinking  that  the  adoptiott  d 
the  proposal  as  it  stood  in  the  Bui  vnsld 
be  disadvantaffeous  to  the  UniveisitM 
to  the  Church,   and  to  the  oonntiT  it 
large,   and    he  hoped  their  Lordaibs 
would  accept  his  noble  Friend's  Amfm^ 
ment. 
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many  Clerical  Fellowships  as  theypleaeed 
for  the  purpose,  but  only  for  the  pur- 
pose mentioned  in  the  Proviso.     The 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury),  maintaining  and  exalting 
the  discretion  of  the  Commissioners,  leu 
them  free  to  retain  a  certain  number  of 
those  Fellowships,   while  he  evidently 
desired  that  they  should  do  away  with 
an  unstated  number  of  them  in  cases 
where  they  considered  the  number  to  be 
too    many.     His    noble  Friend    (Earl 
Granville)  on  the  other  hand,  stated  the 
reasons  owing  to  which   the  Commis- 
sioners would  be  at  liberty  to  retain 
whatever  number  of  those  Fellowships 
they  might  think  fit.    The  noble  Mar- 
quess desired  a  certain  number  of  these 
Fellowships  to  be  retained  in  order  to 
counteract  the  sceptical  and  anti-Chris- 
tian elements.  That  was  a  ground  which 
they  on  that  side  of  the  House  were  not 
able  to  take  up.    Their  wish  was  to 
provide  for  religious  teaching  and  wor- 
ship in  the  Colleges,  and  that  done,  that 
the  residue  of  the  clerical  Fellowships 
should  be  thrown  open.   The  arguments 
argued  by  the  noble  Marquess  against 
the  Amendment  came  on  too  late — the 
greater  part  would  apply  quite  as  much 
to  the  abolition  of  tests  as  to  the  reten- 
tion of  these  Fellowships.  A  great  many 
members  of  the  Church  of  Eneland  en- 
tertained strong  objections  to  tne  reten- 
tion of  tiiese  clerical  Fellowships,  even 
supposing  the  Universities  had  remained 
open   exclusively  to  members    of    the 
Cnurch  of  England.   But  now  that  they 
had  ceased  to  be  purely  ecclesiastical 
institutions  —  now    that   the    law  had 
thrown  them  open  to  all  comers — he 
submitted  it  was  too  late  to  use  the 
arguments  they  had  heard  from  noble 
Lords  opposite.    When  Parliament  had 
done  what  it  had  for  the  Universities — 
when  it  had  thrown  them  open  to  all 
Englishmen,    irrespective  of  creed    or 
Church — he  submitted  it  was    in  the 
highest   degree  inconsistent  to  require 
that  any  of  the  holders  of  offices  or 
emoluments  within  them  should  not  only 
be  members  of  one  particular  Church, 
but  that  the  acceptance  of  Holy  Orders 
in  that  Church  should    be   made  the 
absolute  condition  for  the  retention  of  a 
large    number  of    the    most    valuable 
prises  and  rewards  in  the  Colleges. 

The  Eakl  of  CARNARVON  said, 
the  question'  before  their  Lordships  had 
been  so  often  discussed  that  most  of  th^ 


Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  he  did 
not  doubt  the  capacity  of  the  Commis- 
noners  to  deal  with  this  question ;  but, 
in  his  Tiew,  there  were  but  two  ways  in 
which   the  forms  and   services  of  the 
ChoTch  and  religious  instruction  could 
be  secured  in  the  Colleges — that  was, 
cither  by  College  chaplains,  or  by  clerical 
Fellows.    He  thought  no  Member  of 
their  Lordships'  House  would  be  pre- 
pered  to  say  that  it  would  be  wise  to 
entrust  the  religious  instruction  in  the 
Universities  to  chaplains  who  were  not 
Fellows.  It  was  not  to  be  supposed  that 
the  influence  of  a  chaplain  so  appointed 
would  equal  that  of  a  clerical  Fellow 
who  had  won  his  Fellowship  by  merit. 
He  admitted  tl\at  inconvenience  might 
srise  out  of  the  present  system,  and  it 
was  poesible  that  a  young  man  might 
now  and  then  take  Holy  Orders  from 
the   low  motive    referred   to — that    of 
keeping  their  Fellowships.     Such  cases 
were,  however,  rare;  it  might  be  that 
sometimes  men  were  admitted  into  the 
QoTeming  Body  of  a  College  by  reason 
of  this  restriction  who  were  of  somewhat 
inferior  acquirements  to  others ;  but  this 
evil,   whatever  it  was,   was  not  to  be 
weighed  against  the  evil  which  would 
result  from  leaving  the  Colleges  at  times 
without  any  religious  instruction  to  be 
giTen  by  one  who,  from  his  position  and 
chsraoter,  and  for  the  honours  he  had 
won,  was  calculated  to  have  influence 
with  those  whom  he  taught    The  state 
of  the  case  would,  he  believed,  be  better 
if,  instead  of  religious  Fellowships,  the 
Colleges  were  provided  with  thelogical 
Fellowships.    Theology  was  a  science, 
and  the  University  of  Oxford  had  no 
less  than  six  Professors  to  teach  it.    If 
Mathematics  had  its  Fellowships,  why 
should  not  Theology  al^o  ?    He  trusted 
their  Lordships  would  not  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl.     The 
Bill  provided  the  Commissioners  with 
ample  powers,  and  surely  it  would  be 
wiser,  instead  of  laying  down  a  hard- 
aad*fkst  principle,  to  allow  them  to  pro- 
Tide  for  the  relirious  instruction  and 
worship  of  the  CoUeees  in  such  way  as 
to  them  might  seem  best  ? 

Loan  CABLINGFOBD  hoped  that 
the  feara  entertained  by  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  were  not  generally  entertained 
by  their  Lordships.  The  nght  rev.  Pre- 
L^  would  see  that,  under  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend,  the  Commis- 
Bonsrs  would  be  at  liber^  to  retain  as 
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arguments  used  were  familiar  to  them 
alL  The  objections  raised  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion  had  not  been  directed  so 
much  against  the  existence  of  clerical 
officers  in  the  Universities,  but  it  had 
been  asserted  that  these  clerical  Fellow- 
ships were  bribes  to  men  to  enter  the 
Ohurch  who  would  otherwise  have 
chosen  some  other  profession.  That 
might  have  been  so  when  two-thirds  of 
the  Fellowships  were  in  the  hands  of 
the  Clergy;  but  the  wide  opening  of 
the  field  to  laymen  had  removed  any 
inducement  there  might  have  been  to  a 
man  to  take  Holy  Orders  in  order  to 
retain  his  Fellowship.  There  were  two 
questions  to  consider — first,  wheUier 
any  disadvantage  could  be  shown  to 
exist  under  the  present  system ;  and, 
secondly,  whether  this  was  the  proper 
time  and  place  to  discuss  the  expediency 
of  a  change  ?  For  his  part,  he  was  not 
disposed  to  pitch  the  advantages  too 
high.  He  was  not  prepared  to  say  that 
these  Fellowships  were  absolute  guaran- 
tees or  securities  of  a  Ohristian  educa- 
tion. What  he  did  say  was,  that  the 
presence  of  a  certain  number  of  Fellows 
who  were  in  Holy  Orders  in  the  Govern- 
ing Body  was  a  security — so  far  as  in 
these  things  there  could  be  any  security 
— that  Christianity  would  be  a  main 
consideration,  and  that  they  would  exer- 
cise over  the  youne  men  committed  to 
their  charge  that  influence  which  this 
House  desired,  which  Parliament  de- 
sired, and  which  undoubtedly  every 
parent  desired  to  see  exercised.  The 
noble  Lord  who  preceded  him  (Lord 
Oarlingford)  spoke  of  the  Universities 
as  having  long  ago  ceased  to  be  ecclesi- 
astical bodies.  He  would  venture  to 
say  rather  that  the  Universities  were 
still  bound  up  with  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, although  perfectly  open  to  Dis- 
senters ;  and  he  believed  this  was  under- 
stood by  the  country  to  be  the  case. 
That  being  so,  it  was  only  reasonable 
that  there  should  be  some  members  of 
the  Colleges  directly  connected  with  the 
Church  of  England.  Their  Lordships 
would  remember  that  during  the  last 
few  years  the  University  of  Oxford  had 
established  honour  schools  in  Divinity. 
This  was  an  additional  reason  for  having 
a  number  of  Fellows  in  Holy  Orders.  It 
was  desirable,  moreover,  that  the  ser- 
vices of  the  College  chapels  should  be 
performed  by  members  of  the  Colleges, 
and  not  by  outsiders.     To  go  a  step 
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further — he  could    not   h^  thwiWng 
that  in  the  mingling  together  of  QXm^ 
and  Laity  in  me  OoU^;6aof  Hhm  Tu- 
versities  there  had  been  up  to  this  tiai 
a  combination  of  the  highest  po^ahtf 
advantage  to  both.     If  the  propowrf 
Amendment  were  passed  it  would  om- 
tainly  cause  a  considerable  duun.    I: 
would  lead,  if  not  to  the  entire  aOnnuk 
tion,  at  all  events  to  a  great  rednccin 
of  the  clerical  Fellowships.   Tberecook 
be  no  doubt  that  hitherto  a  reiy  Ingv 
proportion  of  these    Fellowahips   had 
been  given  to  cultivated  men,  who  hsd 
exercised    an    influenoe    which    cmk 
hardly  be  over-estimated ;  and,  for  hit 
part,  he  thought  it  would   be  wise  t* 
retain  some  security  in  the  fntoie.  as  in 
the  past,  that  men  of  oharanter  aai 
position   were   chosen  as   membsn  of 
the  Ooveming  Bodies  of  the  OoUsfct. 
These  were  reasons — indirect  re—flns,  h» 
granted — why   their  Lordships  shosU 
pause  before  adopting  the  Ainendiafrt 
which  had   been  proposed.      But  tk» 
main  question  involved  in  this  discot- 
sion  was,  it  seemed  to  him,   whsllnr 
they  had  confidence  in  the    ComaM- 
sioners  who  were  to  be  appointed.    It 
was  admitted  on  both  sides  of  the  Hoes* 
that  the  Commissioners  were  msn  U 
eminence  and  well  fitted  to  disohaigs  tU 
serious  duties  imposed  on  them.    To 
them  it  was  proposed  to  entmet  f«j 
extensive    powers    with   refisrenee    te 
discipline,    study,   and    other    inattvt. 
Now,  the  matter  at  present  nndsr  cos- 
sideration  was  a  matter  of  deteiL    It 
could  not  be  said  to  be  of  more  ii^joi^ 
ance  than  discipline  or  study.    Wliv, 
then,  should  this  one  Question  bs  prt- 
judged?    Why  should  Burliamsnt  <kB5 
itself  the  opportunity  of  hsanag^ 
Commissioners'  views  upon  it?     WI7 
should  Parliament  seem  to  imply  ia  tbi 
matter  a  certain  distrust  of  die  jodnttt 
pf  the  Commissioners?    If^  after  ll•s^ 
ing  all  the  evidence,  the  CommisiiaMB 
should  condemn  the  oontinoanoe  of  tibc 
present  system,  well  and  good;  Am 
would  be  an  end  of  the  whole  oontrorHn- 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  they  should  dsw 
in  favour  of  retaining  the  ysloa.  t^ 
Lordships  would  not  be  debairsd  tm. 
dealing  with  the  question.    The  Omr 
missioners  might  Uke  a  middls  tamm, 
and  propose  to  lessen  the  proMitioa  d 
the  denoal  Fellowshina.    In  ttat  sfsi^ 
as  in  any  other,  Ruuiameat  wooU  b« 
equally   at  liberty  to  le-eoosidsr  ihi 
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whole  question.     WliateTer  mtglit  be 
the  menta  of  the  question  in  itself-^and 
he   thouffht  the  balk  of  the  arguments 
ad.vmnced  had  been  rather  in  &Tour  than 
a^minst  clerical  Fellowships— one  thing 
w^es  dear,  and  that  was  that  the  noble 
£arl  (Earl  Granville)  proposed  to  allow 
the  Commissioners  the  full  exercise  of 
Aeir  discretion,  and  yet  at  the  last  mo* 
ment  stepped  in  and  robbed  them  of 
that   power — thereby  implying,   as  he 
(the  Earl  of  Camarron)  thought,  a  cer- 
in  distrust  of  their  judgment. 
YuoouHT  CARD wElIi  said,  as  the 
was  evidently  ready  for  a  division, 
he  would  onlv  detain  it  for  a  few  mo- 
ments to  say  that  the  concluding  remarks 
of  the  noblfe  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  showed  a  misapprehension 
of  the  purport  and  purpose  of  the  Amend- 
ment.   The  Amendment  expressly  left 
to  the  Commissioners  all  the  powers  they 
oonld  possibly  require  for  tne  purpose 
of  making  or  continuing  all  the  regula- 
tions necessary  for  proper  and  su£^ent 
religious  instruction.    This  Amendment 
did  not  abolish  clerical  Fellowships,  be- 
cause clergymen  might,  by  their  per- 
•onal  merit,  obtain  them  against  laymen; 
bat  it  did  abolish  the  special  privileges 
g^ven  to  the  clergy.   The  question  reidly 
w^as — whether  this  ought  to  be  done  by 
Parliament  or  by  the  (Tommissioiiers? 
Now.  a  great  general  principle  was  in- 
Tolved  iu  this,  and  his  noble  Friend  pro- 
poeed,  by  his  Amendment,  to  emboay  it 
in  the  Act  of  Parliament,  leaving  to  the 
Commissioners  lull  power  to  provide  for 
the  religions  wants  of  the  different  Col- 
leges.   To  his  mind  that  was  precisely 
a  question  which  should  be  settled  by 
the  action  of  Parliament. 

Thx  Bishop  of  OXFOBD  said,  he 
desired  clearly  to  understand  what  the 
purpose  of  the  Amendment  was.  The 
noble  Viscount  had  said  that  the  House 
was  prepared  to  divide ;  but,  unless  he 
knew  the  meaning  of  that  upon  which 
they  were  going  to  divide,  he  must  ne- 
eesearily  vote  against  it  He  did  not 
gather  from  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl 
who  had  moved  the  AmendnMnt  that 
hie  eb}eet  was  what  the  observations  of 
the  noble  Viscount  who  had  just  spoken 
aad  of  the  noble  Earl  who  had  preceded 
him  represented  it  to  be— namely,  that 
the  Commissioners  should  have  power  to 
retain  as  many  derioal  Fellowships  as 
they  mipht  deem  necessary  for  religious 
Instraotion  and  worship.    If  that  was 


the  meaning  of  the  Amendment,  he  was 
quite  prepared  to  vote  for  it ;  but  he  did 
not  read  it  in  that  sense.    The  difficulty 
which  presented  itself  to  his  mind  was 
this— uat  in  certain  Colleges,   if  the 
clerical  Fellowships  no  longer  existed, 
no  clergyman — he  was  afraid  he  must 
say,  no  very  decided  Christian — would 
ever  be  elected.    It  was  perfectly  well 
known  in  the  University  of  Oxford  that 
there  were  some  Colleges  where  a  de- 
cidedly Christian  man  would  not  stand 
a  fair  chance.    There  were  other  preju- 
dices besides  clerical  prejudices  m  the 
world,  and  certain  philosophers  liked  to 
have  in  the  Colleges  to  which  they  be- 
longed a  decided  majoritv  of  men  of  their 
own  opinion.    Now,  by  Keeping  so  many 
clerical  Fellowships  as  were  required  for 
the  purpose  of  religious  instruction,  and 
worship,  it  was  provided  that  a  religious 
voice  should  be  heard  in  the  vcuious 
CoUeffes — not  that  the  Chaplain  should 
steal  in  at  the  time  of  prayers,  and  then 
betake  himself  to  his  lodgings,  but  that 
there  should  be  a  clerical  representative 
who  could  boldly  assert  himself.    Some 
of  their  Lordships  seemed  to  forget  how 
very  small  bodies  some  of  the  College 
were.    They    might   consist  of  six  or 
seven — a  physiologist,  a  mathematician 
or  two,  and  somebody  else^and  he  did 
not  know  that  those  persons  were  im  all 
cases  proper  glides  for  the  youths  who 
came  up  to  them  from  school.     The 
whole  status  of  the  Colleges  had  been 
altered — the  College  of  the  future  was 
to  be  an  Act  of  I^arliament  boarding 
school.      The  old  character  impressed 
upon  the  Colleges  by  their  founders  was 
changed,  and  a  new  kind  of  thing — Act 
of  Parliament  boarding  houses— created, 
and  they  were  bound  to  make  some  pro- 
vision for  the  Christian  and  moral  care 
and  culture  of  the  pupils.  A  noble  Lord 
had  said  that  laymen  ought  to  be  as 
good  Christians  as  clergymen;  but,  if 
so,  such  laymen  would  in  some  Colleges 
have  no  chance.    He  would  not  detain 
the  House  further  than  to  ask  for  some 

explanation.    

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  was  well 
satisfied  with  the  discussion  that  had 
taken  place— it  did  not  appear  to  require 
from  lum  many  words  iu  way  of  reply. 
He  wished,  however,  to  rectify  an  omis- 
sion he  had  made  in  stating  the  case  in 
respect  of  the  Amendment.  Under  the 
Amendment  a  sufficient  number  of  cle- 
rical Fellowships  would  be  retained  for 
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religious  ii;i8truction  and  worship ;  after 
which  all  Fellowships  qud  Fellowships 
would  be  open.  It  would,  however,  be 
in  the  discretion  of  the  Commissioners  to 
provide  an  additional  clerical  Fellowship 
or  two  in  any  of  the  Colleges. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided  :—Conienta  69  ;  Not-Contents  103  : 
Majority  34. 

CONTENTS. 


DeTonfihire,  D. 
Ghrafton,  D. 
Saint  Albans,  D. 
Somerset,  D. 

Ailesbury,  M. 
Lansdowne,  M. 
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Morley,  E. 
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Sydney,  K 
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Falmouth,  V. 
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Beaumont,  L. 
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Orrery.)     [Teller.] 
Camoys,  It. 
Carew,  L. 
Carlingfford,  L. 


Carrington,  L. 
Cheeluun,  I4. 
Churchill,  L. 
Crewe,  L. 
De  Mauley,  L. 
Dinevor,  L. 
Foley,  L. 
Hammond,  L. 
Hare,  L.  [E.  Listowel.) 
Hatherley,  L. 
Hatherton,  L. 
Kenry,  L.  {E.  Ihmraven 

and  MowU^Earl.) 
Lawrence,  L. 
Leigh,  L. 
Lovat,  L. 
Ly  veden,  L. 
Monson,  L.    [Teller.'] 
Monteagle  of  Brandon, 

L. 
Mostyn,  L. 
O'Hagan,  L. 
Ponsonby,  L.  {E.  BesS' 

barouffX.) 
Robartes,  L. 
Romilly,  L. 
Bosebery,  L.  {E,  Eoee^ 

beiy.) 
Ros6ie,L.  {L.Kimtaird.) 
Sandhurst,  L. 
Seaton,  L. 
Sherborne,  L. 
Somerton,  L.  {E,  Nor- 

manton.) 
Strafford,  L.  (V.  En* 

Jleld.) 
Stothedenand  Gamp- 
bell,  L. 
Sudeley,  L. 
Vernon,  L. 
Waveney,  L. 
Wolverton,  L. 
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Cairns,  L.    (X.   Chan*    Winchester,  M. 
eellor.) 


Marlborough,  D. 
Northumba*land,  D. 
Richmond,  D. 
Wellington,  D. 
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Amherst,  E. 
Bantry,  E. 
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Beauchamp,  E. 
Bradford,  E. 
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De  La  Warr,  E. 
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Mansfield,  E. 
Morton,  E. 
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Nelson,  K 
Powis,  E. 
Rosslyn,  E. 
Stanhope,  E. 
Verulam,  E. 
Wicklow,  E. 

Clancarty,  Y.  {B.  Clan* 

early.) 
Hardinffe,  V. 
Hawarden,  V.  [TtUerJ 
Hutchinson,     v.     (B, 

Bonouffhmore.) 
Lifford,  V. 
Strathallan,  V. 
Templetown,  V. 

Chester,  L.  Bp. 
Chichester,  L.  Bp. 
Ely,  L.  Bp. 
Gloucester  and  Bristol, 

L.  Bp. 
Lincoln,  L.  Bp. 
London,  L.  Bp. 
St.  Albans,  L.  Bp. 
Winohetter,  L.  Bp. 

Abiager,  L. 

Airey,  L. 

Alington,L. 

Baffot,L. 

Bolton,  L. 

Brancepeth,    L.     {V, 

Bovne  I 
Brodxiok,L.(r.jrt^2^ 

ton.) 
danbrassill,     L.     {B. 

Boden.)^ 
Clinton,  L. 
Clonbrook,  L. 


Colehsstflr,  Li. 
G^!Oftoii,  L. 
Delamere,  L. 
DeLlflkandDiMlkyJ. 
Denman,  L. 
de  RO0,  L.     [»br.] 
DeSaomares,  L. 
Digby,  L. 
Dunmore,  I4.  \B. 

more.) 
Egeorton,  I4. 
EUenboroag^  1^ 
Elphiiuffrmift^  I^ 
Forbes,  L. 
Foxford,  L.  (iC 

riek.) 

Gage,  L    (r.Ooft,' 
Gordon  Of  DmBMBBflik 
Grey  de  Badcfii%  L 

(F.  Greyde  WHtm.) 
Hariech,  L. 
Harris,  L. 
Hartismers,     L.     {I. 

HenmUsor^ 
Hasting!,  ll  ( JL  Zm- 

aowfnmj 
Hawke,  L. 
Heytesbory,  L. 
Howard  d«  WsUm,  L 

Inchiquin.  L. 
Leoonfleld,  L. 
Manners.  L. 
Minster,  L.  (if.  i 

OiieU   L.   (r. 

reem,) 
PenrhyiL  Ia. 
Bsglsfi,  L. 
Bivers,  L. 
Silchest«r,L.(j:X«y- 

Sinclair,  L. 

Stanley  of  AUorisy.  L 

Strathnainit  I^. 
Strath^sy,  L.  ( A  &•- 

Talbot  de  MaUid^  L 

ToUemacfae,  L. 
Yentry,  L. 
Wynford,L. 
Zooche    of    Hsxysf- 
wortii,  Lu 


Beiohed  in  the  N$gatw4, 
Clause  agrnd  to. 

Clause  16  (Objects  of  statutes  for  Uai- 
▼eraity). 

YisooTTNT  HABDINOE  ezpresnd  & 
hope  that  ^ere  would  be  some  piofiaw 
of  a  pennanent  character  for  the  pra^ 
tion  of  the  Fine  Arts  at  the  Untrersitic*^ 

Thb  Mabquxss  of  SALI8BUBT 
thought  the  suggestion  of  the  soU* 
Viscount  would  ^  well  worthy  of  th« 
consideration  of  the  Oommissionsn ;  •s' 
as  those  gentlemen  would  hare  thepot«r 
of  hearing  evidence,  he  hoped  his  doU* 
Friend  would  go  before  them  and  explii> 
his  liews. 
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On  Sub-Bection  6  (for  abolishing  Pro- 
fessorships or  Lectureships), 

The  Earl  of  POWIS  said,  that  by 
their  local  examinations  and  lectures  in 
larg'e  manufacturing   towns    the    Uni- 
Tersities    were   breaking   entirely   new 
gToand  and  were  penetrating  to  centres 
where  there  were  many  persons  pos- 
sessed   of  great   means  who  were  in- 
terested in  promoting  yarious  branches 
of  lesming  which  had  a  practical  ap- 
plication   to    manufactures    and   com- 
meroe,    and    who,  provided  they   had 
a  security  that  their  foundations  would 
be  carried  out,  would  be  likely  to  make 
▼ery   munificent  g^ifts,   either   for  new 
branches  of  science  in  the  Universities, 
or  by  establishing  Lectureships  in  those 
great  centres  of  industry.    Those  persons 
beinflp  shrewd   and  businesslike,  would 
not  be  disposed  to  give  their  money 
freely  for  such  a  purpose  unless  they 
had  some  such  security  as  he  had  in- 
dicated.   It  was  not  simply  a  question 
of  disregarding  the  intentions  of  the 
{noos  Pounder,  or  of  disoouraffing  tes- 
tamentary benefactions;  but  it  was  a 
question  of  deterring  persons  of  large 
property    from     making    benefactions 
and    creating    new    Professorships    or 
Lectoreships  while  alive,  by  gift.     He 
was  not  aware  that  there  was  any  re- 
dundancy of  Professorships  or  Lecttire- 
ahips,  and  he  had  supposed  the  Bill  to 
be  intended  to  extend  rather'  than  to 
oontraot  the   teaching  powers  of   the 
tJniversities.    If  it   were    intended  to 
amalgamate     existing    Professorships, 
that  was  already  effected  by  Sub-sec- 
tion 4 ;  all  that  was  desired  could  be 
effected  without  brandishing  the  bug- 
bear of  abolition  before  them.    In  order 
to  bring  the  question  before  the  atten- 
tion of  the  noble  Marquess  he  would 
move  the  omission  of  that  Sub-section. 

Ths  Marquxss  of  SALISBUBY  said, 
his  impression  was  that  this  sub-section 
had  been  introduced  into  the  Bill  in  the 
other  House  to  gratify  some  ardent 
Liberals  who  were  m  favour  of  abolition 
^erallv.  He  did  not,  however,  think 
it  would  be  well  to  expunge  it  now 
without  inquiry.  He  could  imagine 
a  ease  arising  in  which  it  might  be  de- 
sirable to  combine  the  Leoti^eships  in 
twoOoUeges. 

On  Question  ?  £s$ohed  in  the  N$gaiiv$. 

Ckose  iyrsMi  is. 

Clauses  17  to  23,  inclusive,  syr##J  io. 


The  Eakl  of  MOBLEY  proposed, 
after  Clause  22  (Union  of  colleges  and 
halls,  or  combination  for  education)  to 
insert  the  following  clause : — 

'  *  The  Commissionen  in  statutes  made  by  them 
may  also,  subject  to  the  consent  of  the  majority 
of  the  Gk>Teming  Bod^  of  a  College,  make  pro- 
vision for  the  appropriation  of  the  property  of 
any  College  in  the  UniversitT  of  Oxford  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Bodleian  Library,  and  for  that 
puipose  for  the  complete  or  partial  union  of  that 
College  with  any  authority  or  institute  in  the 
University." 

The  Bodleian  Library  was  a  most  mag- 
nificent institution,  but  the  funds  appro- 
priated for  its  support  were  insufficient. 

Lord  COLCBnsSTEE  said,  that  he 
was  favourable  to  the  partial  endow- 
ment of  the  Bodleian  Liorary  from  the 
revenues  of  College  referred  to  (All 
Souls)  (supposing  the  principle  of  the 
diversion  of  OoUege  revenues  to  Univer- 
sity purposes  to  be  generallv  adopted) ; 
but  tnat  he  was  opp^ed  to  the  complete 
union  of  the  College  with  any  Uni- 
versity institution,  as  its  Fellowships 
under  the  present  S3rstem  performed  a 
useful  function  as  encouragement  to  the 
study  of  Law  and  Modem  History. 

The  Mabqusss  of  SALISBUBY  said, 
the  object  contemplated  by  the  noble 
Earl  was  provided  K>r  in  the  16th  clause, 
which  enabled  the  Commissioners  to 
make  such  application  of  the  revenues 
of  the  Colleges  as  they  might  think  fit. 
He  should  not,  however,  object  to  the 
clause  in  a  modified  form,  and  would 
consider  the  matter  before  bring^g  up 
the  Beport. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

Clauses  23  to  35,  inclusive,  agr0od  to, 

RspTMenUUion  of  ColUgei  and  SaU$, 
Clauses  36  to  38,  inclusive,  a^ood  to, 

Sehooh. 
Clauses  39  to  43,  inclusive,  a^^ood  to. 

Un%v0n%t%$$   Committoo  of  Frivf  Couneil. 
Clause  44  agrnd  to, 

ConfirmaUan  or  DitaUowaneo  of  8taM$4, 
Clauses  45  to  50,  inclusive,  agreod  to, 

Efftet  of  Statute, 
*  Clauses  51  and  52  a^e*d  to, 

AUoraUon  of  StoMsi. 
Clauses  53  to  55,  mdusive,  a^ood  to, 

B^foronoo  ofothor  8taM$$  to  Unkonitioi 
COause  56  a^ood  to. 
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TeiU  Act,  1871. 
Clausee  57  to  59,  indusiye,  agreed  U, 

Zand. 
Clause  60  agreed  to. 

Electoral  Boll,  Cambridge, 
Clause  61  agreed  to. 

Bohedule. 

The  Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Tuesday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be 
printed,  as  amended.    (No.  146.) 

THE  ORDNANCE  SURVEY— BEDUCTION 
OF  STAFF.— QUESTION. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
asked,  For  what  reasons  a  reduction  was 
made  on  the  3 1st  of  Januarji  1876,  in 
the  number  of  assistants  employed  on 
the  Ordnance  Survey  ? 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  and 
60BD0N  said,  that  in  the  years  1874-5 
and  in  1875-6  there  was  a  considerable 
excess  of  expenditure  for  the  Ordnance 
Survey  over  the  amount  voted,  and  the 
Treasury,  not  thinking  it  right  that  the 
sum  minted  by  Parhament  should  be 
exceeded,  was  compelled  to  superannuate 
some  of  the  staff  employed  in  order  to 
keep  the  expenditure  within  the  Vote. 

The  Duib  of  BUCCLEUCH  ob- 
served  that  the  alteration  of  scale  in  the 
Ordnance  maps  was  a  souroe  of  great 
inconvenience.  He  trusted  the  Survey 
on  the  large  scale  would  be  continued. 

House  adjourned  at  half- past  Eight 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'dodc 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  \Zth  July,  1877. 


MINUTES.T-^upplt— «ofittV^Mf  in  OmmitUe 
—  Civil  Ss&ticb  EsTDCATsa— Culss  II. — 
Salabiks  and  Expenses  of  Pubuc  Dbpabt- 
MENT8— Class  III. — Law  and  Justice. 

Public  BtLL»—Fir§t  S$ad*nf — Local  €h)vem- 
ment  Board's  Pxx>vi8ional  Orders  Confirmation 
(Joint  Boards)*  [24S],  and  rtfirred  to  the 
Examiners. 

CommitU»—£eport'-'{£20,000,(m)  Consolidated 
FvBd*. 

Third  BtadiM^FutlBc  Leans  Remiarion  •  [226] ; 
Solicitors  Kxamination,  &c*  [190],  and  pMUid. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  do^ 
QUESTIONS. 

PEACE  PEESERVATION  (IRELA^B)  ACT. 
1871— THE  COUNTY  OF  LOUTH. 

QUEfi^OK. 

Mb.  KIBK  aaked  the  Chief  Seoe- 
tary  for  Ireland,  Whether  his  attatioB 
has  been  drawn  to  the  peaceable  and 
satisfactory  state  of  the  eounty  of  Ixmth. 
bol^  from  the  oonstabnlary  r^K»rtB  aad 
from  the  address  of  the  going  jadgv  of 
assize  to  the  grand  iorors,  this  euiiuii«r ; 
and  considering  the  rery  satiufSuftoiy 
condition  of  the  county  for  a  number  of 
years,  whether  it  is  lus  intentioB  to  re> 
move  it  totally  from  the  operatton  of  tlis 
Coercion  Acts  ? 

Sib  MIOHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  : 
Sir,  the  hon.  Member  for  Ixmth,  I  ttuak, 
must  be  unaware  that  the jprodainati0B 
of  the  whole  of  the  county  Louth,  exeepi 
the  borough  of  Dundalk,  wasreroked  fo 
far  ba<^  as  the  1 1th  February  last.  I 
must  say  that  the  restrictions  impoasd 
by  this  Act  cannot  have  been  eefime^ 
fdit  by  the  hon.  Member  and  his  cam^- 
tuents,  seeing  that  tiie  county  hae  beea 
free  from  its  operation  for  fire  montha, 
and  they  have  not  experienced  any  dif- 
ference. 

PEACE  PBESERVATION  (IBKLAND)  ACT. 
1871  —  EXTRA  POLICE  IN  IKB5H 
COUNTIES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  KIBK  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  ohargea  fumishcd 
by  the  Inspector  Qeneral  of  Oooataba- 
lary  for  the  maintenance  of  extra  police 
in  counties  where  no  such  extra  polka 
exist,  and  is  he  aware  that  the  judgw 
of  assize  have  no  option  in  such  caaaf 
but  to  direct  the  grand  jury  in  oppoa- 
tion  to  their  wishes  to  fiat  such  preasnti- 
ments;  if  so,  does  he  contemplate  anj 
change  in  the  law  f 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH: 
Sir,  I  am  not  aware  that  axiy  county  if 
charged  for  extra  police  where  no  extza 
police  are  sent  into  the  county.  Owio^ 
to  the  number  of  Tacanoies  existing  ia 
the  Constabulanr  throughout  Ireland,  it 
may,  no  doubt»  happen  that  the  numbff 
of  men  actually  servmgin  some  oooatiaf 
chained  with  extra  foroe  may  be  eaaa* 
drably  less  than  the  total  nominal  iosot 
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of  the  oounty,  including  the  nominal 
extra  force.  I  think  it  possible  that  the 
law  on  the  matter  mi^ht  be  advan- 
tageoualj  modified,  and  I  had  hopes 
that  the  Oonstabulary  Bill  which  has 
just  passed  might  have  been  utilized  for 
deahng  with  it ;  but  in  the  pressure  of 
BoainesB  ibai  was  found  impossible. 

ORDERS    OF    TEJB    DAY. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE.    * 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 


«< 


OOKVICT  PRISONS-DISCIPLINE  AND 
HANAGEMENT  — ADDRESS  FOB  A 
BOTAL  COMMISSION. 

Mk«  PABNELL,  in  rising  to  more — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houoe,  lacilitiet 
for  the  independent  inspection  of  convict  eetah- 
bshmenta  should  be  prorided ;  and  that  it  is 
expedient  that  an  homhle  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty ;  praying  that  a  Rojal  Commia- 
sioii  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  ^'f^pli^f 
snd  management  of  these  prisons,*' 

•aid,  that  in  the  course  of  the  discussion 
on  the  Prisons  Bill  the  subject  had  re- 
oeiTed  a  good  deal  of  attention,  and  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  opposite,  the  Home 
Secretanr,  intimated  his  opinion  that 
further  legislation  was  desirable  in  re- 
ference to  conyiot  establishments.  The 
Prison  Act  of  1866  provided  facilities 
tar  the  independent  inspection  of  county 
and  borough  prisons  by  visiting  justices, 
and  theee  facilities  were  retained  by  the 
aid  of  the  Bill  which  had  just  received 
the  Boyal  Assent ;  but  no  such  provision 
existed  in  regard  to  convict  establish- 
ments, either  Kur  independent  inspection, 
or  for  placing  any  check  upon  the  Home 
Secretary  in  framing  rules  for  their 
management  and  discipline.  After  care- 
ful examination  of  the  various  Acts  re- 
lating to  those  establishments,  he  had 
failed  to  find  any  provision  for  indepen- 
dent in^Mction,  and  it  had  happened 
Aom  time  to  time  that  the  complaints 
eonstantly  made  of  crueltiee  inflicted 
upon  convicts  had  been  substantiated. 
He  brouf^t  this  Question,  therefore, 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  in  the 
hope  that  the  Home  Seeretaiy  would 
tafie  it  into  hie  ooasidsralion  dniing  the 
Beoessi  and  iatrodoce  a  Bill  next  Bee- 


sion  to  correct  the  defects  of  the  present 
system.  He  had  known  instances  in 
which  memorials  setting  forth  the  com- 
plaints made  by  prisoners  of  their  treat- 
ment had  been  suppressed,  and  had 
never  reached  the  Home  Secretary.  He 
knew  that  the  inspection  of  prisons  by 
the  borough  justices  had  not  in  the  past 
been  always  very  perfect;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  looked  upon  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Prisons  Act  of  this  year, 
requiring  the  justices  to  form  themselves 
into  prison  committees  for  the  purpose 
of  inspection,  as  very  valuable,  and 
trustea  that  some  similar  protection 
would  be  afforded  to  prisons  in  convict 
establishments.  Some  impartial  inquiry 
into  the  management  and  discipline  of 
convict  estabbshmentf  was  absolutely 
necessary,  and  a  satisfactory  result  could 
only  be  arrived  at  after  hecuinff  wit- 
nesses. It  was  also  very  desirable  that 
the  inquiiy  should  include  the  medical 
attendance  and  diet  of  the  convicts.  The 
medical  ofi&oen  of  several  convict  es- 
tablishments, while  varying  very  much, 
some  being  far  more  indulgent  than 
others,  had  reported  the  diet  as  too  low 
for  tbe  labour  required,  and  the  question 
of  the  effects  of  labour  on  public  works 
upon  persons  of  different  classes  of  pri- 
soners had  never  been  satisfactory  dealt 
with.  In  particular,  the  medical  officers 
at  Pentonville  and  Portland  had  reported 
unfavourablv  of  the  health  of  the  con- 
victs. Hard  labour  was  much  more 
severe  upon  a  man  of  education  not  ac- 
customed to  physical  exertion  than  upon 
a  working  man,  and  the  suffering  caused 
by  solitary  confinement  was  much  greater 
in  the  case  of  the  former  than  Uiat  of 
the  latter,  as  far  as  he  could  make  out. 
But  the  Home  Secretary  had  power  to 
limit  the  extent  of  solitary  confinement 
inflicted  upon  any  prisoner;  but  he 
thouffht  that  some  general  rules,  both 
on  that  subject  and  in  regard  to  the 
number  of  lashes  that  might  be  inflicted, 
should  be  laid  down  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. Prisoners  employed  upon  public 
works  should  not  be  over-fed ;  but  while 
their  diet  should  be  plain  and  coarse, 
they  ought  to  have  a  sufficiency  of 
bread;  and  it  was  not  creditable  to  a 
Government  that  their  prisoners  should 
be  k^t  upon  such  low  diet  as  to  be 
renderod  liable  to  pulmonary  disorders. 
Beinff  generally  men  of  low  vitality, 
they  felt  veiy  keenly  the  effects  of  an 
infSnriordiet    The  points  he  wished  to 
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impress  upon  the  House  were,  first,  the 
necessity  for  an  independent  inspection 
of  convict  prisons  by  persons  not  under 
the  influence  or  control  of  the  Govern- 
ment, or  in  their  pay.  And,  secondly, 
that  an  inquiry  should  be  instituted  by 
a  Boyal  Commission  into  the  discipline 
and  management  of  those  prisons,  very 
many  complaints  had  been  made  of  late 
years  by  prisoners  of  ill-treatment.  In 
many  cases  the  complaints  had  been 
substantiated,  and  in  some  instances  the 
Home  Secretary  had  been  induced  to 
interfere;  but  it  was  desirable  that  a 
Commission  should  inquire  into  the 
whole  question,  with  a  view  to  legisla- 
tion next  Session.  He  oould  not  give 
credit  to  all  the  tales  they  heard  about 
cruelties  perpetrated  in  convict  estab- 
lishments, but  they  knew  that  in  borough 
prisons  cruelties  of  a  very  extraordinary 
character  had  occasionally  been  in- 
flicted ;  and  if,  in  the  face  of  the  inde- 
pendent inspection  of  visiting  justices, 
such  cruelties  were  possible,  it  followed 
that  cruelties  of  the,  same  nature  were 
much  more  possible  in  convict  prisons, 
which  were  entirely  free  from  independ- 
ent inspection  of  any  kind,  and  in  re- 
gard to  which  the  Home  Secretary  was 
kept  very  much  in  the  dark.  In  refer- 
ence to  the  subject,  he  would  refer  the 
House  to  a  letter  which  appeared  in 
Hie  Daily  Chronicle  under  the  head  of 
**  Experiences  of  a  Turnkey,"  in  which 
a  case  of  exquisite  torture  was  stated  to 
have  been  witnessed  by  the  writer  in  a 
provincial  prison.  A  prisoner  who  had 
refused  to  sit  for  his  photograph,  on  the 
ground  that  he  had  not  been  convicted, 
had  his  arms  and  le^s  bound  tightly  to 
the  uprights  of  a  ladder,  and  in  that 
position  was  hoisted  up  by  the  warders 
against  the  walls  of  the  prison,  and  left 
80  until  he  fainted.  On  his  recovery  he 
was  again  hoisted  up,  and  the  same 
thing  was  repeated  several  times  until 
he  at  last  gave  in.  For  10  days  after- 
wards the  man  was  not  able  to  comb 
his  hair  or  to  bend  his  arm.  He  (Mr. 
Pamell)  could  not  say  whether  this 
statement  was  entirely  true ;  but  if  even 
a  portion  of  it  was  true,  the  Home  Se- 
cretary ought  to  direct  his  attention  to 
the  system  of  inspection  both  of  borough 
and  convict  prisons.  In  convict  prisons 
a  prisoner  had  no  means  of  making  his 
complaint  known  outside  his  prison 
walls.  They  were  forbidden  bv  the 
prison  rules  to  complain  to  their  fhends, 
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and  if  they  made  their  complaint  in  a 
memorial  to  the  Home  Office,  that  docu- 
ment was  not  allowed  to  reach  tbe 
hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlenum.  Ob 
a  former  occasion  the  Home  Secretazy 
brought  forward  statistics  in  which  a 
comparison  was  made  between  the  death 
rate  in  convict  prisons  and  Uiat  of  the 
London  population,  with  a  view  to  thaw 
the  healthmess  of  the  prisons;  but  it 
was  well  known  that  a  very  large  amorist 
of  the  London  mortality  was  among  in* 
fants,  and  there  were  less  deatha  aiiHTg 
the  adult  population.  It  was,  therefore, 
not  correct  to  draw  such  a  compariaon 
between  a  population  containing  a  nmn* 
ber  of  children  and  a  number  of  adah 
persons.  Tho  hon.  Ghentleman  concluded 
by  moving  an  Address  for  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission.  

Mb.  WHALLEY,  in  eeoonding  the 
Amendment,  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  desei^ed  muA 
credit  for  the  great  attention  whidi  he 
had  devoted  to  this  subject,  and  the 
earnestness  and  ability  with  which  he 
advocated  independent  inspection  ia 
convict  prisons.  He  (Mr.  Whallej) 
was  aware  from  his  own  personal  know- 
ledge that  great  dissatisfaction  existed 
with  respect  to  the  treatment  of  prisaa- 
ers  in  some  g^ls.  Take,  for  instance, 
the  case  of  a  convict  to  whom  he  had 
often  referredi  and  who  was  now  con* 
fined  in  Dartmoor.  He  had  reeeived 
communications  from  many  persons  die- 
charged  from  that  prison,  but  being 
unauthenticated  he  had  not  troubled  the 
House  with  them,  or  even  oommonicated 
with  the  Home  Office.  Those  statomenta 
were  most  startling,  and  if  true  showed 
the  existence  of  corruption  and  oooi- 
plicity  among  the  prison  officers^ 
presented  an  array  of  difficulties 
rendered  it  almost  impossible  for 
one  wronged  to  obtain  redreas.  Hie 
prisoner  to  whom  he  alluded  was  not 
allowed  to  make  his  treatment  known 
to  the  public.  His  friends,  when  thtfj 
visited  nim,  were  only  allowed  to  see 
him  in  an  iron  cage  and  in  the  preeenoe 
of  a  warder.  If  a  man  on  whose  behalf 
at  least  half  a  million  of  people  had 
petitioned  the  House  oould  be  ill-treated 
by  prison  officials,  what  must  be  the 
condition  of  other  unfortunate  oonvicte 
who  had  no  means  of  making  their 
gprievancee  known?  His  letters  were 
tampered  with,  and  he  was  not  allowed 
to  utter  a  word  of  complaint  to  his 
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▼isiton.  His  treatment  latterlj  bad 
been  more  hanli  than  formerly,  and  it 
was  therefore  either  too  lax  at  one  time 
or  was  too  severe  now.  The  Town 
Hall  of  Birmingham  had  been  filled  by 
persons  who  went  there  to  listen  to  him 
(Mr.  Whalley),  and  yet  such  an  expres- 
sion of  public  opinion  was  ignored  by 
the  Press.  One  would  have  supposed 
the  Home  Secretary  would  have  desired 
to  alleviate  the  painful  anxiety  of  so 
many  persons,  and  to  compassionate 
their  weakness  by  allowing  access  to 
the  oonvict  on  the  part  of  one  of  the 
inryf  who  lived  in  a  condition  of  ang^uish 
becanse  he  believed  there  had  been  a 
miscarriage  of  justice. 

Mb.  SPEAKFiR  called  the  hon. 
Member  to  Order,  reminding  him  that 
he  was  frequently  wanderine  from,  the 
Amendment  he  rose  to  second. 

Mm.  WHALLET  said,  if  he  was  not 
in  Order,  the  warmth  of  his  feelings 
on  the  subject  must  be  his  excuse.  The 
hon.  Member  went  on  to  complain  that 
the  Home  Secretary  had  not  paid  any 
attention  to  the  complaints  of  the  person 
to  whom  he  referred,  and  was  proceeding 
to  read  a  letter  addressed  by  the  oonvict 
in  question  to  Mr.  Ghiildford  Onslow, 
when 

Mb.  AS8HET0N  CB0S8  rose  to 
Order,  and  pointed  out  that  his  conduct 
was  not  the  subject  of  the  Amendment 
before  the  Chair. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  submitted  that  the 
conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  so 
far  as  it  illustrated  the  question  before 
the  House  —  namely,  whether  there 
ought  to  be  an  independent  inspection 
of  oonvict  prisons — was  a  subject  to 
which  he  was  justified  in  referring.  He 
contended  that  ample  grounds  had  been 
shown  why  the  House  should  adopt  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Heath. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  iMTe  oat  from  the  word  *'  That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Quettion,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houae,  fodlitiee  for  the 
independent  inspection  of  conriot  eetabliehments 
•hoold  be  pronded ;  and  that  an  humble  Ad- 
dreaa  be  preeented  to  Her  Majeety,  tmying 
that  a  Rojal  Commiaaion  be  appointed  to  in- 
Qoire  into  the  diidpline  and  management  of 
theM»  priaona,**— (Jfr.  F^rmii,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 


Mb.  M'CAETHT  DOWNING  said, 
he  would  refer  to  an  instance  that  had 
come  under  his  notice,  which  ought  to 
have  influence  with  the  House  and  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman.  An  application 
was  made  to  him  by  Mr.  O^Donovan 
Bossa  to  visit  Chatham  Convict  Prison 
from  the  then  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Bruce).  An  order  was  obtained,  but 
with  certain  restrictions,  and  this  order 
he  refused,  unless  he  was  permitted  to 
put  questions  to  the  prisoner  as  to  his 
treatment.  This  was  granted.  With 
the  late  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
(Mr.  Blake)  he  visited  the  convict  in 
prison,  several  of  the  prison  officials 
being  present.  A  question  was  put  to 
O'Donovan  Bossa  as  to  whether  he  had 
been  manacled  for  35  days  with  his 
hands  behind  his  back,  and  being  com- 
pelled to  take  his  food  in  that  condition, 
one  hand  being  loosened.  It  was  denied 
by  the  deputy  governor  and  the  turn- 
keys that  he  had  ever  been  manacled 
for  such  a  time  and  in  such  a  manner ; 
but  the  chaplain  was  forced  to  admit 
that  he  had  seen  the  prisoner  with  his 
hands  tied  behind  his  back.  A  book 
that  should  have  thrown  some  light  on 
the  circumstance  was  not  produced,  and 
finally,  after  a  second  visit,  an  inquiry 
was  instituted  by  the  Home  Secretary, 
and  the  statement  of  O'Donovan  Bossa 
was  found  to  be  quite  true.  He  could 
but  support  the  Motion,  and  all  suspicion 
of  ill-treatment  would  be  removed  if 
there  was  an  opportunity  allowed  for 
prisoners  to  make  their  complaints 
known  in  convict  prisons,  as  they  would 
be  in  borough  and  county  prisons  by 
the  Prisons  Bill. 

Mb.  A88HET0N  CBOSS  said,  that 
all  this  was  but  a  repetition  of  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Prisons  Bill,  which  had 
now  happily  become  law.  He  regretted 
that  cases  were  so  often  brought  forward 
in  that  House  which  had  not  been  sifted, 
and  which  could  not  therefore  be  denied. 
Let  him  take  the  case  brought  forward 
on  a  former  occasion  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester  (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor), 
who  read  a  letter  giving  a  description 
of  cruel  treatment  in  a  prison  dose  to 
London.  It  was  not  possible  for  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  give  any  answer 
to  that  charffe  at  the  moment.  A  full 
inquiry  was,  nowever,  made.  The  whole 
matter  was  fully  sifted,  and  a  letter 
from  the  director  of  the  prison  was 
shown  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester, 
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who  expressed  himself  Mlj  satisfied 
frith  the  explanation  given.  The  truth 
was,  that  the  writer  was  suffering  under 
mental  delusion,  and  that  this  was  the 
origin  of  the  charge.  The  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Meath  (Mr.  Famell)  had  brought 
forward  some  anonymous  charge  pub- 
lished in  a  newspaper  in  the  North 
which  he  (Mr.  Cross)  was  unable  to 
answer.  It  contained  a  lonff  descrip- 
tion of  what  was  supposed  to  have 
occurred  in  the  prison,  and  the  hon. 
Member  had  founded  arguments  upon  it. 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  I  &ould  not  have 
mentioned  this  matter  but  that,  I  be- 
lieve, the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
CtonUeman  was  directed  to  it. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  said,  that 
was  so  ;  but  he  thought  it  unfortunate 
that  a  description  m  an  anonymous 
letter  of  what  was  supposed  to  have 
taken  place  in  a  prison  should  be  read 
to  the  House  before  the  matter  was 
sifted.  He  had  not  been  able  to  ascer- 
tain the  name  of  the  writer,  but  he 
hoped  that  information  on  the  sabject 
would  be  forwarded  to  him.  At  present 
he  knew  nothing  of  the  matter,  and 
therefore  could  not  argue  upon  it,  but 
he  had  no  doubt  an  explanation  would 
be  forthcoming.  With  regard  to  inspee* 
tion,  there  was  already,  under  ordinary 
droumstances,  an  inspection  of  county 
prisons,  and  there  could  be  no  reason 
why  there  should  not  be  an  inspection 
of  convict  prisons.  They  were  going  to 
establish  prison  boards  for  borough 
and  oounty  prisons,  which  would  work 
with  the  visiting  justices,  and  rules 
would  be  drawn  up  fbr  their  g^dance. 
It  would  then  be  seen  how  they  worked 
together,  and  he  should  have  no  fear  for 
the  result;  nor  should  he  have  any 
objection  at  the  proper  time  to  the 
appointment  of  persons  who  should 
have  the  power  to  visit  convict  prisons. 
His  opinion  was  that  nothing  was  gained 
by  the  concealment  of  anything  done 
under  authority.  If  there  was  anything 
wrong,  by  all  means  let  it  be  put  right. 
He  would  not,  however,  accept  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath. 
He  was  willing  at  the  same  time  to  say 
that  this  question  should  be  carefully 
considered  in  the  course  of  the  Becees. 
He  could  not  throw  this  duty  upon  the 
visiting  justices.  They  had  idready  a 
good  deal  to  do  in  tiie  inspection  of 
eounty  prisons,  and  he  could  not  ask  the 
visiting  justices  of  a  particular  oowatj 
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to  undertake  tiiis  task  in  addition  fo 
their  present  duties.  He  trusted,  how* 
ever,  that  some  machinery  miffht  be 
found  under  which  penons  mi^t  vi«t 
the  oonvict  prisons  with  something  Hks 
the  authority  of  the  visidnff  jnstioes  of 
eounty  prisons.  He  hoped  thai  with 
that  assurance  the  hon.  Member  ior 
Meath  would  leave  the  matter  in  hit 
hands,  at  all  events,  until  the  next  8es* 
sion  of  Parliament  He  oould  not  enter- 
tain the  second  part  of  the  Motios, 
because  it  amounted  to  a  direct  oensnrs 
upon  Colonel  Du  Cane,  the  Director  of 
(jonvict  Prisons,  in  whom  both  himsiW 
and  his  Predecessors  felt  the  grsatest 
confidence.  He  stated  in  the  d^ate  oa 
the  Prisons  Bill  that  it  would  be  ths 
duty  of  the  Home  Office  to  institute  sa 
examination  into  the  treatment  of  sQ 
the  prisoners  in  county  and  borough 
ffaols.  That  inquiiy,  which  must  m 
instituted  by  a  Commission,  must  extend 
to  the  convict  prisons  as  w^  Whsa 
the  information  obtained  by  that  Com- 
mission was  before  the  House,  thars 
would  be  ample  opportuni^  of  jodgiar 
whether  any  and  what  alterations  diodd 
be  made  in  prison  treatment  and  disci- 
pline. There  was,  therefbre,  no  reason 
why  an  independent  Commission  should 
be  appointea  to  inquire  into  the  same 
tiling.  When  the  House  met  next  Ses- 
sion he  hoped  to  convince  hon.  Memhsn 
that  they  had  ample  information  b^ors 
them  to  enable  them  to  come  to  as 
accurate  judgment.  With  rewd  to 
the  complaint  of  the  hon.  Memoer  lor 
Peterborough  (Mr.  Whalley),  he  matt 
remind  him  that  it  would  be  extremsly 
invidious  for  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
say  tiiat  one  prisoner  should  be  trsatsd 
differently  from  another  on  account  of 
his  social  station.  AH  prisoners,  whe- 
ther rich  or  poor,  must  m  treated  aHks. 
He  could  assure  the  House  that  it  wai 
not  likely  he  would  forget  the  prisoner 
at  Dartmoor,  because  he  was  so  often 
reminded  of  him.  He  had  made  special 
inquiries  as  to  his  health  and  the  wty 
in  which  it  was  affected  by  his  trsst* 
ment,  and  he  had  received  assuraocs* 
from  those  in  whom  he  felt  the  fulkst 
confidence  that  there  was  nothing  in  hii 
treatment  to  justify  the  slightest  ooid- 
plaint.  In  oonseauence  of  the  debstef 
on  the  Prisons  Bill,  he  thought  it  wis» 
to  visit  many  of  these  prisons,  and  ba 
had  been  in  fbur  or  ^y^  of  Aera.  Hs 
had   made   it   a  practice   to   see  tbt 
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priaosars  alone  in  ihaur  oelk,  aad  in  one 
prison  lie  saw  mil  the  priaonera.  Ha 
did  aU  lie  eould  to  get  oomplainta  out 
of  the  priaonen,  in  regaid  aithar  to 
their  fboid  or  treatment,  and  the  answers 
he  got  were  entirelj  satisfactory.  The 
onlj  complaints  in  one  gaol  were  two  in 
nnmber.  A  prisoner  complained  that, 
ahhoogh  his  food  was  good,  he  oonld 
not  set  eoongh  of  it ;  and  the  second 
complaint  was  that  a  prisoner  said  he 
had  a  hook  on  geography,  and  they 
would  not  allow  him  to  have  the  mi^s. 
Theae  were  the  only  complaints  he  conld 
screw  ont  of  the  prisoners.  [Mr.  Pab- 
hsll:  Were  these  conrict  prisons?] 
They  were.  One  was  Millbank  and  the 
o^er  PentonTille.  He  also  visited  some 
of  the  PabHc  Works  prisons.  The  result 
of  hia  inqoiriea  was  that  the  general 
management  of  convict  prisons  was 
satisfactory,  and  this  would  he  the 
opinion  of  the  House  if  they  had 
examined  the  subject  in  detail. 

CouoirxL  BEBE8F0BD,  who  had 
been  18  years  on  the  Surrey  bench, 
said,  the  visiting  magistrates  of  that 
county  made  it  a  rule  to  see  each  pri- 
soner alone,  and  to  ask  whether  he  had 
aav  complaint  to  make. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  suggested,  for  tiie 
consideration  of  the  Government,  that 
gfreater  uniformity  of  management  might 
be  lecored  if  convict,  as  wmI  aa  borough 
and  county  prisons,  were  placed  under 
the  control  of  one  Board  of  Commia- 
sioBera. 

Sib  HENET  SELWIN-IBBBTSON 
said,  the  subject  had  been  repeatedly 
disenaaed  in  the  debates  on  the  Prisons 
BtU,  and  that  his  riffht  hon.  Friend  the 
SeereCary  of  State  nad  expressed  it  to 
be  his  opinion  that  it  would  be  better  to 
tiy  the  new  system,  before  any  steps  were 
ts^en  to  proceed  with  such  a  consolida- 
tion asthatproposedon  thelinesof  theold. 
Mb.  BIOOAE  said,  he  was  glad  that 
the  Home  Secretary  had  made  a  conces- 
sion ;  but  he  pointed  out  that  the  inspec- 
tion by  these  Commissioners,  as  sug- 
pested,  would  not  be  an  independent 
inspection,  and  these  Commissioners 
would  be  looked  upon  with  more  or  less 
suspicion,  aa  jpriacBers  would  think  they 
might  play  into  the  hands  of  other 
oileera.  The  present  system  had  a  ten- 
dfnsy  to  encourage  the  bribing  of  tum- 
kevs. 

Mb.   PABNELL  said,  that  aa  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  had  consented  to 


the  principle  of  an  independent  inspec- 
tion of  convict  prisons,  and  had  ex- 
pressed his  intention  of  extending  an 
inquiry  to  convict  prisons,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion ;  at  the  same  time 
he  hoped  that  the  Board  of  Inquiry 
would  DO  compoaed  of  men  independent 
of  Government. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  OBOSS  said,  he 
did  not  see  how  they  could  be  perfectly 
independent,  as  their  appointment  must 
be  from  the  Crown ;  and  he  wished  to 
explain  that  what  he  had  said  was,  that 
he  did  not  see  why,  if  there  was  to  be 
an  inspection  of  borough  and  county 
prisons  when  they  became  Government 
prisons,  there  should  not  also  be  the 
same  for  convict  prisons.  It  was,  how- 
ever, difficult  to  manage,  and  he  must 
have  time  to  consider.  There  must  be 
a  Commission,  and,  indeed,  the  namea 
of  the  Commissioners  had  been  sub- 
mitted for  approval  to  consider  the 
whole  discipline  of  borough  and  county 
prisons ;  and  this  inquiry  would  extend 
to  convict  prisons. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— CrVTL  SEBVICE  ESTIKATES. 
Sttpplt — eofuidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  II.^Salabiss  akd  Expebsxs  of 
Public  Depabtments. 

(1.)  £4,476,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Public  Eecord  Office,  Ireland. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**That  a  tarn,  not  txceeding  £21,996,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeity,  to  complete  the  sum 
aeceeaary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  ooorte  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1878,  for  the  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Public  Works  in  Ire- 
land." 

Captain  CBEIRNE  sererely  criti- 
ciaed  the  constitution  and  duties  of  the 
Board,  commenting  upon  such  works  as 
the  drainage  of  the  Shannon  and  the 
Ulster  Oanal.  The  former  had  been  in 
contemplation,  but  had  made  no  pro- 
gress, hr  the  last  43  years.  The  sala- 
ries of  the  officials  were  extravagant, 
and  the  work  of  the  Board  was  most 


1279 


Suppfy-- Civil 


(COMMONS) 


B$rvie$  S&UmMu. 


ISM 


ineffloiently  carried  out.  He  would  move 
to  reduce  the  amount  of  the  Vote  by 
£9,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  ezoeeding  £12,996,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  snm 
necessary  to  defray  me  Charge  which  will  oome 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1878,  for  the  Sidaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Public  Works  in  Ice- 
land."—(Ciip/aiw  (TBiime.) 

Sib  MIOHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
repeated  the  offer  he  had  made  on  a 
former  occasion  to  hring  any  reasonable 
proposals  respecting  the  XJlster  Canal 
under  the  notice  of  me  Treasury.  It  was 
a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Irish  Board  of  Works  was 
inefficient  or  the  salaries  extravagant.  As 
to  the  drainage  of  the  Shannon,  the  sub- 
ject had  been  repeatedly  discussed  in 
that  House,  and  the  Oovemment  had 
done  their  best  to  promote  the  work  by 
passing  an  Act  under  the  operation  of 
which  the  Treasury  had  power  to  con- 
tribute half  the  cost,  or  a  sum  of 
£150,000  for  the  purpose.  It  was  owing, 
he  might  add,  to  the  action  of  the  pro- 
prietors, who  refused  to  contribute  meir 
share,  that  the  Act  had  become  in- 
operative. 

The  O'CONOR  DON,  without  re- 
ferring to  special  works,  such  as  the 
Shannon  dnunage,  the  Ulster  or  Balli- 
namore  Canal,  could  vouch  for  the 
general  dissatisfaction  existing  as  to  the 
state  of  the  Board  of  Works.  Within 
the  last  few  days,  before  the  Committee 
upon  the  subject,  there  had  been  evi- 
dence showing  the  extraordinary  way  in 
which  business  was  carried  on  by  this 
so-called  Board.  - 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  it  was  not  in 
Order  to  refer  to  proceedings  before 
Committees  still  sitting. 

The  O'CONOR  DON :  But  the  Com- 
mittee had  reported,  and,  therefore, 
he  was  justified  in  his  reference.  Be- 
fore the  Conmiittee  was  evidence  show- 
ing that  there  was  no  such  thing  as 
a  Board  of  Works  in  Dublin.  It  was 
admitted  that  they  never  met  except 
to  receive  deputations.  There  were 
no  Minutes  Kept,  and  things  were 
carried  on  in  a  most  hap-hazaxd  way. 
The  real  Board  consisted  of  the  Secre- 
tary, and  even  the  Commissioners  did 
not  know  how  the  business  was  oon- 
duoted.  Another  thing  in  coimection 
with  this   Board  was  the  amount   of 

Captain  (ySeirns 


charge  made  whenever  they  wer»  »- 
plied  to  to  inspect  any  propowd  m 
carrying  out  public  works  in  anj^  P**^ 
of  the  oountry.  An  engineer  sent  dowB 
to  any  place  was  the  occasion  of  thxwm 
guineas  a-day  for  his  services,  and.  im 
addition,  the  public  paid  for  his 
and  superannuation.  It  would-be 
advantageous  if  the  Chief 
would  look  into  the  oonstitntion  of  tke 
Board,  and  see  how  it  could  be  im^ 
proved.        

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  tikoogbft 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Bazooet 
the  Chief  Secretary  was  rather  ini£tnts^ 
nate.     He  understood  the  right   hoa. 
Baronet  to  say  that  he  was  perfectly 
satisfied  with    the  constitution  of   the 
Board.    [Sir  Michael  Hicks  -  Bajuai : 
No !]    He  was  glad  to  hear  that  admi»» 
sion,  because,  m  his  opinion,  no  <mm 
could  iustify  its  constitution.     The  Act 
of  Parliament  required  that  there  shoiild 
be  three  Commissioners  of  Works ;  but* 
at  the  present  time,  to  carry  out  the  AttL, 
it  was  necessary  to  have  some  aid  is 
consequence  of  the'  age  of  one  of  the 
Commissioners.     This    gentleman 
nearly  90  years  old,  and  he  lived 
England.    The  Gbvemment, 
less,  retained  him  upon  the  Board,  and 
assistance  was  provided  in  the  shape  of 
an  Assistant  Cbmmissioner,  who  oa^bl 
in  reality  to  be  one  of  the  three  Ooaunie- 
sioners,  the  aged  Conmiissioner  dzawzng 
no  salary  on  account  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  but  instead  thereof  he  received 
£1,500  as  Commissioner  of  Yalufltio&. 
The  Assistant   Commissioner  only  re* 
ceived — until  the  present  year,  when  it 
was  raised  to  £1,000 — a  miserable  talaxj 
of  £bOO  a-year,  and  he  was  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  drainage  enginesn 
in  Ireland.    But  instead  oibeing  put  to 
his  proper  work  he  was  placed  at  die 
head  of  the  Architectural  Departmset, 
and  occupied  in  desims    for   sdiooK 
barracks,  and  teachers' residenoea.   The 
whole  constitution  of  the  Board  was  vn- 
justifiable,  and  the  Commissioner  shoiiU 
not  be  retained  merely  to  gratiff  hk 
personal  feelings.      True,  it  might  be 
said  he  drew  no  salary,  but  a  Gommis-' 
sioner  should  be  appointed  who  could  da 
his  work,  and  was  worthy  of  his  saUiy. 

Mb.  OOLDSMID  remarked  that  hoa. 
Members  who  represented  Ireland  wave 
not  very  often  eager  to  reduce  Iks 
amount  of  money  to  be  spent  in  t^ 
country,  and  be  noped  thi^  in  this  ia- 
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the  OoremimeDt  would  take  them 
ftt  their  word,  when  they  proposed  what 
appeared  to  him  to  be  bo  reasonable  an 
eoonomj. 

Gaptadt  NOLAN  said,  that  if  Irish 
Members  desired  eoonomj,  it  was  because 
the  monej  which  it  was  often  proposed 
to  epend  did  more  harm  than  good. 
There  was  no  objection  to  expenditure 
•ensibly  directed;  but  the  expenditure 
b  J  the  Board  of  Works  was  extravagant 
and  useless.  But  if  the  Gbyemment 
were  anxious  to  spend  the  £9,000,  they 
might  Tery  well  lay  it  out  in  improving 
the  dndnaee  of  the  Shannon  Valley, 
where  mudb  money  had  been  wasted, 
and  many  engineering  mistakes  made. 
He  would  call  attention  to  the  failure  of 
the  Shannon  Improvement  Act  which 
the  Government  passed  three  Sessions 
■inoe,  contemptuously  rejecting  sensible 
practical  Amendments  proposed  by  local 
Iriah  Members  fully  oompetent  to  form 
an  opinion  as  to  the  best  course  that 
ought  to  be  pursued  in  carrying  out 
sndi  woiks,  and  would  suggest  the 
qnestion  should  be  left  to  an  Irish 
Oommittee  selected  from  Members  who 
would  represent  the  interests  of  those 
who  required  the  river  kept  up  for  navi- 
gation, as  well  as  those  who  required  the 
water  of  the  country  carried  on. 

Ma.  Sebjbaht  SHERLOCK  said,  he 
was  not  at  all  clear  that  Irish  Members 
would  come  to  any  unanimous  opinion 
respecting  the  Shannon  Valley,  though, 
DO  doubt,  they  would  all  agree  in  think- 
ing that  money  might  be  spent  there 
very  usefully.  He  would  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  the  enormous 
amount  charged  by  the  Office  of  Works 
for  travelling  expenses.  There  were 
£2,200  ohar^d  this  year,  and  last  year 
it  was  £2,000.  That  matter  required 
the  aerious  attention  of  the  Government. 
Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH,  as  the  Beoresen- 
tative  of  the  Treasurr,  could  say  that  the 
Government  would  gladly  accept  any  Mo- 
tion for  the  reduction  of  expenses,  if  only 
they  thought  it  practicable  and  conducive 
to  racienoy ;  but  that  was  not  the  case 
with  the  Motion  before  the  Committee. 
Some  few  of  the  remarks  directed 
against  the  Office  of  Works  were,  per- 
haps, a  little  unfair,  as  the  charges 
complained  of  with  regard  to  drainage 
were  determined  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
so  that  objection  should  be  taken  to 
the  hsA  rather  than  to  the  authorities. 
He  might  mention  that  the  Commis- 
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sioner  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  re- 
ceived no  salary,  though  he  was  entitled 
to  a  full  retiring  pension.  He  would 
admit  there  was  something  calling  for 
inquiry,  and  having  conferred  with  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  he  was  prepared  to  under- 
take that  an  inquiry  should  be  made 
into  the  constitution  of  the  Office.  He 
must  observe,  however,  that  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  went 
in  the  direction,  not  of  a  reduction,  but 
of  an  increase  of  the  cost.  With  re- 
ference to  the  item  of  travelling  ex- 
penses, it  should  be  remembered  that 
the  Office  of  Works  had  to  examine, 
maintain,  and  keep  in  repair  all  the 
public  buildings  in  Ireland,  1,237  in 
number,  to  receive  all  applications 
for  arterial  drainage,  to  maintain  har- 
bours, to  look  to  the  construction  of 
fishery  piers,  and  do  a  variety  of  other 
business.  Through  it  large  amounts 
of  public  money  were  advanced,  re- 
quiring beforehand  the  most  careful 
inquiry.  Though  he  could  not  himself 
account  for  every  farthing  of  this  ex- 
penditure, he  was  prepared  to  say  that 
it  had  been  most  oareiuUy  audited.  But 
that  was  one  of  the  points  which  would 
be  inquired  into  by  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  examine  the  constitution  of 
the  Board.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Gkdway  (Captain  Nolan) 
had  revived  the  old  story  of  the  drain- 
age of  the  Shannon.  He  (Mr.  Smith) 
must  observe  that  the  Bill  on  the  sub- 
ject had  been  pressed  on  the  House  hj 
local  opinion,  and  no  sooner  was  it 
passed  tnan  a  number  of  proprietors  not 
only  refused  to  contribute,  but  advanced 
dauns  for  compensation  if  the  floods 
were  stopped.  Ag^ain,  some  persons 
maintained  that  the  navigation  of  the 
river  should  be  carefully  preserved; 
while  others  contended  that  the  naviga- 
tion was  of  no  consequence  whatever, 
and  that  it  was  the  drainage  which 
ought  to  be  attended  to.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Koscommon  (the  0*Conor 
Don)  had  complained  that  the  Board  did 
not  meet.  There  were  very  few  Boards 
in  the  Public  Service  that  did  meet, 
and  amongst  them  was  the  Board  of 
Admiralty.  In  other  Boards,  under  the 
direction  of  the  Chairman,  the  business 
was  most  carefully  assigned,  and  the 
several  Commissioners  consulted  toge- 
ther,   but  formal   and   regtilar   meet- 
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iiig0  of  Boards  bo  called  were  mot  held. 
Indeed,  the  expression  "  meeting  of  the 
Board"  was  not  a  good  one.  In  the 
case  under  discussion  the  Ohairman  was, 
he  beliered,  a  mo^t  efficient  public  ser- 
▼ant,  and  the  duties  were  performed  in 
a  way  oonduoiye  to  the  public  interest. 
But  ihekt  also  would  be  a  fit  subject  of 
inquiry  by  the  Committee. 

Me.  MITCHELL  HENET  could  not 
support  the  Motion  for  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote,  and  he  hoped  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Captain  O'Beime)  would 
withdraw  it.  The  Committee  had  a  dis- 
tinct promise  &om  the  Government  that 
the  constitution  of  the  Board  of  Works 
would  be  inquired  into,  and  he  knew 
whatever  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  undertook,  he  would 
diligently  perform. 

The  O'CONOE  DON  also  asked  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  not  to  press  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote. 

Captain  O'BEIENE  said,  that  as  the 
Government  had.  given  a  full  and  frank 
promise  of  inquiry  into  the  oonstitution 
of  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland  he 
should  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  suggested  that  the 
Committee  of  Inquiry  into  the  oonstitu- 
tion of  the  Board  of  Works  should  inquire 
into  the  efficiency  and  neoessitT  for  main- 
taining the  various  other  public  Depart- 
ments m  Ireland,  so  that  the  House  might 
obtain  trustworthy  information  on  the 
subject.  He  also  wished  to  suggest  that 
the  Committee  should  not  be  composed 
exclusively  of  Irish  Members,  so  that 
the  inquiry  might  be  impartial.  He 
believed,  if  a  thorough  mquiiy  were 
made,  it  would  do  away  with  constant 
complaints  as  to  the  way  in  which  the 
affairs  of  Ireland  were  conducted. 

Captain  NOLAN  said,  one  of  their 
gzievanoee  was  that  there  was  not  suffi- 
cient Irishmen  on  these  Commissions. 
He  therefore  hoped  they  would  be  ade- 
quately represented  on  the  Commission 
or  Committee  which  the  Government 
would  appoint. 

Mn.  (J ALLAN  said,  the  greatest  ob- 
structivee  in  Ireland  were  the  officials  of 
the  Board  of  Works.  They  always  en- 
deavoured to  see  how  not  to  do  it.  If 
any  inquiry  were  to  be  instituted,  he 
trusted  the  Commission  would  not  in- 
clude either  Mr.  Lingen,  at  "that  nui- 
sance in  Ireland.'*  Mr.  Herbert  Murray. 

Mb.  MELDON  ezpiened  a  hope  that 
the  inquiry  would  not  be  limited  to  the 
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Board  of  Works,  but  that  it  would  bs 
apdied  to  the  Local  Oovermnent  Boaid, 
and  similar  offices  as  weU.  A  few 
months  ago  he  saw  a  body  of  Scotek 
soldiers  in  the  Four  Courts,  and  ncfxt 
day  a  corps  of  Welsh  eoldim,  headsd 
not  by  a  non-commissioned  offieer.  bat 
by  Mr.  Herbert  Murray ;  and  on  makuif 
inquiries  he  learnt  that  theee  soldisfs 
hs^  been  told  off  to  examine  aame  eoal 
that  was  supposed  not  to  have  been  sup- 
plied acooroing  to  contract.  The  Sootek 
soldiers  declared  that  the  bad  coals  wsn 
not  Scotch  coal,  and  the  Welsh  soldisa 
gave  their  opinion  that  thej  wen  not 
Welsh  coal,  which  they  ought  to  have 
been.  The  coal  was  left  there,  as  that 
point  could  not  be  determined,  and  tkat 
was  the  way  in  which  Mr.  Hsrbcrt 
Murray  managed  his  Depaitmeat 

Mb.  BIOGAB  said,  the  Board  d 
Works  never  had  any  Minutes  of  Uiair 
prooeedings,  and  he  thought  tiut  tks 
system  should  be  revised.  Several  d 
the  officials  had  aineoures,  and  it  vat 
wdl  that  they  should  be  aboh'ahad 
Then  the  Board  of  PuUk  Wo^vas 
thoroughly  inefficient,  and  they  csrtaialy 
made  a  me«  of  their  businew  altogetktr. 
All  the  expense  of  draining  the  SkamMB 
had  remlted  in  nothing,  simply  owiv 
to  tiie  inefficiency  of  these  officials,  sai 
then  again  the  feallinamore  Canal  vai 
another  monument  to  their  ineffiamej. 

Mb.  gray  said,  the  head  and  fhmtrf 
Mr.  Herbert  Murray's  offence  was  that 
he  was  a  very  sealous  official  of  the  Trss- 
sury.  He  was,  therefore,  perhaps  COS  of 
the  most  unpopular  men  in  Ireland.  Mr. 
Murray  came  over  £rom  the  Treasury  to 
investigate  the  position  of  the  Govsn- 
ment  officials  in  Dublin  with  a  view  to  a 
reduction,  and  he  had  reported  to  tka 
Gknremmait  in  that  direction.  IbImI 
Mr.  Murray  was  oariying  out  vkl 
the  Irish  Mraibers  were  advoostiBf 
in  that  House.  Mr.  Murray  hcU  a 
very  invidious  position,  and  he  kad 
done  his  work  weU,  and  eertaiBly  <U 
not  deeerve  any  obloquy  for  the  w^^i^ 
which  he  had  done  his  dutv.  Whk 
regaid  to  the  Board  of  Public  Workfl,  k 

repeated  that  they  had  a  sham  Boaii 
for  it  was  abeolutdy  impossible  to  ii 
responsibility  on  any  one.  The  nfkt 
hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Secretai^  bad 
IM  them  that  he  answered  aeooidinff  to 
the  best  of  his  infotmatkni ;  and,  in  id, 
the  way  the  busiBeaa  was  mansffd  it 
was  impoaaahlft  liar  the  li^  hc«.  Ba* 
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to  aiivwer  otfierwiae  than  to  give 
m  moenl  assurance  that  eyexytbing  was 
Mcag  done  Ibr  the  beet  He  trostod,  if 
tlkej  were  to  hare  an  inTeetigation,  that 
it%  wovld  be  of  such  a  character  as  to 

id  the  eoafidenoe  of  the  public. 

W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  could 
^ire  the  assurance  of  the  Ohief  Seoretarj 
•ad  his  own  that  the  Oommission  would 
Im  eo  constituted  as  to  thoroughly 
tiie  confidence  of  the  people  of 


Mm.  PABNELL  asked,  whether  the 
Oommission  would  consist  of  Ghmtleman 
in  the  permanent  pay  of  the  Oovem- 
meotf  

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  replied  that  it 
iwaa  impoesible  to  say,  wiUiin  half-an- 
lumr  m  giring  the  undertaking  for  the 
Commission,  as  to  how  it  should  be 
eonslitiited. 

Ma.  BAMSAY:  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  consider  whether  it  may 
not  be  extended  to  other  Departments. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wiikdraum. 

Original  Question  put,  and  s!fr##J  io. 

(3.)  £12,379,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
ikm   Kegistrar   General's   Department, 
Ireland. 


{4 A  £15,808,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Graneral  Survey  and  Valuation,  Ire- 
land. 

GATTADr  NOLAN  asked,  if  the  Board 
would  carry  on  the  valuation  of  Ireland, 
■Old  if  it  would  adopt  the  scale  of  prices 
sobeduled  in  the  Bill  ? 

Bnt  MICHAEL  HI0K8-BEA0H  re- 
plied  that  the  question  of  the  new  valua- 
tioa  had  better  be  discussed  when  the 
Valuation  Bill  was  taken.  If  the  Valua- 
tion Bill  became  law,  the  new  valuation 
wovld  be  based  on  a  scale  framed  from 
the  marirat  prioe  in  various  parts  of 
Ireland. 

Gattaiv  NOLAN:  Will  this  Depart- 
ment carry  on  the  valuation,  and  will 
there  be  an  extra  Vote  not  included  in 
this  Vote? 

8tn  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Tea. 

Vote  00rmd  U. 

{$.)  £61,100,  to  oomplete  the  sum  for 
PlaniMr  Lnaatios.  Irdand.  M0r$$d  to. 


Class  m.— Law  and  Juflnox. 

(6.)  £45,987,  to  complete  the  simi  for 
Law  Charges. 

Mb.  monk  inquired  why  the  costs  in 
Divorce  Court  cases  were  not  paid  by  the 
lofdnff  parties  ?  The  number  of  cases  in 
which  the  Queen's  Proctor  intervened 
appeared  to  be  increasing,  and  he  wished 
to  Know  why  his  costs  were  paid  by  the 
Treasury? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith,  in  repR  said, 
that  until  very  recently  the  Queen's 
Proctor  was  an  independent  officer,  but 
the  duties  were  now  discharged  by  the 
Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  who  was  paid 
by  salary.  It  was  perfectly  true  that  the 
costs  ought  to  fall  on  the  unsuccessful 
party,  but  that  was  not  always  the  case. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  At- 
torney General  had  exercised  the  greatest 
discretion  in  authorizing  the  interven- 
tion of  the  Queen's  Proctor.  In  this 
case  there  was  no  creation  of  a  new 
office,  but  simply  a  transfer  of  duties 
from  the  office  of  Queen's  Proctor  to  that 
of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  ob- 
served that  when  the  Divorce  Court  was 
established.  Sir  Cresswell  Cresswell  de- 
sired the  assistance  of  an  officer  to  in- 
quire into  cases  to  see  whether  there  had 
been  any  collusion  between  the  parties. 
Accordingly  the  Queen's  Proctor  had 
been  appointed  to  discharge  the  requisite 
duties.  When  collusion  was  established 
he  was  entitled  to  his  costs  from  the 
parties,  but  he  frequently  intervened 
where  collusion  could  not  be  proved, 
but  where  material  facts  had  been  kept 
from  the  knowledge  of  the  Court  When 
under  the  Act  he  was  not  entitled  to  his 
costs  from  the  parties,  they  were  paid 
by  the  Treasury. 

Vote  QgT$€d  U. 

(7.)  £132,710,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Criminal  Prosecutions. 

(A.)  £132,530,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Chancery  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice. 

Sir  HENEY  JAMES  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  givo  Mr.  Justice  Fry 
the  usual  Staff.  The  expense  would  be 
but  light,  and  much  inconvenience  was 
sufferra  by  the  public  from  the  present 
arrangement.      

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  was  aware  of  the  existence  of  a  ge« 
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neral  feeling  that  Mr.  Justice  Fry  ou^bt 
to  have  the  ordinary  Staff  of  a  Vice 
Chancellor,  but  he  did  not  know  whether 
it  was  justified.  It  had  not  been  thought 
necessary  when  he  was  appointed  that  he 
should  have  a  Staff,  and  he  (the  Attorney 
General)  had  not  convinced  himself  that 
it  was  necessary.  The  Staff  attached  to 
the  different  Judges  was  already  exceed- 
ingly numerous,  amounting  to  more 
than  100  persons.  The  evil  was  that 
under  the  present  system  the  Staff  of  one 
Vice  Chancellor  could  not  assist  the 
Staff  of  another.  There  were  some  of 
these  gentlemen  who  had  a  great  deal 
of  work  to  do,  and  others  who  had 
little  to  do.  Now  there  might  be  an 
alteration,  and  if  the  clerks  who  were 
not  overwhelmed  with  work  might  be 
called  upon  to  assist  the  clerks  who  had 
a  great  deal  to  do,  the  difficulty  would 
be  got  over.  At  all  events,  the  present 
arrangement  might  be  allowed  to  work 
a  little  longer. 

Sm  HENET  JAMES  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  upon  the  Official  Heferees — 
not  as  to  their  personal  qualifications, 
which  were  discussed  last  year,  but  as 
to  the  work  they  had  to  perform  and  the 
public  money  squandered  upom  them. 
It  was  an  appointment  of  judicial  offi- 
cers in  a  direction  in  which  they  were 
not  of  the  slightest  use.  There  had  been 
a  twelve  month's  trial  of  the  Official  He- 
ferees. He  found  that  one  of  them  had 
had  12  causes  before  him,  and  sat  80 
hours  last  year,  which,  allowing  six 
hours  for  a  working  day,  gave  him  13 
days  and  a  fraction  out  of  the  365  days 
of  the  year.  Another  had  nine  causes, 
and  had  sat  339  hours  during  the  365 
days.  One  Beferee  had  hetd  12  causes 
before  him,  another  18,  another  9,  and 
another  also  9.  One  Keferee  had  sat 
273hours,  another  339,  the  third  247,  and 
the  fourth,  as  hehad  stated,  80  hours.  For 
these  services  the  country  was  paying 
£6,000 — namely,  £1,500  a-year  to  each 
of  these  gentlemen,  and  £200  to  their 
clerks.  All  this  time  suitors  were  com- 
plaining that  they  could  not  get  their 
causes  heard,  and  the  Government  were 
refusing  to  increase  the  judicial  strength 
of  the  Courts  because  of  the  expense, 
while  this  sum  of  £6,000,  which  would 
pay  the  salary  of  another  Judge, 
was  being  spent  with  utter  inutility 
to  the  public.  He  hoped  that  some 
means  would  be  devised  of  affording 
these  gentlemen  more  work,  and  that 

The  Attorney  General 


no  more  Official  Befsrees  would  be  ap- 
pointed.    

Thb  ATTOENET  GENEBAL  Mid. 
he  must  admit  that  these  gentlemen  had 
not  had  very  much  work  to  perlbna. 
When  the  Judicature  Bill  of  1873  wis 
introduced  by  the  late  QovemmoBt,  it 
made  a  sweeping  alteration  in  theCoaiti 
of  Justice,  and  it  was  thought  bocwmtj 
to  have  official  persons  to  decide  a  variety 
of  cases  that  could  not  be  decided  bj  IIm 
High  Court  itself.     He  believed  that 
this  view  was  entertained,  among  otban, 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  it 
was  thought  that  barristers  dkonld  bt 
appointed  who,  without  the  assent  of 
the  parties,  should  be  required  to  adju- 
dicate in  cases  requiring  a  prolonged 
examination  of  documents  or  aooovoli 
which  could  not  be  sent  before  a  jonr. 
The  consequence  was  the  introdnctioa  of 
of  a  clause  authorizing  the  appointmsot 
of  Heferees,  and  empowering  theCovrt 
to  send  before  them  questions  for  tbiir 
decision,  with  the  consent  of  the  partial* 
and  also,  as  he  had  intimated,  cases  re- 
quiring prolonged  examinations.    Us 
clause  also  authorized  the  Oourt  to  send 
matters  before  the  Official  Beferees,  or 
before  special  Beferees  agreed  upon  bj 
the  parties.    The  result  was  that,  g«M- 
rally  speaking,  the  parties  to  a  suit  ds- 
sired  that  matters  which  oonld  not  be 
decided  by  the  Court  should  be  tsat 
before  Heferees  of  their  own  choonag, 
rather  than  before  the  Official  Heferess 
— a  wish  on  the  part  of  the  litiganti  to 
which  the  Judges  were  not  unreasonably 
disposed  to  yield.     If^    therefore,  tbs 
Official  Heferees  had  not  modi  bonoaM 
to  get  through,  it  was  owing  to  no  iulh 
of  meirs,  for  it  could  not  fairly  be  aUegfd 
that  they  had  in  any  way  whatew  ihj|* 
lected  their  duties,  and  he  must  in  jnsbes 
say  they  had  shown  their  willingnsv  to 
perform  any  work  that  might  be  requiisd 
of  them.    No  complaint  bad  been  matk 
of  the  way  in  which  those  duties  w«« 
performed ;  they  did  their  work  so  ha 
as  they  had  it  to  do  satisfactorily ;  sad 
if  the  Judges  would  not  so  ft^nsntlj 
yield,  as  they  not  unnaturally  aid,  to 
the  wish  of  the  litigants,  the  amount  cf 
that  work  would    be    oonsideraUy  ia* 
creased.    But,  be  that  as  it  might,  tbt 
institution  of  Official  Beferees  hsd  «> 
far,  he  must  admit,  been  a  fkilnre ;  sad 
if  in  a  short  time  the  Judges  did  sot 
adopt  the  eourae  whioh  he  snggeilod, 
instead  of  sending  cases  before  Bstesn 
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appointed  by  the  parties,  or  special  Be- 
as  Uiey  were  termed,  different 
igements  must  be  made  and  the 
of  the  Official  Beferees  must  be 
tttiliied  in  some  other  way.  He  should 
deem  it  to  be  his  duty,  after  a  little  fur- 
ther experienoe,  to  communicate  with 
the  Lord  Chancellor  with  that  object. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  was  elad  to  hear 
thAt  the   hon.    and   learned  Attorney 
Oeneral  intended  to  put  himself  into 
eommonication  with  the  Lord  Chancellor 
on.  the  subject,  and  suggested  the  desi- 
rability of  considering  whether  the  num- 
ber of  Beferees  shotud  not  be  reduced. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  if  barristers  of 
long  standing  and  experience  in  their 
Profession  had  been  appointed  to  the 
position  of  special  Beferees,  they  would 
nave  giren    great   satisfaction    to  the 
oountiy,  and  their  senrices  would  have 
been  put  quite  as  much  in  requisition  as 
those  of  the  Bailway  Commissioners. 

Mn.  OBEGOBY  quite  believed  that 
the  Beferees  were  desirous  of  performing 
their  duties ;  but  the  system  was  not  a 
•atjefactory  or  popular  one,  and  the 
question  was  whether  these  gentlemen 
could  not  be  put  on  a  different  footing. 
For  his  own  part,  he  should  like  to  see 
the  system  assimilated  to  that  of  the 
diiief  clerks  of  the  Judges  in  Chancery 
— a  system  which  he  believed  would 
operate  satisfactorily  and  effect  a  consi- 
derable saving  to  the  country. 

Mjl  DILLWYN  said,  there  was  a 
feeling  abroad  —  whether  rightly  or 
wrongly  he  could  not  say — against  the 
Judges  sending  cases  down  for  trial  to 
the  Beferees.  He  was  rather  surprised 
at  hearing  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
Oeneral  say  that  he  had  done  all  in  his 

yower,   without  success,  to  induce  the 
udges  to  refer  cases  for  arbitrament  to 
the  Beferees. 

8iB  HENBY  JAMES  earnestly  hoped 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Ge- 
neral would  not  longer  try  to  induce  the 
Judges  to  send  cases  to  the  Beferees. 
He  did  not  think  that  a  suitor  should 
be  compelled  to  go  before  a  Beferee 
whom  he  disliked.  He  ought  at  least 
to  have  a  voice  in  the  choice  of  his  own 

Befsree.  

Sir  OEOBOE  BO  WTEB  was  opposed 
to  any  extension  of  the  system  of  Judges' 
olerks,  which  litigants  regarded  as  a 
veiy  great  nuisance.  It  did  not  in 
its  openUion  give  satisfaction   to  the 


Mr.  MTJNTZ  considered  there  were 
defects  in  the  new  Judicature  system 
which  ought  to  be  remedied.  He  thought 
the  popularity  of  the  Beferees  would  not 
be  increased  if  suitors  were  obliged  to 
take  their  cases  before  them  in  the  way 
proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  (Gen- 
tleman.   

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  said, 
his  remarks  appeared  to  have  been 
somewhat  misunderstood.  He  did  not 
desire  that  the  Courts  should  compel 
parties  to  go  to  a  reference.  That  was  a 
g^at  evil,  and  he  thought  that  when 
persons  came  before  a  Court  of  Justice 
their  causes  ought,  as  a  rule,  to  be  tried 
by  the  Judges  themselves.  Sometimes, 
however,  causes  could  not  be  so  tried, 
because  they  involved  long  investiga- 
tions, or  for  other  reasons ;  and  if  such 
causes  were  referred,  the  suitors  them- 
selves, or  their  solicitors,  were  to  blame. 
By  a  section  of  the  Act  of  1873,  the 
Court  was  empowered  in  certain  cases  to 
send  causes  to  be  tried  by  another  tri- 
bunal. This,  however,  could  only  be 
done  in  specified  cases;  and  what  he 
said  was,  tnat  when  a  Judge  had  deter- 
mined to  refer  a  cause,  it  would  be  better 
for  him  to  send  it  to  the  Beferees  ap- 
pointed by  the  Act  of  Parliament.  At 
the  time  the  Act  was  passed  it  was  in- 
tended that  the  Beferees  should  be  the 
persons  who  were  to  decide  these  mat- 
ters. 

Mr.  GOLDSMID  said,  there  was  one 
grievance  which  had  not  yet  been  al- 
luded to,  and  which  operated  most  un- 
fairly on  litigants.  At  the  end  of  an 
Assize,  on  Circuit,  it  constantly  hap- 
pened that  Judges  and  counsel  were 
anxious  to  get  away,  and  solicitors  and 
clients  were  so  pressed  by  a  cumbinatiou 
of  the  Judge  and  leading  counsel  that 
it  was  impossible  to  avoid  referring  a 
cause.  And  this  also  occurred  some- 
times during  Term,  when  there  was  a 
press  of  business.  If  the  power  of  refer- 
ence to  the  Official  Beferees  were  ex- 
tended, the  evil,  which  was  already 
great,  would  be  thereby  increased. 

Mr.  D0DD8  said,  that  many  cases 
went  into  Court  which  were  certain  to 
be  referred  to  the  Official  Beferees,  and 
it  would  be  much  more  satisfactory, 
indeed  it  was  preferred,  to  send  them 
to  arbitrators.  The  Beferees  had  given 
satisfaction  neither  to  the  Profession 
nor  the  public,  and  there  was  a  very 
general  feeling  that  they  had  not  been 
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a  success.  He  trusted  that  unless  these 
Beferees  were  found  during  the  Becess 
to  be  fully  employed  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  would  see  his 
way  next  year  to  reducing  the  Vote  in 
respect  of  their  salaries,  otherwise  he 
(Mr.  Dodds)  would  in  that  respect  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £6,000. 

Mr.  LEEMAN  believed  that  there 
were  only  two  ways,  by  either  both,  or 
one  of  which  the  inconvenience  at  pre- 
sent inflicted  upon  suitors  could  be 
removed.  In  the  case  of  causes  in- 
volving accounts,  the  Judge  was  often 
right  to  refer  them.  As  regarded  the 
business  at  the  large  Circuit  towns  in 
the  North,  it  would  be  necessary  either 
to  increase  the  number  of  the  Judges, 
or  to  extend  the  powers  of  the  County 
Courts.  All  the  evils  existed  still  which 
had  existed  before  the  appointments  of 
the  Official  Beferees,  and  nothing  could 
be  worse  than  the  way  in  which  both 
the  London  and  the  country  Law  Courts 
were  blocked  up  with  cases  to  be  tried. 
Both  Judges  and  counsel  naturally 
wished  to  get  their  work  done,  but 
want  of  time  stood  in  their  way,  and 
the  present  arrangements  were  insuffi- 
cient. He  could  perceive  no  remedy  for 
this  very  inconvenient  state  of  things 
unless  at  least  one  of  the  two  courses 
were  taken  that  he  had  indicated. 

Mr.  D.  DAVIES  said,  that  the  Be- 
ferees had  made  themselves  unpopular 
by  their  habit  of  consulting  with  counsel, 
and  by  the  length  of  time  that  usually 
elapsed  between  the  various  appoint- 
ments. Perhaps  there  might  be  a  month 
or  six  weeks  between  one  appointment 
and  another,  and  when  Bet^rees  and 
counsel  met  again  all  they  had  known 
before  about  the  case  was  forgotten.  The 
consequence  was  that  people  would 
rather  have  anything  than  a  reference, 
as  in  many  instances  the  costs  in- 
curred far  exceeded  the  value  of  the 
amount  at  stake.  What  he  would  like 
to  see  was  one  good  tribunal  like  the 
Bailway  Commissioners,  which  would 
meet  and  settle  the  matter  at  once. 
When  the  Beferee  commenced  a  case, 
he  should  go  on  with  it  until  it  was 
finished,  whether  counsel  could  remain 
or  not.  Let  them  go  to— wherever  they 
liked.  That  view  might  be  very  un- 
popular in  an  Assembly  which  contained 
so  many  lawyers,  but  it  was  one  which 
he  thought  was  well  founded. 

Vote  agreed  to, 
Mr.Dodde 


(9.)  £47,160,  to  eomplete  tii«  as 
for  the  Queen's  Bea^,  Oommoo  FIms, 
and  Exchequer  Divisions  of  lb*  High 
Court  of  Justice. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  called  atlaDtm  to 
the  salaries  and  expenses  of  tho  diatdfll 
registrars  of  the  High  Court. 

Mb.  OBEOOBY  also  eallod 
to  the  evils  arising  horn  allowing  i 
trars  to  hare  private  practioo.  In 
instances  a  registrar  inight  hare  his  own 
partner  coming  before  him  in  cases  in 
which  he  was  oonoemed.  Hshc^isdt^ 
Government  would  take  ths  msttsr  in 
hand,  and  that  they  would  propose  a 
Vote  which  would  give  registrsis  sds- 
quate  salaries  and  enaUe  them  to  grrs 
up  private  practice.  

1^  attobney  general 

that  where  it  ooold  be  done  it  was 
desirable  that  the  registrar  should  not 
have  private  practice ;  but  in  very  smsH 
places,  the  fees  which  registrars  reeeivsd 
for  the  business  they  did  wonU  bs  ut- 
terly inadequate.  The  snggosdon  nsds 
had  been  and  would  be  adopted^  whsrsfsr 
the  fees  would  allow  of  it  The  leds- 
trars  of  Liverpool  and  Manohestsr  nsd 
both  been  so  appointed. 

Mb.  dodds  said,  the  evil  snug 
from  the  reeistrars  of  County  Oourts 
being  themselves  in  private  practioe  vas 
very  much  felt  in  the  North  otEnglsad, 
even  in  places  where  the  salaiy  wss 
amply  sufficient,  and  it  woold  be  very 
satisfactory  to  have  sooh  oases  inquired 
into. 

Vote  sfr##J  to. 

(10.)  £69,957,  to  oomplete  the  tan 
for  the  Probate  and  Divorce  BegiMziai 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justioe. 

(11.)  Motion  made,  and  QnestioB  pro- 
posed, 

<<That  A  sum,  not  frroftedinf  19,8tU  ^ 
grtnted  to  Her  MajettV)  to  oomjJeto  tbt  mm. 
neooBsary  to  defray  the  Chane  which  will 


in  coane  of  payment  daring  the  year  eodiag  oi 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1878,  for  the  Salami  id4 
Ezpenaea  of  the  OfBcea  of  the  Admiralty  B«ii»- 
trar  and  Karahal  of  the  Plobate,  Drrtvea,  wk 
Admiralty  Diviaion  of  the  High  Oont  if 
Justioe." 

Sm  CHABLE8  W.  DILKE  isid,  Ait 
the  Chief  Begistrar  received  a  salary  o( 
£1,200  under  this  Vote,  and  £400  ftom 
other  sources.  As  his  woi^  had  bi« 
done  in  his  absence  in  Canada  by  tkt 
assistant,  he  thought  his  senrioes  mt 
not  very  moch  needed,  and  he  jmnA 
that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  £1,600. 


-J 
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ICotion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 

^Thftl  A  mm,  not  exoeeding  £8,231,  be 
gnmtsd  to  Her  lUjetty,  to  oomplete  the  sum 
nmemmmrj  to  defray  uie  Charge  which  will  oome 
in  oovrae  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on 
tka  aial  day  of  March  1878,  for  the  Salaiiee  and 
Bzpeoaee  of  the  Offioee  of  the  Admiralty  Begie- 
trar  and  Manthal  of  the  Probate,  Diyoroe,  and 
Admiralty  Division  of  the  High  Ck>uii  of 
•— (5,>  ClutrUi  rr.  JHlhe.) 


Sim  HENBY  JAMES  ezpreseed  a 
hope  that  the  Motion  would  not  be  per- 
aerered  in,  as  the  officer  in  question  nad 
sereral  important  duties  to  perform,  and 
waa  a  most  zealous  and  emoient  public 
aerrant. 

Mk«  W.  n.  SMITH  explained  that 
this  gentleman's  duties  were  yery  la- 
borious, and  that  he  was  Terv  efficient. 

8im  HENRT  HOLLAND  observed 
Hiat  during  his  absence  his  duties  were 
performed  with  difficultr. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DTTiTTR  said,  he 
had  no  intention  of  pressing  his  Motion 
after  those  explanations. 

Ma.  WHITWELL  complained  that 
there  were  great  arrears  in  these  Courts, 
and  eepeciimj  in  the  registration  of  wills. 
Why  snould  there  be  a  charge  of  £1,300 
for  **  making  up  arrears  ?  " 

Mju  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  clerks  would  be  ap- 
poiiited  to  dear  up  the  arrears  on  the 
Vote  for  the  Wreck  Commissioners* 
OflOce. 


ion,  by  leare,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Beeolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £9,192,  be 
granted  to  Her  Hajesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neocasary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  ooorse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1878,  for  the  Salaries  and 
Kypeneee  of  the  Office  of  the  Wreck  Commia- 


PABNELL  asked  what  the  duties 
of  the  office  were  ? 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  the 
dutaeawere  to  hold  inquiries  into  wrecks 
under  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act. 

Ma.  D0DD8  asked  how  the  item  of 
£6,000  for  nautical  assessors  was  ap- 
pUed? 

Ma.  DODSON  asked  what  was  the 
txplaaatkm  of  the  charges  for  justices 
and  for  dMrtliaad  writers  ? 


Sib  ANDBEW  LXJSE  asked  what 
were  the  duties  of  the  Wreck  Commis- 
sioner ? 

Ma.E.STANHOPEsaid,thattheduties 
of  the  Wreck  Commissioner  were  enor- 
mous. Shorthand  writers  were  employed 
because  it  was  necessary  to  publish  the 
proceedings. 

And  it  being  now  10  minutes  to  Seyen 
of  the  clock. 

House  resumed, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon^ 
day  next ; 

Committee  also  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  thie  day, 

CHEISrS  HOSPITAL— 
SUICIDE   OP   A   SCHOLAK. 

BZPIAVATIOir. 

Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  Sir.  I  have 
been  asked  by  the  authorities  of  Christ's 
Hospital  to  state  that  they  are  afraid 
that  one  observation  which  I  made  yes- 
terday may  be  misunderstood.  I  said 
that  I  had  received  the  Beport  of  the 
inquiry  which  they  had  conducted  into 
the  death  of  the  boy  Gibbs,  and  they 
are  a&aid  that  I  had  not  stated  that  I 
told  the  House  that  I  had  received  the 
Beport,  but  that  it  was  too  long  to  read 
in  answering  a  Question.  I  may  take 
this  opportunily  of  informing  the  House 
that  I  have,  m  consultation  with  the 
authorities  and  with  their  consent,  no- 
minated a  Committee  not  simply  to  in- 
quire into  the  cause  of  this  boy's  death, 
but  into  the  state,  discipline,  and  ma- 
nagement of  this  institution.  That 
Committee  consists  of  my  ri^ht  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Walpole),  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  Forster),  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Becorder  for  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  Bussell  Gumey), 
the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  (Mr. 
Walter),  and  the  Dean  of  Christ  Church 
(Dr.  Liddell),  and  they  will  commence 
their  labours  on  Monday  next. 

And  it  beinff  now  Seven  of  the  dock, 
House  suspended  its  Sitting. 


House  resumed  ita  sitting  at  Nine  of 
the  dock. 
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SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

Hoose  adjourned  at  five  minutes  after  Nine 

o'clock  tiU  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Jfondoi/,  lethJuly,  1877. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bill&— JYr#<  Reading-^ 
Public  Loans  Kemission*  (150). 

Second  Reading — Factors  Acts  Amendment* 
(140) ;  PubUc  Works  Loans  (Ireland)  •  (143) ; 
Uompanies  Acts  Amendment  (No.  3)  *  (141). 

Committee — Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirma- 
tion (No.  2)*  (113);  Metropolitan  Commons 
Provisional  Order*  (HI)*  Open  Spaces 
(Metropolis)  *  ^24-149) ;  General  Police  and 
Improyement  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (Leith)*  (137). 

Third  Reading — Local  Government  Provisional 
Order  (SewageJ  •  (136) ;  General  Police  and 
Improvement  TSootland^  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (Glasgow)  ♦  (136) ;  Colonial 
Fortifications  *  (133J  ;  Local  Government 
Board's  Provisiozial  Orders  Confirmation  (Ar- 
tisans and  Labourers  Dwellings)  *  (139),  and 
patied. 

PRIVATE  BILLS— POST  OFFICE  (TELE- 

.GRAPHS). 
THE  TELEGRAPH  GLAUSES. 

The  Christchurch  Qas  Bill,  having 
been  read  a  third  time,  it  was  moved  to 
insert  certain  of  the  clauses  proposed  by 
the  Post  Office  Authorities  to  be  inserted 
in  Private  Bills  which  may  afifect  the 
Post  Office  Telegraph  system. 

On  Question  ?  Motion  agr$$d  to. 

PROTEST. 

'*  DIS8ENTIENTE. 

'*  1.  Because  the  enactments  with  respect  to 
Post  Office  Telegraphs  proposed  to  be  inserted 
in  Private  Bills  of  this  Session  are  applicable  to 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  not  only 
to  the  particular  local  authorities,  and  Com- 
panies which  happen  to  have  Bills  before  Par- 
liament, and  against  none  of  which  any  charge 
of  having  injiured  telegraphs  has  been  brought, 
and  it  is  uoiair  towards  these  local  authorities 
and  Companiei  to  tabjeot  them  to  exceptional 
legislation. 


*<2.  Because  legisUtion  on  sodi  a  ■Viwt 
should  bejuniform,  secured  by  a  pviblie  fiilL 


The  result  of  submitting  the  pgopoaed  eiatmm  % 
the  decision  of  Committaea  on  Aivmte  BOb  has 
been  that  they  have  been  in  some 
in  other  oases  rejected  or  modtflfid  and 
different  ways,  and  it  is  undenimble  in  tha  pa^ 
lie  interest  to  give  to  postal  telegraphs  aaci^  a 
partial  and  imperfect  proteotioa. 

'*  3.   Because  when  protection  to  C^owb  sr 
public  property  is  required  in  Private  BiDa,  it  bss 
hitherto  been  confined  either  to  a  geoetal  *Tia| 
clause  that  nothing  in  the  Act  ooatained  riafl 
be  held  to  authorise  interferenoe 
perty,  or  when  the  propert j  is  to  bo 
otherwise  affected,  to  nrescrilnng  the  JLm^ 
which  it  should  be  dealt  with.     Alao, 
Government  Departments  offer  suggeatioas  oA 
amendments  to  Private  BiUs,  either  by  npocli 
to  the  two  Houses  or  by  oommniricatinn  wxtk 
the  promoters,  such  suggestions  and  I 
have  always  been  strictly  confined  to  the 
ject-matter  of  the  BilL    In  fact,  the  priadpk 
of  finality  of  rights  acquired  under  Private  Acts 
has  always  been  hela  so  important  that  it  is 
usual  in  the  case  of  railway,  tramway,  aod ' 
cisssos  of  Bills,  to  insert  a  danae  to  the 
that  nothing  in  the  Private  Act  should 
the  Company  from   the  provisions  ol  fntn* 
general  Acts  relating  to  railwaja,  kc^  or  from 
any  future  revision  or  alteration   under  tfcff 
authority  of  Parliament,  of  the  aothomsd  toUs 
and  charges. 

*'  The  clauses  proposed  by  the  Poet  (Me% 
contrary  to  all  precedent,  distinctly  iafriags 
this  prmdple.  For  instance,  in  the  ease  of  a 
Bill  for  making  a  new  line  of  railway,  dsoKs 
are  proposed  not  affecting  the  new  lue  only 
but  all  the  lines  and  works  of  the  Cosbbc^  : 
and  if  a  gas  or  water  Company  adcs  simpiT  lor 
additional  capital  the  opportunity  is  saued  &r 
inserting  clauses  which  have  no  reference  to 
capital  at  all,  but  affect  all  the  existing  mi 
future  works,  mains  and  pipes  of  the  Ook- 
pauy.  In  fact,  it  is  proposed  to  use  Private 
Bills  as  a  vehicle  for  le^idation  of  a  gcaml 
character,  and  to  obtain  in  detail  b  j  pottiBf 
pressure  upon  promoters  that  wfakh  might  sdC 
oe  carried  if  presented  aa  a  pabUo 


"4.  Becauseoneof  these  clauses  which  if  pro- 
posed for  insertion  in  the  case  of  new  nilvtv 
Companies,  and  of  existing  raOwaj  CoopssiM 
which  have  not  agreed  with  the  POstnsslcr 
General  for  the  n£b  of  their  telegraphs,  girv 
to  the  Postmaster  General  a  lif^toreaMDcot 
of  fixing  telegraphic  apparatus  on  the  lasdi  ud 
works  of  the  Company  without  making  saf 
payment  for  the  value  m  the  ri|;ht  or  easoaal 
In  the  case  of  nearly  all  eiisting  nalways  tb 
Postmaster  General  has  paid  for  the  valat  of  • 
similar  right  or  easement,  and  the  promot** 
of  new  Railway  Bills  of  the  present  Sshmi 
were  justified  in  expecting  to  be  paid  for  tkii 
right  or  easement  just  as  mneh  aa  lor  the  ooa* 
veyanoe  of  mails  or  troops.    Theohuas  in  qi** 


tion  is  therefore  in  the  nature  of  tx  poe^fif** 
legislation  without  notice  of  an  ui^ost  aad  o- 
usual  character. 


«« 
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CRI3IE   (IREIANI))— PROTECTION  OP 
LXFB— LEGISLATION.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Ix)RD  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE, 
in  rifling  tocall  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  prevalence  of  undetected  and  un- 
paniehed  crime  in  Ireland;  and  to  ask 
Uer  Majesty's  (Government,  Whether  it 
is  tHeir  intention  to  propose  any  measures 
for  the  better  protection  of  life  in  that 
country,  said,  that,  in  1870,  the  noble 
ttod  learned  Lord  now  on  the  Woolsack 
made  one  of  his  exhaustive   speeches 
on  tlie  state  of  Ireland,  statins  that  it 
irms  *'  not  only  sad,  but  shameful,"  and 
cmlling  on  the  then  Oovemment  to  pass 
measoree  for  the  suppression  of  crime. 
He  foretold  that  the  fiill  for  the  dises- 
tablishment of  the   Irish  Ohuroh  just 
passed,  and  the  coming  Land  Bill,  would 
not  tend  to  pacify,  but  disturb  the  coun- 
try.    Unfortunately,  the  present  state  of 
Ireland  proved  his  foresight,  and  if  he 
were  now  in  Opposition,  he  might  with 
perfect  truth  repeat  eveir  word  of  the 
meeoh  he  then  delivered,  for  he  (Lord 
(^anmore  and  Browne)  regretted  to  say 
it  would  be  his  duty  to  show  the  House 
that  crime  was  at  least  as  rampant  and 
unpunished   now    as  it  was  in   1870. 
Partly  owing  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  and  partly  from  the 
neoeesities  of  the  case,  the  then  Gbvem- 
ment  brought  forward  and  passed  mea- 
aorea  which,  while  they  remained  in  force, 
caused  a  marked  dimmution  in  crime  in 
Ireland ;  but  unfortunately,  when  in  1875 
IhsT  expired,  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  misled  by  the  more  peaceful 
state  of  the  country  they  had  brought 
about,  and  having  no  knowledge  of  the 
real  state  of  Ireland  save  what  he  de- 
rived from    Radical    ofBcials,   brought 
forward  a  measure  in  the  other  House 
much  less  effective  than  the  measures 
which  had  expired,  and  allowed  it  to  be 
•o   weakened  hj  that  Party,  who,  if 
they  were  not  fhends  of  crime,  were  cer- 
tainly friends  of  the  criminal,  that  when 
passed  into  law  it  had  proved  altogether 
unequal  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the 
case.    If  that  were  the  case,  he  might  be 
asked,  why  was  not  the  attention  of  the 
oonntry  called  to  it  by  some  leading 
Member  of  the  Opposition,  either  in  that, 
or  the  other  House?     The  reply  was 
simple — namely,  that  by  so  doinff  the 
lata    Government   would   acknowledge 
how  eotirelv  their   message  of  peace 
had  fkiled,  beaidei  that,  at  present,  the 


public  mind  was  too  much  engrossed  by 
the  war  in  the  East  to  take  much  inte- 
rest in  the  fact  of  a  few  murders  more 
or  less  occurring  in  Ireland ;  and,  un- 
fortunately, the  same  cause  influenced 
the  Press  to  hardly  notice  the  extension 
of  crime  in  Ireland.  Therefore,  though 
the  matter  was  too  large  and  important 
for  him  to  bring  efficiently  before  their 
Lordships,  yet  coming  from  a  part  of 
Ireland  where  murder  threw  a  dark 
shade  of  grief  and  terror  over  all  classes, 
he  felt  sure  the  House  would  show  him 
that  indulgence  which  it  was  wont  to 
do  on  such  occasions.  The  last  official 
Report  of  crime  in  Ireland  was  for  1875. 
He  prayed  the  attention  of  the  House 
and  the  public  to  some  extracts  from  Dr. 
Handoock's  summary  of  that  Report. 
It  stated— 

"  The  amoant  of  serious  crime  haa  now  dimi- 
niahed  for  five  yean  in  aacceaaion ;  the  amount 
of  (3vne  being  leaa  in  1876  than  in  anyone  year 
aince  1864,  part  of  the  improvement  being  in 
agrarian  crime." 

It  should  be  instructive  to  their  Rulers, 
to  whatever  Party  they  belonged,  to  re- 
member that  it  was  exactly  during  these 
years  the  Peace  Preservation  Acts  of 
1870-71  were  in  force,  and  that  in  1875 
they  expired.  Dr.  Handcock  went  on  to 
state^ 

'*  The  favourable  reault  aa  to  agrarian  crime 
up  to  the  end  of  1876  haa  not  been  borne  out  in 
the  flrat  aeven  montha  of  1876;  the  agrarian 
outragea  apedally  reported  up  to  3l8t  of  July 
being  139  aa  compared  with  82  in  the  fiiat  aeven 
montha  of  1876—' 

that  was,  no  sooner  did  the  Acts  for  re- 
pression of  crime  cease,  than  crime  in- 
creased 75  per  cent.  That  was,  in  1876, 
there  were  239  agrarian  crimes;  while 
in  1870,  Uie  time  when  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  demanded 
repressive  measures,  he  stated  there 
were  169  offences  of  the  same  character. 
Were  not  then  such  measures  even  more 
necessary  at  present  ?  He  found  again, 
firom  the  same  official  Report,  that  in 
1875  there  were  35  murders  and  five 
attempts  to  murder,  and  176  shootings 
at  and  wounding,  besides  other  crimes, 
making  in  all  400  crimes  against 
human  life.  For  the  35  murders  there 
were  only  three  persons  convicted  and 
executed  ;  'so,  unless  one  person  com- 
mitted more  than  a  single  murder,  there 
were  in  this  one  year  82  additional  mur- 
derers abroad  who  had  not  even  been 
brought  to  trial,  and  the  convictions 
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which  took  place  were  in  oasee  entirely 
disconnected  with  crimes  encouraged  by 
the  secret  societies,  such  crimes  having 
been  committed  with  entire  immunity. 
He  was  told  by  some  that  crime  was  con- 
fined to  particular  districts — doubtless 
there  were  a  larger  number  of  Bibbon 
crimes  &om  time  to  time  in  particular  dis- 
tricts— and  he  doubted  not  that  was  done 
systematically ;  as  if  murders  were  per- 
petrated all  through  Ireland  at  the  same 
time,  the  country  would  be  put  under 
Martial  Law ;  but  he  regretted  to  say 
the  areas  in  which  agrarian  crime  was 
committed  increased.  Formerly  the 
county  of  Mayo  was  entirely  tree  f^m 
Bibbon  crime ;  now  it  prevailed  there  as 
much  as  in  any  part  of  Ireland,  but 
when  he  mentioned  35  murders  and  400 
crimes  against  human  life,  the  number 
was  enough  to  show  that  crime  was  not 
localized ;  as  if  these  crimes  were  com- 
mitted in  one  or  two  districts,  they  would 
become  deserts !  He  was  also  told  that 
in  bringing  -  forward  this  question  he 
was  only  wishing  to  protect  the  lives 
and  interests  of  landlords ;  but  the  same 
facts  showed  that  it  was  not  only  land- 
lords who  suffered,  but  every  class.  A 
landlord  being  better  known,  if  he  was 
murdered,  the  murder  attracted  more  at- 
tention ;  but  farmers  of  all  classes,  who 
were  obliged  to  be  out  early  and  late, 
both  in  the  fields,  and  at  fairs  and  mar- 
kets, were  more  liable  to  be  attacked. 
What,  therefore,  he  asked  for  was,  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  should  be  governed 
by  whatever  laws  might  be  necessary  to 
protect  life  and  property,  the  primary 
object  for  which  Government  existed.  He 
would  now  call  attention  to  a  few  cases 
best  exemplifying  the  prevalence  of  sys- 
tematic and  unpunished  crime.  Many 
of  their  Lordsmps  were  familiar  with 
the  case  of  Mr.  Bridge.  He  would  give 
an  outline  of  it.  A  Mr.  Budcley  bought 
an  estate  in  Tipperary  in  1863,  and  ap- 
pointed Mr.  Bridge  his  agent.  A 
nresh  valuation  was  made  of  the  diffe- 
rent holdings,  and  the  rent  of  all  was 
increased.  Unhappily,  in  consequence 
of  this,  an  attempt  was  made  by  one  of 
the  tenants — behoved  to  be  a  man  named 
Byan^on  Mr.  Bridge's  life.  That  at- 
tempt was  made  on  March  SSrd,  1875. 
It  was  unsuccessful,  but  Mr.  Bridge  was 
wounded,  and  got  compensation  at  the 
limerick  Assizes.  On  March  23rd,  1876, 
a  second  attempt  was  made  on  ihe  life 
of  Mr.  Bridge.    He  was  wounded,  and 
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the  driver  of  the  car— on  wbidi  wo» 
Mr.    Bridge   and  two  policemen — ^wat 
killed.     Some  three  or  more  pencns 
fired;  one  man,  taken  in  the  act,  vu 
tried  and  executed;    but   two   odiim, 
who,  after  the  attack,  exehaneed  ik)Ci 
with  the  police,   had  never  been  ap- 
prohended.      Both  these  attempts  wsn 
made   in    open    day.      Ui 
the  matter  had  not  ended  there,  for 
a  few  days  back,  two  men  named 
who  were  in  possession  of  the  land  frtM 
which    Byan  had  been  ejected,  wcct 
dreadftilly  beaten,  in  open  day,  at  the 
market  of  Tipperary,  so  badly  that  om 
of  their  lives  was  dispaired  of :  no  om 
attempted  to  interfere  to  protect  them, 
though  about  70  people  were  preeent 
There  was  no  room  to  doubt  that  thk  was 
a  persevering  and  systematic  attempt  to 
murder  any  who  were  disobedient  to  tiie 
Bibbon  laws.    Another  featnre  in  ths 
case  was,  that  it  dearly  showed  how  fatiU 
was  any  attempt  to  check  crime  tfaioiigk 
the  action  of  Land  Acts ;  for,  in  addition 
to  the  compensation  for  diaturbaaee — 
probably,  not  less  than  10  years' poidMn 
on  the  rental — ^Byan  was  offered  no  \tm 
than  £200  black-mail,  by  these  Brother 
CahiUs,  who  took  the  Lmd  he  held  at  a 
higher  rent  than  he  paid  for  it    His 
members  of  these  secret  societies  relastd 
to  be  bound  by  any  law,  save  the  capri- 
cious and  bloody  decisions  of  tiieir  ovm 
body.  He  stated  there  was  yet  anotlMr 
feature  in  the  case  at  least  as  unfor- 
tunate  as  any  other.     And,  howvfw 
unwilling   he  was   to  oast  a  ihir  oa 
the   punfy   of  the   highest   tribnnslt 
in  the  countrjr,  he  felt  he  should  be 
wanting  in  his  duty  if  he  did  not  odl 
attention  to  the  Ghareee  delivered  bf 
three  of  Her  Majesty's  Judges,  oa  a 
demand  made  to  them  for  pexmisaon  to 
allow  Mr.  Bridge  to  file  a  criminal  in- 
formation in  this  matter.    It  would  oe- 
cupy  far  too  much  of  the  time  of  tk« 
House  were  he  to  go  through  the  whol* 
case ;  he  would,  theref(M!e,  <m]y  read  a 
retunU  of  it,  drawn  by  a  hand  not  vsit 
partial  to  Irish  landkwds.  LeetitaboaM 
besitid  that  he  was  attacking  thoae  whot 
not  being  present,  wereonable  to  dated 
themselves,  he  had  given  Notaoe  to  tkt 
late  Lord  Ohanoeilor  of  Ireland,  a  ps^ 
sonal    and   political   Friend    of   tboM 
Judges,  whom  he  saw  in  hisplaoe,  of  Ut 
intention  to  oommeot  on  the  eondDOtol 
theae  learned  Jodgea.    He  had  calM 
attention  to  the  two  attsoE^  oa  Mr* 
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Bridff«'s  life  and  the  late  violent  assault 
on  tne  two  Oahills.  1%0  Timsi  wrote 
thus,  in  a  leading  artide  of  December 
Sath,  1876— 

**  This  unhicky  agent,  after  passing  tliron^h 
*  tiM  orieal  bj  fire,'  had  to  stand  the  more  pain- 
f«l  task  of  savage  newspaper  critieism.  He  was 
denounced  as  an  exterminator,  a  tyrant,  an 
eocmj  of  the  people;  he  was  warned  that 
tlM  attack  npon  hun,  for  which  Crowe  had 
aafTsred,  was  only  the  natural  ootbreak  of 
a  josi  and  holy  indignation,  and  that  its 
rspeftitioo  could  not  be  prevented  by  the  most 
nxtkJesa  sentences  of  anti-^polar  tribunals. 
Among  these  threatening  criticisms  were  some 
of  a  peeidiarly  venomous  character,  published 
by  a  leading  I)nblin  and  a  leading  Cork  news- 
papsr.  Mr.  Bridge,  the  agent  and  the  object  of 
thaso  mnrdesoos  assaults,  applied  for  a  criminal 
tnioxmation  against  the  writer  of  the  letters, 
a  person  named  Casey.  A  conditional  Order 
was  granted,  against  which  Mr.  Casey's  coun- 
mI  i^ypsaled,  and  the  discnssion  of  the  matter 
ta  Oovrt  has  given  rise  to  some  of  the  most 
eloanent  outbursts  of  political  resentment.  The 
applioatian  for  the  discharge  of  the  Order  was 
BBsde  to  the  Court  of  Queeir  s  Bench  in  Dublin. 
wfaielL,  at  pt«seat,  since  the  death  of  Chief 
Jnatioe  Whiteside,  is  composed  of  three  Roman 
Catholic  Judges  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien,  Mr.  Jna> 
taoe  FitKgendd,  and  Mr.  Justice  Barry,  all  of 
them  known  to  be  attached  to  the  Liberal  Party." 

The  article  stated  that  no  fault  could  be 

found  with  the  decision  arrired  at — 

**  But  the  manner  in  which  the  case  was  con- 
ducted was,  we  must  say,  by  no  means  creditable 
to  the  judicial  system  of  the  Irish  Courts.  Mr. 
Os— y  had  written  a  letter  attacking  Bfr.  Bridge's 
charaoter  as  a  land  agent,  which  may  have  been, 
and,  DO  doubt,  was,  open  to  severe  criticism, 
and  going  so  far  as  to  assert  that  Mr.  Brid^ 
waa  himself  the  cause  of  the  murder,  and,  in 
fact,  more  guilty  than  the  actual  nerpetrator  of 
it.  Oaaiiy,  the  pHmd  fkeU  case  for  a  criminal 
inlonnatioi&  existed  in  these  letters,  which  were 
couched  in  most  violent  and  malignant  language, 
and  imputed  to  Mr.  Bridge  and  his  employer 
the  most  detestable  and  deuberate  noHcy  of  ex- 
tenninatioii.  ....  The  libels  were  de- 
fsaded  on  the  remarkable  ground  that  there  was 
a  oertain  line  of  conduct  on  the  part  of  a  land 
agent,  within  the  bounds  of  practical  considera- 
tioo,  which  rendered  him  morally  responsible 
for  any  crime  directed  against  his  own  person." 

The  article  concluded — 

**  The  Bar  and  the  Bench  have,  with  a  delight- 
ful air  of  nnoonsdousness,  been  engaged  in  dis- 
msaifig  a  problem  which  has  hitherto  been  r»- 
ssiisii  lor  the  consideration  of  Bibbon  lodges, 
and  which  is  the  definition  of  the  point  at  which 
landlord  oppression  makes  agrarian  crime  inevit- 
able, and,  as  a  great  many  Irishmen  will  say, 
harifiable.  The  law  and  Its  interpreters  have 
uthesio  beso  content  to  assame  that  murder  is 
always  criasinal,  whethsr  dictated  by  the  wild 
Jastloe  of  revenge  or  not.  Nor  have  apologies 
for  murder  been  considered  excusable,  oeoause 
the  apologisi  might  be  able  to  show  that  the 
iterd-hearled 
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ing  of  the  Charges  of  the  Judges,  made 
this  comment  on  that  of  Judge  Barry — 

«  The  most  enthusiastic  speaker  at  a  Tenant 
Bight  meeting  could  not  nave  denounced  in 
more  indignant  or  glowing  language  tiie  treat- 
ment to  which  the  tenant^  on  the  Buckley  es- 
tate have  been  exposed." 

Whether  such  language  on  the  Bench 
was  oonduoiye  to  the  maintenance  of  law 
and  order,  or  whether,  by  palliating  it 
encotiraged  crime,  he  would  leave  to  the 
House  and  to  the  public  to  decide.  But, 
it  might  be  said,  after  all,  Judges  were 
but  men ;  and  he  would  mention  a  few 
facts  which  might  lead  to  the  belief  that 
their  conduct  in  this  case  was  owing  to 
their  beinff  influenced  by  the  reig^  of 
terror  which  prevailed.  There  were 
Members  of  the  late  Oovemment  pre- 
sent in  the  House  that  night  who  must  be 
well  aware  that  one  of  me  ablest  of  the 
Irish  Judges,  who  distinguished  himself 
by  the  courageous  and  suocessftd  manner 
in  which  he  carried  out  the  law,  not 
only  against  Fenians  and  Kibbonmen, 
but  alM  against  the  lawlessness  of  his 
own  clergy  at  the  famous  election  in 
Ghdway,  was  for  many  vears,  whether 
in  town  or  countxy,  under  the  special 
protection  of  the  police.  They  must 
remember  the  case  where,  on  entering 
Court,  he  called  the  Sheriff  to  account 
for  limiting  the  ing^ress  to  the  Oourt  to 
flavoured  persons.  The  Sheriff,  after 
Oourt,  informed  him  that  had  been  done . 
because  he  had  special  information  that 
it  was  intended  to  shoot  him  in  Court 
that  day.  They  must  be  aware  that 
for  some  time  nearly  eveir  day  of 
his  life  both  the  Judge  and  his  wife 
received  threatening  letters.  Though 
there  was  some  truth  in  the  proverb, 
that  eels  got  accustomed  to  stinning, 
yet  it  haraly  seemed  a  pleasant  pro- 
cess. The  present  Oovemment  must 
be  aware  of^at  least  one  Member  of 
their  Lordships'  House  who  was  under 
the  special  protection  of  the  police 
whenever  he  went  to  Ireland,  only  be- 
cause he  raised  his  rents  moderately. 
They  must  be  aware  of  a  gentleman  of 
large  property  in  Ireland  who,  owing  to 
the  danger  he  was  in,  absented  himself 
from  Ireland  for  some  years,  intending 
last  year  to  return,  was  prevented  by 
receiving  information,  which  was  also 

S'ven  to  Her  Migei^'s  Gbvemment, 
at  an  attempt  would  be  made  on  his 
life  between  the  railway  station  and  his 
own  house.    They  must  be  aware  that 
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ttere  were  few  parts  of  Ireland  in  which 
there  were  not  persons  under  the  special 
protection  of  the  police.  It  might  not 
therefore  he  astonishing  if  even  the 
Judges  of  the  land  succumhed  to  this 
reign  of  lawlessness  and  terror.  He 
would  now  call  attention  to  some  out- 
rages that  had  occurred  during  the  last 
few  years  in  his  own  neighbourhood — 
that  was,  within  20  miles  of  his  residence, 
on  the  borders  of  Mayo,  Gal  way,  and  Eos- 
common.  In  1875,  Mr.  Nolan,  a  land 
agent,  was  fired  at  and  severely  wounded. 
He  swore  distinctly  to  the  man  who  fired 
at  him  ;  but  the  jury  acquitted  him.  In 
1876,  Mr.  Acton  was  fired  at  at  11 
o'clock  in  the  day  in  the  high  road — 
there  were  seveiral  persons  present,  but 
no  one  interfered.  The  supposed  cause 
was  that  he  refused  to  let  a  grass  field 
to  some  tenants  who  wished  for  it.  This 
field  had  never  been  in  their  possession. 
No  one  was  tried  for  this  offence.  There 
had  been  six  murders  of  small  farmers 
within  two  years  adjoining  his  residence. 
In  the  Spring  of  the  present  year  part  of 
the  Barony  of  OosteUo  was  paraded  at 
night  by  armed  men,  who  fired  into  some 
houses,  wounded  Mr.  Costello's  steward, 
and  administered  unlawful  oaths.  About 
three  months  back,  about  2  in  the  morn- 
ing, many  shots  were  fired  into  the 
house  of  a  Koman  Catholic  gentleman 
named  Bush,  who  was  a  constant  resident, 
giving  employment  to  a  large  number 
of  persons,  and  in  every  way  a  popular 
man.  Many  shots  went  into  the  bed- 
clothes and  gown  of  Miss  Bush,  his 
sister,  who  fortunately  was  not  in  bed  ; 
more  shots  were  again  fired  dose  to  her 
head  when  she  was  sitting  in  a  room 
adjoining.  The  lady  was  so  brightened 
she  could  not  be  induced  to  swear  any 
information.  In  consequence  of  this 
outrage  extra  police  were  sent  down  and 
charged  on  the  district.  At  a  private 
meeting  called  to  advise  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant as  to  what  lands  should  be 
charged,  only  one  magistrate  attended  be- 
side the  resident  magistrate.  All  magis- 
trates in  the  neighbourhood  had  threat- 
ening letters.  The  parish  priest,  being  a 
fnend  of  Mr.  Bush's,  called  on  him  after 
the  outrage,  for  which  reason  the  people 
would  not  pay  his  dues,  consequently, 
he  ffot  up  a  subscription  to  pay  the  cost 
of  the  police,  and  Mr.  Bu^  was  advised 
to  pay  the  cost  himself.  The  Gbvem- 
ment  soon  after,  contraiy  to  the  advice 
of  the  magistrates,  relieved  the  disbiot 
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from   farther    charge   for  the  polios^ 
though  a  man  had  been  arrested  tn  put- 
ting a  red  mark,  the  sign  of  blood,  em 
Mr.    Bush's    door.     Near  Mykxh,  k 
Oounty  Gkilway,    31   slugs  were  fired 
into  the  body  of  a  gentleman  naiMd 
Barrett  in  open  day  on  the  paUio  road. 
No  one  was  arrested — it  was  thought  h« 
was  mistaken  for  his  father,  who  htd 
some  difference  with  his  tenants.  Withia 
10  days  Mr.  Young  was  ahot  dead  in 
the  County  of  Bosoommon,  a  few  milei 
from  the  site  of  the  previous  outzags. 
He  was  not  100  yards  from  hia  owm 
door.    This  occurred  on  the  market  day 
of  Castlerea,  within  half  a  mile  of  that 
town.    The  road  was  not  200  yards  horn 
Mr.  Young's  house^there  was  a  path  by 
which  some  neighbours  usually  went  to 
market  close  to  me  spot  at  which  he  waa 
murdered ;  no  one  passed  that  way  oo 
that  day.    A  report  of  the  mordsr  vu 
current  at  Qaremorris,  20  miles  cS^  th0 
day  before  it  took  pUoe.    At  apabik 
meeting  at  Castlerea  after  the  murd«r  tin 
parish  priest  said  —  "  Mr.  Young  ww 
a  good  landlord,  a  just  and  impirtisl 
magistrate,  a  gentleman  most  charitable 
to  me  poor."    The  cause  of  hia  miixd«r 
was  supposed  to  be  on  account  of  his 
having  committed  a  man  of  bad  dia- 
racter  to  prison  for  two  months.    A 
person  gave  information  to  the  pobn 
after  the  murder  that  he  had  eeea  aa 
ill-looking  stranger  about  —  hia  houae 
was  set  on  fire  in  four  places  the  night 
after,  and  an  office  burnt  down.    Tb« 
police  believed  they  had  had  the  man  in 
custody  who  committed  these  oatngn: 
but   no    evidence    could    be   obtained 
against  him,  or  any  other  person.  If  the 
Westmeath  Act  were  in  force,  he  ocmU 
for  a  time  at  least  be  prevented  boa 
from    committing   further   crime.     Ii 
1870,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  oa 
the  Woolsack  said,  in  these  Crimea  the 
disposition  to  crime  and  outraee  cropped 
out ;  but  in  addition  to  that  there  vaa  a 
substratum  of  dissatisfaction  and  pio&e* 
ness  to  outrage  of  which  statistica  ooald 
give  no  idea.    Crime  had  unfbrtonatelv 
become  so  habitual  that  it  had  a  facedoni 
side.    To  wit — there  was  a  young  man  za 
his  neighbourhood  well  known  to  hait 
committed  a  murder.  His  frieada  alma 
called  him  by  the  name  of  the  man  ha 
murdered.    Let  him  tell  them  an  old 
woman's  stoxy : — ^A  tenant  oams  to  a 
friend   of    his   to   oomplain   of  aona 
small  differenoea  betweoi  him  aad  hia 
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herd.  His  friend  told  him  he  was  wrong. 
Xezt  day  an  old  dame  of  70  odd,  the 
mother  of  the  tenant,  came  to  see  his 
Mend ;  he  asked  her  what  she  wanted, 
*•  Aje,  sure,  yonr  honour,  I'm  come  to 
give  up  the  land."  His  friend  said — 
*'  Thars  the  last  thing  you'll  do ;  what 
do  you  want?"  The  old  woman,  with 
a  alj  look,  replied — "Sure,  your  honour, 
hed  we  not  hotter  give  up  the  land? 
T'our  honour's  taken  a  prejudice  against 
my  boy ;  and  in  these  bad  timesif  anything 
happened  to  your  honour,  they  might  say 
be  did  it."  This  was  a  kind,  thought- 
f  al  old  lady ;  but,  with  your  neighbour 
just  assassinated  the  joke  was  a  bad  one. 
He  was  sorry  where  crime  was  so  common 
jokes  were  not  confined  to  one  class.  He 
knew  a  gentleman  who  went  to  visit  a 
prisoner  in  a  gaol,  awaiting  his  trial  for 
naTing  fired  at  a  land  agent  who  was 
unpopular  among  all  classes.  He  said 
— "Aye,  Pat,  you're  a  botherheaded 
fellow ! "  **  Why  does  your  honour  say 
that?"  "Aye,"  replied  the  visitor, ''whv 
the  Divil  cQdn't  you  shoot  straight?" 
He  supposed  that  the  reply  to  his  statistics 
would  be— Oh !  but  the  J  udges  all  through 
Ireland  were  congratulating  the  Ghrand 
Juries  on  the  lightness  of  the  calendar. 
But  what  did  uiat  do  but  confirm  the 
statistics  he  had  laid  before  the  House. 
It  showed,  not  that  crime  did  not  exist, 
but  that,  whereas  formerly  the  difficulty 
was  to  get  a  jury  to  convict  on  the 
elearest  evidence,  now  so  much  more  was 
the  criminal  feared  or  favoured  that  no 
one  would  come  forward  to  give  evidence 
against  him.  And  even  now,  what  said 
Judge  Lawson,  of  Tipperary — 

**  A  thockiiig  case  oocurred  in  their  streets  on 
the  39Ui  of  May  last,  when  a  man  named  John 
Dwycr  wai  assaulted  and  so  injured  that  he 
diad  of  lua  wounds  in  three  weeks  after.  He 
reoeired  his  injuries  in  the  puhlic  streets  on  a 
fair-day  hetween  three  and  four  o*clock,  and  so 
cooildait  were  the  assailants  of  the  concurrence 
of  the  people  that  they  made  no  attempt  at  con- 
oeafaneot.  It  seemed  as  if  all  the  persons  pre- 
sent had  lost  all  instincts  of  humanity,  with  the 
exception  of  one  woman,  who  came  to  the  aid 
of  the  wounded  man,  for  which  she  was 
threatened.  8he  thought  to  take  the  injured 
naa  into  a  house,  but  erery  door  was  shut 
agaiasi  her.  A  similar  case  hanpeoed  in  the 
town  of  Tijyperary  where  two  turothers,  who 
were  portuing  their  business,  were  so  badly 
beaten  in  the  open  day  that  the  life  of  one  of 
them  was  despaired  of. 

The  last  point  to  which  he  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  was  the  un- 
bndlsd  Uoenoe  of  what  was  called  the 


National  Press  of  Ireland.  Openly  and 
unchecked,  it  incited  to  murder  and  re- 
bellion ;  by  misrepresentation  it  dissemi- 
nated hatred  between  class  and  class, 
and  inculcated  deadly  hostility  to  Eng- 
lish connection,  as  well  as  to  all  law  or 
order.  He  did  not  generally  read  these 
journals,  but  in  looking  for  comments 
on  Bridge's  case,  he  came  upon  the 
Christmas  supplement  of  The  Nation — a 
paper  having  a  very  large  circulation 
among  the  middle  and  lower  orders  in 
Ireland.  It  was  full  of  the  poems  of 
a  certain  deceased  Fenian  named 
Bichard  Dalton  Williams — a  verse  or 
two  would  show  their  tone.  In  one  called 
**A  Prophecy,"  referring  to  England 
and  her  Government,  were  these  lines — 

**  Now  thou  art  a  sink  of  evil,  a  serpent's  nest, 

a  tiger*s  den, 
An   iron-crowned   and  armed  deril,  having 

power  to  torture  men ; 
Aged  tyrant,  crime  overladen,  Moloch  gorged 

wiui  blood  and  tears 
Of  martyred  brave  and  ruined  maiden — mur- 

dress  of  a  thousand  years ! " 

Then  there  were  four  war  songs — *'  The 
Munster  War  Song,"  "The  Leinster 
War  Song,"  '*  The  Western  War  Song," 
and  "  The  Irish  War  Song,']  all  in  the 
same  spirit,  inciting  to  deadliest  enmity 
to  England.  One  entitled  **  The  Exter- 
mination "  ran  thus — 

''When  tyranny's  pampered  and  purple-dad 

minions, 
Drive  forth  the  lone  widow  and  orphan  to 

die, 
Shall  no  angel  of  vengeance  unfurl  his  red 

pinions. 
And  grasping  sharp  thunderbolts  rush  from 

on  high ! " 

These  were  the  songs  sung  through  every 
village  in  Ireland.  It  was  to  enable  the 
people  to  read  this  literature  that  mil- 
lions were  yearly  spent  on  education; 
nor  was  the  smallest  endeavour  made  by 
Government  to  stay  its  propagation. 
Was  it  astonishing  that  the  Irish  people 
believed  crime  to  be  virtuous  ?  He  had 
shown  that  in  one  year  there  were  35 
murders,  and  above  400  crimes  against 
human  life  undetected  and  unpunished. 
He  had  shown  that  these  outrages  for- 
merly perpetrated  at  night,  now  were 
often  committed  in  open  day,  without 
any  attempt  at  concealment,  in  public 
plaoes,  often  before  many  persons,  none 
of  whom  attempted  to  interfere  with  the 
a^^gressor,  or  would  give  evidence  against 
him.  He  feared  this  arose  ^m  the  Bib- 
bon  and  Fenian  Societies  being  united 
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and  lumng  a  yeiy  complete  and  effldent 
organization.  Tlie  peifeotion  of  the 
Fenian  organization  was  shown  at  the 
0*Oonnell  Centenary.  There  were 
200,000  strangers  in  Dublin  that  day. 
The  Fenians  disturbed  the  municipal 
arrangements,  but  not  a  window  was 
broken,  nor  a  man  arrested,  even  for 
drunkenness.  He  had  shown  that  for- 
merly, the  worst  crimes  were  confined 
to  a  few  localities — not  so  now;  their 
operation  was  more  extended,  llie  dis- 
tnot  in  which  he  liyed  was  as  peaceable 
as  any  part  of  the  world,  now  it  was 
in  the  sad  state  he  had  shown.  In  fact, 
these  societies,  formed  only  for  sedition 
and  murder,  ruled  in  Lreland.  The 
Executiye  was  paralyzed.  No  one  but 
those  who  lived  in  districts  where  these 
societies  were  actively  carrying  out  their 
work  could  realize  the  state  of  things 
that  existed.  It  was  always  believed  that 
the  two  Peace  Preservation  Bills  of  the 
late  Oovemment  were  passed  owing  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Lord  Spencer) 
happening  to  be  in  a  locality  when 
two  murders  were  committed.  In  these 
districts,  disquietude  and  apprehension 
— a  shadow  of  an  imtimely  and  cruel 
death — threw  a  gloom  over  the  whole 
community.  It  was  not  for  him  to 
suggest  remedies,  but  the  loneer  they 
were  delayed  the  more  violent  they  must 
be.  The  Westmeath  Act»  extended  to 
all  Ireland,  would  be  useful  to  check 
crime,  and  would  only  be  put  in  force  in 
those  districts  where  crime  was  ram- 
pant. Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  had  a 
larg^  majority  in  both  Hoiises  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  could  readily  obtain  the  sanc- 
tion of  Parliament  for  any  measures  they 
might  deem  necessary  for  the  suppression 
of  crime.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack  said,  in  1870 — 

« I  maJTitain  that  the  first  duty  of  Qovemmexit, 
the  firrt  for  which  it  exists,  and  what  oonstitates 
the  justification  for  its  bcang  a  Gk>T6mmea:it,  is 
that  it  shall  suppress  outzage  and  enforce  seen- 
rity  for  life  ana  property." 

That  that  duty  was  not  fulfilled,  the  state- 
ment he  had  laid  before  their  Lordships 
clearly  demonstrated ;  and  he  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government  what  measures 
they  proposed  towards  that  end  ?  Great 
was  Uieir  responsibility  if  they  refused 
protection  to  the  loyal  and  peace-abiding 
portion  of  the  Irish  people. 

Thb  Dttkx  of  MAKLBOBOnOH  (the 
LoBD  LisiTTKNAKT  of  IfiXLAifD)  Said,  he 
had  been  anxious  not  to  show  any  want 


of  ooortesy  to  the  noble  Lovd,  nj, 
therefore,  understanding  tkat  hs  was 
about  to  put  this  Qoestion  this  ereain^ 
he  had  come  down  to  the  House,  and 
had  listened  with  ffreat  attentioa  and 
patience  to  all  he  had  to  say  on  the 
subject.  In  the  course  of  the  nobis 
Lord's  speech  he  could  not  help  hms 
reminded  of  a  remark  made  by  aa  eim- 
nent  writer,  who,  speaking  of  aaoihsr 
Member  of  their  Loxtlships'  Hoose,  sud 
he  had  a  wonderful  habit  of  yiHf^iitf 
his  own  country.  Now,  the  noble  Loci 
had  brought  an  indictment  against  hii 
eountry  which  was  certainly  of  a  sdl- 
ciently  serioos  description  to  call  ht  a 
reply  on  the  part  of  Her  Majes^i  Go- 
vernment. Me  thought  he  should  be 
able,  in  the  few  remarks  he  fasd  to 
make  on  the  present  state  and  oooditiaa 
of  Ireland,  to  calm  the  fears  ol  his 
noble  Friend,  and  to  re-assure  him  and 
their  Lordships  on  the  present  conditioa 
of  the  countiy.  He  wished,  in  the  fint 
place,  to  remark  upon  the  line  which 
his  noble  Friend  had  adopted  in  Ui 
allusions  to  the  case  of  '*  The  Queen  f. 
Casey."  It  would  have  been  objeedoa- 
able  if  his  noble  Friend  had  alluded  ia 
terms  to  the  remarks  which  fdl  in  the 
course  of  that  trial  from  the  learned 
Judges  on  the  bench — for  he  held  it  to 
be  of  the  highest  importance  that  the 
freedom  and  independence  of  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Judges  should  be  riffidly  maia- 
tained ;  but  his  noble  Friend  had  tdna 
a  course  which  was  even  more  objec- 
tionable, for  he  had  quoted  newspaper 
comments  upon  the  opinions  expreeead 
by  the  Judges,  without  enabling  their 
Lordships  to  judge  whether  those  com* 
ments  were  justifiable  in  point  of  fsd» 
and  without  enabling  anyone  to  reply  to 
them.  Coming  to  the  general  questioB, 
he  (the  Duke  of  Manborough)  eooU 
not  understand  whence  the  noble  Lord 
obtained  the  statistics  which  he  bad 
quoted  in  support  of  his  case.  8o  in 
as  he  understood  his  noble  Friend's 
argument,  it  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
relaxation  of  repressive  measures  whidi 
existed  prior  to  the  year  1875  had 
tended  to  an  increased  commissico  of 
the  crimes  against  which  those  Acts  of 
Parliament  were  directed.  He  conld  not 
admit  the  deduction  of  hia  noble  Frieod, 
because  the  only  relaxation  effected  bj 
the  Act  of  1875  was  tiie  omission  a 
that  part  of  the  Peace  Pieeeiratka 
Act  which  enabled  the  Lord  Lieateaail 
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to  speoially  proclaim  certain  districts. 
It  could  not  be  denied  that  there  were 
some  partioiilar  parts  of  the  country 
which  ga,re  cause  for  anxiety  at  the 
present  time ;  but  it  was  not  fair  to  infer 
from  that  &ct  that  the  whole  of  Ireland 
was  in  a  disturbed  condition,  requiring 
serious  attention,  and  even  the  inter- 
ference of  Parliament.  In  1870  Ireland 
was  in  a  very  painful  condition.  He 
found,  from  the  statistics  at  his  disposal, 
that  ihe  number  of  outrages  reported 
to  the  police  in  a  series  of  years  were 
as  follows:— In  1870,  4,321;  in  1871, 
2,897;  in  1872,  3,238;  in  1873,  2,275; 
in  1874,  2,096 ;  in  1875,  2,001 ;  and  in 
1876,  2,048.  These  figures  showed  a 
progressive  decrease— owing,  no  doubt, 
to  me  legislation  that  had  taken  place 
of  late  years — and  in  the  face  of  them 
he  could  see  no  reason  for  reverting  to 
the  extremely  repressiye  laws  which 
existed  prior  to  the  Act  of  1875.  He 
believed,  from  the  facts  he  had  stated, 
that  the  relaxation  that  had  taken  place 
in  the  repressive  measures  that  had 
been  passea  for  Ireland  had  been  wisely 
conceived  and  carried  out.  The  figures 
with  regard  to  agrarian  crimes  between 
1870  and  1876  were  as  follows: — In 
1870,  767;  in  1871,  1,329;  in  1872, 
373;  in  1873,  256;  in  1874,  213;  in 
1875,  136;  and  in  1876,  212.  These 
last  figures  showed  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  crimes;  but,  on  examining 
the  details,  he  found  that  the  crimes 
were  less  serious  in  their  character  than 
those  committed  in  the  previous  years. 
The  number  of  agrarian  murders  were : 
—In  1870,  5;  in  1871,  5;  in  1872,  4; 
in  1873,  5;  in  1874,  6 ;  in  1875,  9;  and 
in  1876,  4;  and  up  to  the  12th  of  this 
month  in  this  year  there  had  only  been  2. 
Another  remarkable  comparison  was 
that  relating  to  threatening  letters  writ- 
ten on  subjects  having  reference  to  the 
land.  The  following  were  the  figures 
showing  the  number  of  these  documents : 
In  1 870  there  were  624  cases  of  threaten- 
ing letters  relating  to  land;  in  1871  there 
were  173 ;  in  1 872,  125  ;  in  1873,  1 12  ;  in 
1874,  78;  in  1875,  54;  and  in  1876  the 
number  had  increased  to  86.  His  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne)  had 
drawn  a  gloomy  picture  of  the  condition 
of  his  own  part  of  the  country,  and  it 
could  not  denied  that  the  state  of  parts  of 
Mayo,  Gkdway,  andBoscommon  was  such 
as  to  give  some  grounds  for  uneasiness. 
Put,  comparing  the  present  condition  of 


that  part  of  the  country  with  its  condi- 
tion in  1870,  he  thought  the  comparison 
was  not  altogether  unfavourable.  He 
had  recently  read  the  charge  of  Baron 
Deasy  to  the  Orand  Jury  at  the  opening 
of  the  Assizes  for  the  county  of  Mayo  in 
the  year  1870.  The  learned  Judge  there 
commented  on  the  state  of  the  county. 
He  mentioned  that  there  were  30  cases 
of  writing  threatening  letters  relating  te 
land,  189  cases  of  agrarian  outrage  since 
the  previous  Assizes,  and  35  oases  of  ad- 
ministering unlawful  oaths — a  crime  of 
a  very  dangerous  character.  Now,  turn- 
in  g  from  that  statement  to  the  reports 
wmoh  had  been  presented  last  year  he 
found  the  cases  of  outrage  had  fallen 
from  189  to  129;  and  that  taking  the 
counties  of  Oalway ,  Eoscommon,  Leitrim, 
and  Sligo,  there  were  only  28  cases  of 
the  more  serious  class  of  outrages — there 
being  in  Oalway  only  one  case  of  murder, 
in  Mayo  one  case  of  firine  at  the  person, 
in  Boscommon  one  case  of  manslaughter, 
and  in  Sligo  one  case  of  murder,  there 
being  absolutely  no  case  of  administering 
unlawful  oaths,  upon  which  offence  the 
learned  Judge  to  whom  he  had  just  re- 
ferred had  spoken  very  strongly  at 
Gastlebar,  while  the  cases  of  sending 
threatening  letters  had  dwindled  down 
to  1 1 .  He  did  not  think  he  need  trouble 
the  House  with  any  further  statistics. 
He  had  already  said  that  the  crimes  to 
which  his  noble  Friend  had  alluded 
could  not  be  passed  over  without  serious 
consideration — they  were  undoubtedly  of 
a  very  painful  character;  and  it  could 
not  be  denied  that  at  various  times  and 
in  various  parts  of  Ireland  there  were 
found  to  be  ebullitions  of  crime.  The 
condition  of  Ireland  was  not,  however,  he 
maintained  to  be  judged  by  isolated  cases. 
That  condition  was,  on  the  whole,  pro- 
gressive and  satisfactory.  The  legisla- 
tion to  which  his  no^le  Friend  referred 
had  not  yet  been  condemned,  and  could 
not  fairly  be  said  to  have  borne  any  evil 
fruit.  The  law  which  was  now  in  exist- 
ence with  the  view  to  protecting  life  and 
property  in  Ireland  was  the  Peace  Pre- 
servation Act  of  1875,  by  which  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  was  enabled  to  proclaim 
a  county ;  and  there  were  two  great  pro- 
visions of  that  Act  which  were  of  the 
utmost  importance  for  the  prevention  of 
crime — ^those  by  which  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant was  empowered  to  send  a  special 
force  into  a  county,  and  to  levy  the  costs 
on  the  inhabitants  of  the  district;  and 
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lie  had  before  him  a  Beport  of  an  In- 
speotor  with  respect  to  the  district  to 
which  his  noble  Friend  had  referred  in 
his  own  county,  which  clearly  showed 
how  salutary  was  the  operation  of  the 
latter  proTision  especially.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  his  noble  Friend  would  allow 
his  fears  to  be  calmed.  He  did  not  for 
a  moment  mean  to  treat  lightly  any  of 
the  cases  to  which  he  had  referred.  On 
the  contrary,  he  looked  upon  the  state- 
ments of  the  noble  Lord  as  demanding 
the  serious  attention  of  the  Gbvemment. 
That  serious  consideration  he  had  given 
to  them  in  conjunction  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  lie- 
land,  and  they  were  of  opinion  that 
beneficial  legislation  had  already  done 
much,  and  that  the  gradual  relaxing  of 
the  penal  laws  now  in  force  was  a  pro- 
cess which  need  not  be  discontinued. 
Their  Lordships  had  no  cause  for  dis- 
trust— at  all  events,  he  hoped  never 
during  his  life  to  have  to  advise  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  to  re-enact  laws 
which  so  loDg  as  they  existed  must  cast 
a  slur  upon  the  country. 

Lord  O'HAGAN  strongly  protested 
against  the  attacks  which  had  been  made 
by  the  noble  Lord  who  brought  forward 
the  subject  (Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne) 
on  persons  occupying  high  judicial  office 
in  Ireland,  upon  totally  inadequate 
p;rounds,  and  at  a  time  when  proceed- 
ings were  actually  pending  before  the 
Courts  of  Justice  with  reference  to  the 
facts  out  of  which  the  cases  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  called  attention  had  arisen. 
He  himself  knew  something  officially 
and  judicially  about  the  state  of  Lre- 
land  for  the  last  20  years,  and,  unless 
he  was  labouring  under  a  gpreat  delusion, 
he  thought  he  could  show  that  the  con- 
dition of  the  country  at  the  present 
moment  was  exceptional — not  only  in 
comparison  with  its  own  sad  antecedents, 
but  such  as  to  place  it  in  a  very  forward 
position  in  the  matter  of  freedom  from 
crime  amoug  the  nations  of  the  world. 
The  only  evidence  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  referred  which  was  really  worthy  of 
the  attention  of  the  House  was  that 
afforded  by  the  judicial  statistics;  but 
these  statistics  showed  that  in  fact  there 
had  been  a  great  diminution  in  the 
number  of  agrarian  outrages  in  Lreland. 
Their  Lordships  had,  perhaps,  been 
shocked  to  hear  of  the  number  of  crimes 
against  human  life ;  but  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  number  given  in- 


duded,  not  only  murder  tad 
slaughter,  but  such  offences  as  endn- 
goring  the  safety  of  railway  patsengwi, 
unlawfuUy  abandoning  chilaren  lader 
two  yean  of  age,  ftc.  The  case  whiek 
had  been  stated  b^  the  noble  hati, 
not  against  a  particular  county,  bqt 
against  Lreland  in  general,  rested  oo  thi 
mere  gossip  of  the  country,  on  perfaedj 
unsustained  assertion,  and  on  impeiiMt 
extracts  from  the  judicial  statistios.  It 
was  of  great  importance  that  such  stit»- 
ments  should  receive  an  anthoritativi 
contradiction.  The  noble  Duke  wlu 
had  addressed  the  House  (the  Duke  d 
Marlborough)  said  in  February  last,  at  i 
banquet  in  Dublin — 

"  No  capital  will  ever  be  expended  in  a  ooioi» 
try  unless  there  be  due  and  adequate  proUctta 
a£forded  to  that  capital,  so  that  those  who  voC 
remoneratiTe  investments — investments  of  ctfi- 
tal — whether  in  land  or  money,  will  be  seooW 
in  the  enumnent  of  the  productivenesi  of  t^ 
capital  Now,  I  find  that  the  most  mtuhttiwj 
feature  in  the  present  state  of  the  ooontry  is  tk 
diminution  of  crime  generally.  If  Irdaad  eoiU 
ever  become  a  law-abiding  people,  it  wodd  b*  t 
country  unrivalled  among  the  coontzies  of  £s- 
rope  in  prosperity  and  importance." 

In  that  sentiment  he  (Lord  0*  Hagan)  eoa- 
curred ;  and  he  thought  it  would  be  aa  in- 
jury*at  once  to  the  Irish  people  and  to  thi 
interests  of  the  Empire  if  reports 
spread  and  credited  that  Ireland 
unsafe  place  to  live  in.  To  show  what 
the  actual  state  of  things  he  would  ttim 
to  the  statements  made  by  the  Judges  si 
the  Assizes  held  during  the  last  foitni^ 
It  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind,  in  coi- 
sidering  that  evidence,  that  thoae  Jnf^ei 
received  reports  of  the  cases  in  whuk 
the  offenders  had  escaped 
and  as  the  Irish  Constabulary 
peculiarly  well-informed,  it  might  be  as- 
sumed that  they  were  aware  of  emy 
considerable  crime.  The  charges  of  Jk 
the  Judges  demonstrated  that  the  tlh 
sence  of  crime  was  positively  marveOoQ% 
and  that  the  condition  of  things  mam 
the  previous  Assizes  had  been  most  o^ 
derly  and  satisfactory.  The  Beoordflrof 
the  City  of  Dublin  spoke  of  the  *'■&•& 
number  of  cases  for  trial  since  last  ms*^ 
sion,"  and  added — 

<*  This  circumstance,  taken  in  conneeCioo  viA 
the  satis&otory  criminal  statistios  as  ohftM 
by  the  reports  prepared  hj  the  wioos  Dwt 
Solicitors  for  the  gang  Judgea  of  Ajbm.  **i 
one  calling  for  universarapprobatioo  as  eriteBt 
of  the  happy  change  in  national  affluxtw** 

In  the  county  of  Cork  there  was  attkt 
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Mftcroom  Quarter  Sesmons,  in  the  West 
Siding,  no  criminal  business ;  while  at 
the  Oork  Quarter  Sessions,  in  the  East 
Siding,  the  chairman  congratulated  the 
ffrand  juryon  the  * '  absence  of  crime  since 
last  aeesions'' — no  offence  of  any  kind 
hftTingbeen  reported  to  the  Oonstabulary 
from  April  29  to  June  21.  In  the  County 
dare,  Mr.  Justice  Keogh,  addressing  the 
grand  jury,  said — 

^  Tour  duty  on  thi«  tide  of  the  Court  is  very 
Ugltt.  There  are  in  all  but  six  billa  to  go  before 
joQ,  none  of  which  oaUs  for  any  obeervation 


In  the  Oounty  of  Limerick  the  Judge 
aaid — 

**  The  state  of  your  county,  with  two  ezcep* 
tuna,  ta  a  matter  for  congratulation.  I  believe 
th«  number  of  billa  to  be  sent  before  you  will 
not  exceed  seven  or  eight." 

In  the  Oity  of  Limerick  there  were  only 
two  bills— one  for  concealing  the  birth 
of  a  child,  and  the  other  for  passing 
counterfeit   coin.      At  the  Westmeath 
AseijseB,  Baron  Deasy  congratulated  the 
Grand  Jury  on  the   ''tranquil  state" 
of    the    county.      In    King^s    Oounty 
Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  spoke  of  the  "  peace- 
Able  state"  of  that  district.    Serjeant 
Armstrong,  who  presided  at  the  Assizes 
in  County  Kilkenny,  said  ''there  was 
erery  reason  to  be  satisfied  with   the 
orderly  condition "  of  the  county.    In 
the  City  of  Kilkenny,  Mr.  Justice  Law- 
eon,  addressing  the  Orand  Jury,  said  "  he 
was  happy  to  say  the  calendar  showed 
an  almost  total  immunity  from  crime, 
there  being  only  one  case  to  go  before 
them — namely,  an  assault  on  a  warder 
which  had  been  committed  a  f^w  days 
preriously."  In  the  coun^  of  Longford, 
in  the  same  way,  the  Chief  Baron  told 
the  Orand  Juiy  that  their  duties  would 
be  extremely  light,  there  being  only  three 
billa  of  a  simple  character  to  go  before 
them.   He  complained,  howeyer — and  it 
was  the  only  complaint  which  any  of  the 
Judges  appeared  to  have  made— that  in 
15  cases  which  had  been  reported  by  the 
Constabulary,  no  person  haid  been  made 
amenable.     In  Fermanagh,  the  Chief 
Baron  cong^tulated  the  Orand  Jury  that 
there  was  no  criminal  case  to  go  before 
them.    In  Leitrim,  the  Chief  Justice  of 
Ireland  observed  to  the  Orand  Jury,  that 
there  was  but  one  bill  to  go  before  them, 
and  it  was  not  likely  to  engage  their 
attention  long.     In  81igo,  only  a  few 
daya  ago,  Baron  Dowse  oongratulated 

VOL.  OOXXXV.    [thxed  sbbhs.] 


the  Orand  Juiy  on  the  peaceful  state  of 
the  county,  as  there  were  only  six  indict- 
ments to  go  before  them,  representing 
four  cases,  and  remarked  that  from  the 
returns  published  there  appeared  to  be 
"  no  undiscovered  crime."  The  learned 
Judge  also  said  he  was  assured  by  the 
County  Inspector  that  there  had  been  a 
remarkable  decrease  in  all  classes  of 
crimes,  especially  assaults.  In  a  word, 
the  charges  of  all  the  Judges  who  had 
addressed  Ghrand  Juries  since  the  Assizes 
began  testified  not  only  to  the  absence 
of  crime,  but  to  the  quiet  and  satisfactory 
condition  of  the  country,  and  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  noble  Ix>rd  (Lord  Oran- 
more  and  Browne)  would  have  done  well 
to  have  ascertained  those  facts  before 
he  ventured  to  make  the  particular  cases 
which  had  occurred  in  his  own  neigh- 
bourhood the  ground  of  a  libel  upon  the 
whole  of  Ireland.  Within  the  memory  of 
man  that  country  had  never  been  in  so 
peaceful  a  state  as  at  the  present  moment. 
He  (Lord  O'Hagan)  was  sure  their  Lord- 
ships would  agree  that  the  noble  Lord's 
impeachment  had  entirely  failed  in  fact, 
and  that  it  had  been  conclusively  an- 
swered by  the  highest  authorities. 

Lord  CARUNGFORD  remarked  that 
the  speeches  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  corrected 
in  a  very  important  and  satisfactory 
manner  the  statements  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  introduced  the  subject. 
But  for  those  two  speeches  the  House 
might  have  been  under  the  impression 
that  Ireland  was,  so  far  as  crime  was 
concerned,  in  a  very  bad  condition  in- 
deed:— instead  of  which  it  appeared 
that  the  condition  of  the  country  on  the 
whole  was  peaceful  and  satisfactory,  and 
that  there  was  less  agrarian  crime  than 
there  had  been  at  almost  anv  other 
period.  When  it  was  considered  that  in 
1870  or  1871  the  number  of  agrarian 
crimes  committed  in  Ireland  amoimted 
to  1,329,  and  that  in  1876  there  were 
only  212,  it  would  be  soon  that  there 
was  no  cause  for  such  alarm  as  the 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  feel.  The  cases 
which  had  recently  occurred  no  doubt 
called  for  serious  notice  ;  but  they  were 
only,  so  to  speak,  survivals  of  the  state 
of  crime  which  had  existed  in  Ireland 
for  generations.  In  introducing  in 
"  another  place "  the  Peace  Preserva- 
tion Bill  of  1870,  he  had  the  satisfac- 
tion of  stating  that  bad  as  thing  were  at 
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that  moment,  they  compared  flavourably 
with  eadier  years ;  that  while  in  the  year 
1846  the  number  of  oases  of  all  nnds 
reported  by  the  Constabulary  was  20,000, 
in  1870  the  return  had  fallen  to  4,000, 
and  the  gradual  diminution  thus  indi- 
cated had  continued  down  to  the  present 
time.  In  these  circumstances,  wliich 
were  so  well  calculated  to  inspire  them 
with  hope  as  to  the  future,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  noble  Lord  had  altogether 
failed  to  prove  the  necessity  of  the  very 
serious  and  formidable  step  which  he 
asked  the  Gbvernment  to  take.  Be- 
pressive  legislation,  although  sometimes 
necessary,  could  not  but  be  regarded  as 
an  evil ;  it  created  a  bad  feeling  among 
the  ignorant  and  excitable  classes,  and 
was  used  by  a  certain  set  of  politicians 
in  Ireland  to  keep  alive  and  intensify 
the  old  traditions  of  hostility  to  Eng- 
land. A  return  to  such  a  state  of  things 
was  not  therefore  to  be  lightly  proposed ; 
and  if  ever  the  Government  should  be 
compelled  to  take  that  step,  they  might 
expect  to  see  a  postponement  of  the  day 
when  the  Irish  people  as  a  whole  would 
be  animated  with  respect  for  the  law  and 
goodwill  towards  this  country. 

LoKD  ORANMOEE  and  BEOWNE, 
in  reply,  said,  he  contended  that  neither 
the  noble  Duke,  nor  the  other  noble 
Lords  had  attempted  to  reply  to  his 
statistics  of  crime ;  indeed,  as  they  were 
taken  from  the  last  statistics  published 
by  the  authority  of  the  Government,  it 
was  impossible  to  do  so.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  quoted  from  the 
Gharees  of  the  Judges  in  Ireland  at 
last  Assizes,  but  had  failed  to  notice  the 
charge  of  Judge  Lawson  which  he  (Lord 
Oranmore  and  Browne)  had  read ;  and 
those  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
read,  with  one  exception,  adverted  only 
to  the  lightness  of  tiie  calendar,  which, 
as  he  had  foreseen,  proved  only  that  no 
evidence  could  be  obtained  to  bring  to 
trial  those  who  had  committed  crime, 
while  the  statistics  evidenced  beyond 
doubt  that   crime  was  prevalent.    He 

Eerfectly  agreed  with  the  quotation  made 
y  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
O'Hagan)  from  a  speech  delivered  in 
Dublin  by  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Marlborough),  that  prosperity  would 
come  to  Ir^and  if  ever  it  became  a  law- 
abiding  country;  but  he  held  that  all 
evidence  went  to  show  that  Irishmen 
must  be  made  to  fear  the  law  before 
they  would  obey  it.    He  must  have  a 

Lord  Cfurlingford 


far  greater  interest  in  capital  ofMmag  iito 
Ireland,  as  well  as  in  the  eTJitinwi  of 
order,  than  any  of  the  noble  Lordi  who 
had  spoken,  because  he^was  ao  onpttd- 
otic  as  to  wish  to  sell  his  pruyerij.  «ad 
in  the  meantime  he  reoided  there.  He 
regretted  exceedingly  that  Her  Mtjes^i 
Government  so  little  appreciated  ^ 
dangerous  state  of  Ireland  aa  to  6mm 
that  crime  could  be  suppressed  vitfaotl 
demanding  further  powers  from  Ptefia- 
ment. 

PRECOGNITION  (800TLAND>-«in)BiI 
AND  SUSPIOIOUS  DEATHS. 

MOTION  FOB  RSTUBKS. 

Thb  Eabl  OF  MINTO  morsd  im 
Betums  from  each  county  in  Sootkad  of 
the  number  of  cases  of  sudden  death  or 
of  death  under  suspicious  or  unknown 
circumstances  which  had  been  the  sub- 
ject of  precognition  (secret  inquest)  bj 
procurators  fiscal  (public  prosecotort)  ii 
each  of  the  years  1875-76;  also  qmfy- 
ing  the  number  of  such  cases  as  hsfs 
afterwards  been  the  subject  of  crimiasl 
trials.  

Thb  Dttkb  of  BIOHMOND  isb 
(K)EDON  had  no  objeotioa  to  the  pn- 
duction  of  the  Betums,  provided  te 
words  "secret  inquest"  and  *'pab& 
prosecutors"  were  struck  out;  he  did 
not  see  how  they  were  necessary. 

The  Eabl  of  MINTO  said,  that  ioi 
only  wish  in  introducing  those  words 
was  to  make  the  Notice  more  int^ 
gible,  it  being  often  said  that  SooCcii 
law  language  was  so  barbarous  that  as- 
body  in  England  understood  it.  All  bs 
wished  was  to  make  the  Betuni  as  is* 
telligible  as  possible,  and  he  oonld  Ml 
understand  the  objection  the  aobis 
Duke  had  to  the  words ;  but,  of  eouMi 
if  the  noble  Duke  objected  to  tbiB, 
rather  than  not  have  the  Betua  bt 
would  leave  them  out. 

The  words  having  aooordingly  ben 
struck  out — 

Motion  agr4$d  io  ;  Betuma  ordffsd  it 
be  laid  before  the  House. 


.i.»w..i.«.««  st  a  Mll«  fMl 

Eight  o'clock,  ttQ  T»«^ 
row,  Tvo  o'dock 
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year,  but  the  Besolution  was  simply  to 
make  adequate  proyision  for  liberated 
slaves.  Whatever  he  had  said,  how- 
ever, he  was  prepared  to  stand  by  when 
the  proper  time  arrived ;  but  to  give  a 
grant  nrom  the  public  treasury  to  one 
particular  society  would  be  a  matter  of 
considerable  difficulty.  The  subject, 
however,  had  not  been  lost  sight  of,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  several  letters  had 
passed  upon  it  between  the  Government 
and  Dr.  fcrk,  and  he  hoped  before  lone 
that  some  information  would  be  receivea 
by  which  the  Resolution  of  the  House  of 
Commons  would  be  given  effect  to. 


MIKUTES.]— SrpPLT— ^wwufcriiT  in  CommitUe 
—  CrriL  SBrnviCB  Eotdcates — Class  IIL — 
Law  ajtd  Jvtmcu^ReaohUioM  [July  12  and 
IS]  rfporUd. 

Pcwjc  BvuA  —  Orderid  —  Fir  it  E«4id%ng  — 
Solway  Salmon  Fisheries*  [250];  Saint  Ca- 
thflrxne's  Harbour,  JerMj*  [261];  Metro* 
potitaa  Board  of  Works  (Honey)*  [2d2]; 
Tr«asitry  Chest  Fund  •  [263]. 

OmmitU$  —  Bsport  —  Telegraphs  (Honey)  * 
[227] ;  Elementary  Education  F^visional 
Order  Confirmation  (Felmingham,  &c)  *  [223]. 

Third  JSMdtM^— Consolidated  Fund  (£2,000,000)* 


QUESTIONS. 


EGYPT— CENTRAL  AFRICA— THE  KING 
OF  UGANDA.— QUESTION. 

Snt  BOBEBT  ANSTRX7THEB  asked 
the  Under  Secretarv  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aflairs,  Whether  the  Gbyemment  have 
received,  or  will  endeavour  to  obtain, 
anj  assurances  from  the  Elhedive  of 
E^pt  that  the  freedom  and  indepen- 
dence of  ITTese,  the  friendly  chief  or 
king  of  the  Uganda  territory  in  Central 
Afnca,  win  be  respected ;  whether  the 
Government  have  sent,  or  will  send,  in- 
structions to  the  British  Envoy  in  Eg3rpt 
that  it  is  their  desire  that  the  indepen- 
dence of  M'Tese  should  be  respected; 
and,  what  arrangements  have  been  made 
by  the  Government  to  carry  out  the  Be- 
Bohition  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
April  1876,  regarding  the  payment  to 
the  Church  Missionary  Society  for  the 
expenses  incurred  by  its  agents  in  the 
maintenance  and  protection  of  liberated 
slaves? 

Hx.  BOUBKE,  in  reply,  said,  that 
representations  had  been  made  to  the 
Khedive  of  Egypt,  and  also  to  the  Bri- 
tish Envoy,  Uolonel  Oordon,  which  he 
hoped  would  be  the  means  of  securing  the 
freedom  and  independence  of  M'Tese, 
the  Chief  of  the  Uganda  territory,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  ex- 
preyed  a  hope  that  the  rights  of  M'Tese 
would  be  respected  by  the  Khedive.  In 
reeard  to  the  last  part  of  the  Question, 
rating  to  the  liberated  slaves,  the 
words  "Church  Missionary  Society" 
were  not  in  the  Besolution  passed  last 


THE    GAME    LAWS    (SCOTLAND).-EM- 
PLOYMENT  OF  CONSTABLES. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BABCLAT  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 

Eartment,  Whether  his  attention  has 
een  called  to  a  report  of  a  recent  game 
trespass  prosecution  in  Perthshire,  in 
the  course  of  which  one  of  the  county 
constables  gave  evidence  to  the  effect 
that  on  a  particular  morning  he  had 
watched  Lord  Kinnoull's  game  for  five 
or  six  hours ;  that  when  requested  by 
the  head  gamekeeper  he  was  sometimes 
weeks  so  engaged ;  that  he  was  not  paid 
by  the  Earl  of  Kinnoull ;  that  he  was 
watching  every  week  in  the  month,  and 
he  believed  every  constable  was  the 
same,  '^  it  was  their  duty  to  do  so ; " 
whether  one-half  the  wages  of  these 
constables  is  paid  from  the  Imperial 
Treasury ;  whether  it  is  the  duty  of  con- 
stables to  watch  game ;  and,  if  not,  whe- 
ther he  will  take  steps  to  prevent  the 
employment  of  constables  as  g^me 
watchers  r 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CBOSS,  in  replv, 
said,  he  was  informed  that  the  constable 
had  misstated  the  facts  of  the  case. 
Under  the  General  Police  (Scotland) 
Act,  1857,  Section  7,  the  chief  constable, 
on  the  application  of  any  person,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Sheriff,  might  ap- 
point and  cause  to  be  sworn  in  an  adcli- 
tional  number  of  constables  within  the 
limits  of  his  authority  at  the  charge  of 
the  person  or  persons  making  the  appli- 
cation. He  was  informed  that  the  con- 
stable in  question  was  appointed  under 
the  statute  not  simply  to  watch  the 
mme,  but  to  keep  order  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Lord  Kinnoull' s  place.  The 
man  was  paid  entirely  in  that  way,  and 
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Tinder  the  Act  he  became  of  course  part 
of  the  police  force ;  but  the  whole  of  the 
payment  came  from  Lord  Kinnoull, 
and  not  from  the  State.  With  regard 
to  the  statement  of  the  constable,  that 
it  was  his  duty  to  watch  game,  all  he 
(Mr.  Cross)  had  to  say  was  that  it  was 
not  so.  It  was  not  the  duty  of  the  con- 
stable to  watch  game,  and  if  found  em- 
ploying his  time  in  that  manner  he 
would  not  be  doing  his  duty  as  a  con- 
stable, and  would  not  be  entitled  to  pay- 
ment from  the  State. 


TTJBKEY— BULGARIA— THE  PROTEC- 
TORATE  OP   THE   CZAR.  —  QUESTION. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  can  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  an  authentic  Copy  of  the 
Czar's  Address  to  the  Bulgarian  people ; 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
any  information  confirming  the  state- 
ment of  the  "  Times  "  correspondent  at 
Berlin,  a  distinguished  philolog^t,  to 
the  following  effect : — 

"That  Prince  Tcherkasski's  design  for  the 
reorganisation  of  Bulgaria  includes  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Russian  language  in  the  Army 
and  Civil  Service,  and  the  immediate  trans- 
fer of  all  the  landed  property  to  the  Christians 
— the  introduction  of  the  Russian  language  in- 
volving the  appointment  of  Russian  civil  and 
military  oflBcers,  no  Bulgarian  being  able  to 
read  a  line  of  Russian  unless  he  has  stodied  the 
language  or  acquired  it  in  Russia ; " 

and,  if  this  be  true,  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  not  protest 
against  a  proceeding  inconsistent  with 
the  solemn  assurances  of  the  Czar  and 
of  the  Eussian  Government  at  and  be- 
fore the  commencement  of  the  war? 
He  might  add,  in  explanation  of  the 
Question,  that  three  different  transla- 
tions, each  varying  from  the  other,  of 
the  Czar's  proclamation  had  already  ap- 
T)  eared 

Mb.  BOUEKE  :  Sir,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  received  a  copy  of  the 
Czar's  proclamation  in  Bulgaria,  and 
there  will  be  no  objection  to  lay  it  on 
the  Table.  With  regard  to  Prince 
Tcherkasski,  we  have  also  heard  from 
Bucharest  that  he  is  charged  with  the 
re-organization  of  Bulgaria,  and  is  ac- 
companied by  400  civil  employis.  As  to 
the  other  parts  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Question,  we  have  not  received  any  offi- 
cial information,  and  therefore  I  need 
say  nothing  respecting  it. 

Mr.  Aisheton  Cross 


H.M.S.    "INFLEXIBLE"— THE  OOXSOB^ 
810N  OF  INQUIRY.— QUESnOXa 

Sm  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secreteiy 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  can  name  to  ti# 
House  the  Committee  who  are  to  iDvi»> 
tigate  the  question  as  to  the  stabiHtj  cf 
H.M.8.**  Inflexible?" 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON,  in  reply,  m4 
that  Admiral  Sir  James  Hope,  Mr. 
George  Eendell,  Mr.  Froade,  and  Mr. 
Woolley  had  been  appointed  to  inrwd- 
gate  the  stability  of  the  vessel  refened  to. 

Mb.  GOUELEY  asked  if  the  Mr. 
Eendell  in  question  was  the  gentleoua 
who  had  the  contract  for  the  oompleCiaa 
of  the  Thunderer  ? 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON,  inreply,«id  fce 
was  not  certain  that  that  was  the  caee ; 
but  the  Mr.  Eendell  in  question  ▼•»  a 
very  well-known  engineer  in  the  NortiL 
and  was  supposed  to  be  folly  oompcteitt 
to  investigate  such  questions  aawtmld 
be  placed  oefore  the  Committee. 


METROPOLIS  WATEE  ACT,  ISH— 
SOUTHWARK  AND  VAUXHALL  WATER- 
SUPPLY.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  NOETH  asked  the  Pwrnkat 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  If  ha 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  Beport 
of  Dr.  Frankland  upon  the  water  f^ 
plied  by  the  Southwark  and  VanxhaH 
Company— that  it  is  "  fixll  of  mora^ 
organisms,  and  contains  an  ezceMnra 
proportion  of  organic  impurity ;"  tad,  if 
he  will  take  steps  to  insure  a  sopplj  ^ 
pure  water  from  that  Company? 

Mb.  SCLATEE-BOGTH  :  Sir,  my  st- 
tention  has  been  called  to  the  reont 
Eeport  of  Dr.  Frankland  to  which  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  refers.  Bot 
complaints  had  previously  been  made  to 
me  by  the  Wandsworth  District  Board  of 
Works  as  to  the  state  of  the  water  m> 

ged  by  the  Southwark  and  Vanxhifl 
mpany,  which  has  for  some  timehea 
unsatisfactory,  and  the  Water  Eximiiwf 
has,  by  my  directions,  been  in  commtmice- 
tion  with  the  company  on  the  «Vj«c4 
during  the  last  two  months.  On  the  44 
of  July  last  I  issued  an  Order  diwdii^ 
that  a  special  inquiiyunder  Sectiflo  55 
of  the  Metropolis  Water  Act,  1871. 
should  be  held  by  Major  Bolton,  wl 
that  inquiry  will  be  held  immediileij- 
It  is  fair  to  add  that  the  company  bn 
been  incurring  a  large  expenditaze  ^ 
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in^  the  past  year  for  renewal  of  their 
filters  at  Hampton  and  Battersea,  a 
work  which  they  admit  to  have  been 
too  long  neglected.  It  remains  to  be 
asoertained  what  farther  works  may  be 
neceflsary  to  put  this  company's  supply 
into  a  satisfactory  state,  and  what  e£^t 
tbe  works  already  executed  will  have 
upon  it 


PUBLIC     HEALTH— SMALL-POX     (ME- 
TROPOLIS).—QUESTION. 

Db.  LUSH  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Goyemment  Board,  If  he  will  state 
to  the  House  the  present  condition  of  the 
Metropolis  with  respect  to  small  pox ; 
and,  whether  any  and  what  measures 
are  being  taken  or  fostered  by  him  to 
prerent  or  check  the  prevalence  of  the 
aiaeaae  in  the  future  ? 

Ma.  SCLATEB-BOOTH  :  Sir,  accord- 
ing to  the  latest  accounts  there  are  621 
inmates  of  the  five  metropolitan  hos- 
pitals. This  number  as  compared  with 
numbers  ranging  from  850  to  950  dur- 
ing April  and  May,  must  be  considered 
comparatively  satisfactory.  There  is 
also  spare  accommodation  for  483  cases 
now  available  for  the  pauper  and  poorer 
daseee  of  patients,  so  that  there  are 
means  for  the  treatment  of  all  who 
might  require  to  be  brought  under  care 
in  the  metropolis.  It  may  be  said,  ge- 
nerally, that  the  epidemic  is  abating, 
and  that  the  increased  amount  of  accom- 
modation available,  together  with  in- 
creased activity  in  effectino^  removals 
and  greater  attention  to  vaccmation,  has 
enabled  the  authorities  to  hold  the 
disease  in  better  check  than  was  the 
ease  when  the  last  epidemic  prevailed. 
Some  of  the  Vestries  have  provided  ac- 
commodation, and  some  Vestries  and 
Boards  of  Guardians  have  taken  steps 
by  house-to-house  visitation  to  insure 
greater  attention  to  the  practice  of  vac- 
cination. Although,  as  I  have  said,  the 
epidemic  appears  to  be  subsiding,  it  is 
not  yet  at  an  end.  I  shall,  however,  take 
care  to  have  its  history  investigated  and 
the  experience  of  the  last  12  months  col- 
lected and  put  into  shape,  with  the  view 
of  considering  whether  further  legisla- 
tion is  required.  Meanwhile,  as  the 
House  is  aware,  I  have  caused  several 
rlsnsee  ,whtoh  I  think  may  be  useful,  to 
be  inserted  in  the  Public  Health  (Me- 
tropolis) BilL 


ARMY— MEDICAL  SEBVICE,  INDIA. 
QUESTION. 

Db.  lush  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  If  the  rumour 
that  the  Local  Medical  Department  in 
India  is  about  to  be  abolished  and  that 
the  administration  of  the  Army  Medical 
Service  in  India  is  to  be  in  future  in  the 
hands  of  the  Indian  Qovemment  only, 
is  correct ;  and,  if  he  has  any  objection 
to  state  the  grounds  of  the  proposed 
change  ? 

LoED  GEOEGE  HAMILTON:  Sir, 
the  Government  of  India  have  for  some 
time  past  had  the  whole  question  of  the 
Army  Medical  Service  in  India  under 
their  consideration,  but  they  have  not 
communicated  any  conclusions.  I  am 
not,  therefore,  in  a  position  to  be  able 
to  state  what  modifications  may  be  pro- 
posed, or  the  reasons  for  them. 


THE  PEKSIAN  EMBASSY,  1873. 
QUESTION. 

SiE  THOMAS  CHAMBERS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  What  steps  have  been  taken, 
and  what  further  steps  it  is  proposed  to 
take,  to  secure  payment  to  English  credi- 
tors of  debts  incurred  by  members  of  the 
Persian  Embassy  in  the  year  1873  ? 

Ida.  BOURKE  :  In  reply  to  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  I  have  to  state  that 
the  steps  taken  in  favour  of  the  creditors 
of  the  Persian  Embassy  in  1873  are 
these — The  applications  of  the  different 
creditors  that  were  sent  to  the  Foreign 
0£Bce  have  been  sent  to  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Teheran,  and  some  of  them 
have  been  presented  to  the  Persian  Go- 
vernment. From  the  last  reports  it 
appears  that  the  late  Charge  d' Affaires 
of  the  Persian  Mission  in  England  had 
announced  his  intention  of  paying  his 
English  creditors  whenever  his  circum- 
stances would  permit.  It  is  not  the 
intention  of  Lord  Derby  to  take  any 
further  steps  in  the  matter  than  by  re- 
ferring the  applications  of  the  creditors 
which  may  from  time  to  time  come  to 
the  Foreign  Office  to  the  Persian  Qto* 
vemment  at  Teheran. 

LOCAL    FINANCE  —  SCOTCH,    WELSH, 
AND  COLONIAL  LOANS.— QUESTION. 

GuruuL  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  To 
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state  if  the  Public  Works  Loan  Board 
can  be  called  on  to  show  Scotch  loans, 
Welsh  loans,  and  Colonial  loans ;  ^so  to 
render  detailed  statements  of  the  sepa- 
rate loans  outstanding  on  the  date  the 
new  Board  was  formed,  with  rates  of 
interest,  duration  of  loan,- and  annuity 
to  pay  off  the  individual  loans ;  also  to 
show  all  loans  to  Harbours  under  the 
Passing  Tolls,  &c.  Act,  1861,  with  details 
relating  thereto  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith,  in  reply,  said, 
that  a  Betum  of  a  similar  character  was 
moved  for  in  1871 ;  but  he  did  not  think 
it  desirable  such  Returns  should  be  made 
too  frequently,  as  it  would  involve  a 
serious  interference  with  the  business  of 
the  Office.  He  therefore  hoped  the 
matter  would  not  be  pressed.  But  he 
would  consider,  in  concert  with  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman,  whether 
those  Betums  might  not  be  made  every 
10  years. 


CRIMINAL  LAW— SANE   AND    INSANE 
PRISONERS.— QUESTION. 

Sir  JOSEPH  BAILEY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  that  the  State  should  assume 
the  custody  and  bear  the  cost  of  main- 
tenance of  insane  as  well  as  of  sane 
prisoners;  and,  whether,  in  the  event 
of  this  not  being  so,  the  local  authority 
on  whom  the  cost  of  maintaining  insane 
prisoners  falls  is  entitled  in  the  case  of 
such  prisoners  to  the  Government  allow- 
ance of  four  shillings  per  week  which  is 
given  in  the  case  of  lunatic  paupers  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  m  reply, 
said,  he  must  divide  these  prisoners  into 
two  classes.  The  first  were  those  ac- 
quitted on  the  ground  of  insanity,  but 
detained  during  Her  Majesty's  pleasure. 
These  properly  were  not  criminal  pri- 
soners, and  the  fact  that  they  were 
detained  could  make  no  difference.  The 
Prisons  Act  made  no  change  with  regard 
to  their  maintenance.  With  regard  to 
those  persons  who  were  convicted  and 
afterwards  became  insane,  so  long  as 
they  were  in  detention  under  their  sen- 
tences the  whole  expenditure  would  be 
borne  by  the  State.  When  their  sen- 
tences expired,  owing  to  their  being 
lunatics,  it  might  be  necessary  to  keep 
them  in  detention.  They  would  then 
become  pauper  lunatics  and  chargeable 
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to  the  county,  and  the  Government  al- 
lowance for  pauper  lunatics  would,  pf 
course,  be  made  in  such  cases. 


POST   OFFICE    TELEGRAPH    DEPART- 
MENT—THE ROYAL  ENGINEERS, 

QTTESTIOir. 

Sir  EDWARD  WATEIN  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Whether  any  pro- 
posals have  passed,  and,  if  so,  whether 
they  have  been  entertained  by  his  De- 
partment, with  a  view  to  substituting 
militfiuy  for  civil  employes  in  the  Postfu. 
Telegraph  Departments  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  it  had  been  decided  to  employ  the 
Royal  Engineers  in  the  Postal  Tel^praph 
Service  to  the  extent  desired  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  and,  conse- 
quently, that  the  whole  of  the  South  of 
England  from  the  Thames  to  Land's  End 
would  be  placed  under  their  charge. 

RUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— TURKISH 
BLOCKADE  OF  THE  BLACK  SKA. 

QT7S8TI0NS. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  attention  of  the 
Gbvemment  has  been  called  to  the  recent 
cruise  in  the  Black  Sea  of  the  Russian 
Government  steamers  ''Constantin''  and 
"Vladimir,"  in  the  course  of  which  they 
•met  no  Turkish  men-of-war,  but  on  the 
contrary  succeeded  in  capturing  certain 
Turkish  merchantmen;  and,  whether 
there  is  not  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Turkish  blockade  of  the  coasts  of  Russia 
is  so  intermittent  as  to  be  ''ineffective  ?" 
•  Mr.  BOURKE  :  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  been  informed  that  the 
Russian  Government's  cruisers  have  cap- 
tured Turkish  merchantmen  in  the  Black 
Sea ;  but  the  information  at  the  disposal 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  is  not 
sufficient  to  enable  us  to  say  whether 
the  blockade  is  efficient  or  not. 
;  Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  subse- 
quently  asked,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  taking  steps  to  inform 
themselves  as  to  the  efficiency  of  the 

blockade  ?       

,    Mb.  BOURKE  said,  he  had  received 
no  Notice  of  the  Question. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
would  put  it  to-morrow. 
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on  the  Table  until  they  were  able  to  lay 
on  the  Table  at  the  same  time  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Admiralty  respecting  it.  The 
Papers  were  now  in  the  hands  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  and  he 
trusted  their  opinion  would  not  long  be 
delayed. 


NAVY— H.M.S.  "  INPLEXIBLE.*' 

QTTESTION. 

Captain  PIM  asked  the  Seoretaiy  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  a  letter  in  the 
"Times"  of  the  Idth  inst.,  signed  E.  J. 
I^d,  House  of  Commons,  Jiuy  11th,  in 
which  it  was  alleged  that,  with  reference 
to  the  Eetum,  Navy  (H.M.8.  **  Inflexi- 
ble") No.  296, 

**  the  figures  given  in  the  table  on  page  10  as 
TOpresenting  the  case  are  wrong  in  respect  of 
hoth  ships,  as  the  sheet  of  diagrams  and  the 
amall-type  foot-note  on  page  1 1  clearly  shows ; " 

also  to  the  fact  that  the  present  Chief  Con- 
structor in  the  said  Eetum,  at  page  19, 
makes    grave    statements    against   the 

greater  portion  of  the  ironclad  vessels 
esigned  by  the  late  Chief  Constructor ; 
and,  whether,  under  these  circumstances, 
he  will  not  consider  the  desirability  of 
an  inquiry  into  the  whole  subject  being 
made  by  a  Select  Committee  of  this 
House,  instead  of  a  limited  inquiry  by 
an  Admiralty  Committee  as  at  present 
contemplated  ? 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON,  in  reply,  said, 
he  begged  to  inform  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  that  he  had  seen  the 
letter,  and  it  was  his  duty  to  state  that 
the  Admiralty  was  not  prepared  to  re- 
commend either  that  the  question  rela- 
ting to  the  InflezihUy  or  the  larger  ques- 
tions connected  with  our  iron-clad  Fleet, 
past,  present,  or  futiire,  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Committee  of  that  House. 

Captain  PIM:  Then  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  to-morrow  I  shall  repeat  my 
Question  in  another  form. 


PERU— THE  PERUVIAN  IRONCLAD 
"  HUASCAR."— QUESTION. 

Captain  PIM  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  has  any  ob- 
jection to  place  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  Despatches  which  reached 
the  Admiralty  on  Wednesday  night  or 
Thursday  morning  last  from  Hear  Ad- 
miral de  Horsey  reporting  the  particu- 
lars of  the  encounter  of  Her  Majesty's 
ships  "Shah"  and  "Amethyst'^  with 
the  Peruvian  ironclad  ''  Huascar  ?  " 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON,  in  reply,  said, 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  lay  on 
Table  the  Paper  referred  to ;  but  in  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
it  would  be  very  inconvenient  to  lay  it 


CATTLE    DISEASE    (IRELAND)    ACT- 
IMPORTATION  OF  STOCK  INTO 
IRELAND.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  PEMBERTON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  the 
Irish  Privy  Council  have  considered  the 
expediency  of  relaxing  the  regulations 
prohibiting  the  importation  of  stock  into 
Ireland  from  Great  Britain,  especially  of 
sheep  and  pigs,  which  cannot  convey 
any  infection  of  cattle  plague? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Sir,  it  has  been  thought  better  to  retain 
these  restrictions  in  force  while  any  risk 
remained ;  and  I  believe  the  cordon 
which  was  established  round  the  London 
metropolitan  district  has  not  yet  been 
removed.  But  the  Privy  Council  pro- 
bably wiU  shortly  again  allow  the  im- 
portation of  stock  into  Ireland,  especially 
sheep  and  pigs. 

NATIONAL    SCHOOL    TEACHERS   AND 
TENANT-RIGHT.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Who  it  was 
communicated  to  the  Education  Board 
information  that  Michael  and  Patrick 
Gumey,  the  teachers  of  the  National 
School,  Headford,  county  Galway,  had 
attended  a  tenant  right  meeting; 
whether  such  information  was  anony- 
mous ;  and,  whether  it  is  not  a  violation 
of  the  Board's  own  rules  to  attend  to 
anonymous  communications  affecting  the 
position  of  teachers  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Sir,  I  imderstand  that  the  information 
on  which  the  Commissioners  acted  in  this 
matter  was  a  report  in  a  newspaper, 
which  was  forwarded  to  them,  of  a 
tenant-right  meeting,  in  which  report  it 
was  stated  that  Michael  and  Patrick 
Gumey  were  among  the  persons  attend- 
ing the  meeting.  I  think  a  report  of 
the  kind  could  scarcely  be  held  to  fall 
under  the  rule  of  the  Board  against 
attending  to  anonymous  communica- 
tions. 
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CRIMINAL  LAW  —  ALLEGED  MISCAK- 
RIAGE  OF  JUSTICE  —  CASE  OF  STY- 
RAN  AND  CROWTHER.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  COWEN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  oeen 
called  by  a  Memorial  signed  by  250  of 
the  attorneys,  merchants,  tradesmen, 
and  others,  of  the  town  of  Driffield,  to 
the  fact  that  two  men,  of  the  names  of 
Styran  and  Crowther,  in  the  employment 
of  Taylor's  Patent  Sewing  Machine 
Company  Limited,  were  sentenced  by 
the  justices  at  the  Driffield  Petty  Ses- 
sions, on  the  14th  June  last,  to  a  fine 
and  costs,  amounting  to  £2  17«.  %d.  each, 
or,  in  default,  to  six  weeks'  imprison- 
ment ;  and,  further,  that  notwithstand- 
ing this  sentence,  and  the  tender  of  the 
money  on  behalf  of  the  men  within 
seventeen  minutes  of  the  decision,  the 
magistrates'  clerk  refused  to  receive  it, 
and  made  out  the  commitment  to  the 
Beverley  House  of  Correction,  omitting 
entirely  that  part  of  the  decision  which 
gave  the  men  the  option  of  a  fine ;  and, 
whether  he  will  recommend  compliance 
with  the  prayer  of  the  Memorial  ? 

Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  if  the  facts  of  the  case  were  as 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member,  he  would  at 
once  have  acted  in  accordance  with  the 
suggestion  made  in  the  Question  ;  but  he 
was  assured  by  the  magistrates  that  the 
facts  were  not  as  stated.  The  men  did 
not  get  the  option  of  a  fine,  but  had 
been  convicted  of  stealing,  and  that 
under  an  Act  of  Parliament  according 
to  which  the  magistrates  had,  in  their 
judgment,  no  option  but  absolute  im- 
prisonment. Inaeed,  he  was  assured  by 
the  magistrates  that  even  had  they  pos- 
sessed the  power,  they  would  not  have 
exercised  it.  The  whole  matter  as  to 
the  fine  and  costs  of  each  prisoner 
amounting  to  £2  1 7«.  6<^.,  and  the  option, 
probably  arose  from  some  statement 
made  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Bench  at 
the  beginning  of  the  proceedings,  but 
which  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  final 
determination  which  was  arrived  at. 

NATIONAL  TEACHERS  ACT,  1876— 
WORKHOUSE  TEACHERS.  — QUESTION. 

Me.  CHAELES  LEWIS  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  is  prepared 
to  take  steps  to  secure  to  the  Irish  work* 


house  national  teachers  the  same  ptiri. 
leges  as  regards  results  fees  earned  JoAm 
the  conditions  laid  down  bj  the  Gan- 
missioners  of  National  Education  as  an 
possessed  by  the  ordinary  national  sdiool 
teachers  ? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEAGH: 
Sir,  the  National  Teachers  Act  of  187$ 
allowed  the  Board  of  Ooardians  of  aaj 
Union  to  vote  results  fees  to  the  teadicn 
of  the  workhouse  school.  But  I  do  boc 
think  it  would  be  possible  to  place  thctc 
teachers  on  precisely  the  same  Ibotii^ 
as  other  teachers  in  this  respect  Their 
general  position  is  very  different^  and 
m  some  points  much  superior,  to  that  of 
the  ordinary  national  teachera. 

IRISH   LAND    ACT,    1870  — CLERKS  OF 
THE  PEACE  (IRELAND).— QXJESmOS. 

Me.  CHAELES  LEWIS  asked  tlw 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whetiwr 
the  reduction  from  £80  to  £45  recestlj 
made  by  the  Treasury  in  the  salary  fixed 
in  1874  to  be  paid  to  the  derk  of  ths 
peace  for  the  county  of  Londonderry  is 
respect  of  his  services  under  the  Ltad 
Act  of  1870  has  been  made  with  tLe 
knowledge  and  concurrence  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  or  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ir^ 
land ;  and,  if  he  will  lay  upon  the  Tibk 
any  Correspondence  between  the  Tret- 
sury  and  the  Irish  Executive  upon  the 
subject  of  that  and  similar  reductioDS? 

SiK  MICHAEL  mCKS- BEACH: 
Sir,  this  reduction  has  been  made  ia 
accordance  with  the  general  arraoge* 
ment  on  the  subject  which  was  arrired 
at  in  1874  by  the  Treasury,  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  Irish  UovemxneoL 
This  arrangement  was  to  fix  the  saliiy 
for  a  term  of  three  years  on  the  average 
number  of  days  occupied  in  the  vi^ 
during  the  three  preceding  years,  alkm- 
ing  £3  d«.  a-day  for  each  day's  attend- 
ance at  land  sessions,  whether  bosiaeM 
was  done  or  not ;  and  a  certain  addxtioa 
for  office  expenses.  On  this  basts  the 
salary  of  the  derk  of  the  peace  &r 
ooun^  Londonderry  was  fixed  at  £66  St. 
for  salary  and  £  1 3 1 7f .  for  office  exp6oses> 
making  a  total  of  £80.  But  when,  it 
the  present  year,  the  time  oame  to  refise 
these  salaries,  it  was  found  that  in  the 
three  years  since  1874  the  bosinais  had 
so  much  decreased,  as  compared  with 
the  three  years  before  1874,  that  the 
salary,  calculated  on  the  same  baM» 
must  be  reduced  to  £45.    I  do  not  '^ 
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the  oorroepondence  would  fl^ive  any  more  nPTiJ^P^    nw  TTTV   j\ay 

infopination  than    that  which    I   have  ORDERS    OF  THE  DAT. 

stated  to  the  House,  and  therefore  I  do  «^r«vwr«rr, 

not  propose  to  lay  it  on  the  Table.  SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

CONTROLLER  OP  THE  STATIONERY 
OFFICE—APPOINTMENT  OF  MR.  T.  D. 
PIOOTT.— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS,  in  rising  to  move — 

'*That,  haying  regard  to  the  recommenda- 
tions made  in  1874  by  the  Select  Committee  on 
Public  Departments  (Purchases,  &c.),  this  House 
is  of  opinion  that  t^e  recent  appointment  of 
Controller  of  Her  Majesty's  Stationery  Office  is 
calculated  to  diminish  the  usefulness  and  influ- 
ence of  Select  Committees  of  this  House,  and 
to  discourage  the  interest  and  zeal  of  officials 
employed  in  the  Public  Departments  of  the 
State,'' 

said,  that  the  Committee  in  question 
was  appointed  in  1873,  and  numbered 
amongst   its    Members   three     of  the 
present  Ministry  and  two  ex-Ministers. 
They    devoted     the    greater    part    of 
their  time  to  an  inquiry  into  the  Sta- 
tionery Department,  which  they  found 
to  be  mi  generti  in  its  relations  to  the 
Treasury,    being,    in   fact,    practically 
under  the  control  of  the  Treasuiy,  of 
which  its  head  was  an  executive  officer. 
The  character  and  extent  of  the  work  in 
the  Stationery  Department  were  shown 
by  the  fact  that  in   1872-3  £484,000 
was  expended  in  contracts  for  paper, 
printing,  bookbinding,  and  small  stores, 
and  the  total  expenditure,  taking  the 
Post    Office,   the    Qauttee^    and    other 
branches,    amounted    to     a    total    of 
£680,000.    Of  these,  the  sale  and  dis- 
tribution of  Parliamentary  Papers  came 
to  £100,000  a-year.    There  was  also, 
under  its  roof,  a  department  which  had 
to  do  with  the  OoMeitee^  yielding  a  profit 
in  1874  of  £27,000.    It  was,  in  fact,  a 
miscellaneous  Department,   demanding 
in  its  head  much  knowledge  and  experi- 
ence.   The  Committee  did  not  regard 
the  late  Controller  (Mr.  W.  B.  Oreg) 
as    being    fully    acquainted    with    the 
stationery  trade,  the  fact  being,  as  he 
(Mr.  Holms)    believed,    that  he   was 
appointed    by  Lord  Paln^erston,   very 
much  because  he  was  a  man  of  literary 
attainments,  and  not  because  he  was  ac- 
quainted with  the  stationery  trade.    He 
entered  upon  his  office  perhaps  under  the 
impression  that  he  was  to  some  extent 


THE  CATTLE  PLAGUE— SPREAD  OP 
THE  DISEASE.— QUESTION. 

OoLOifEL  KINGSCOTE  asked  the  Vice 
X*resident  of  the  Council,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  rinderpest  has  ag^n  broken 
oat  in  a  dairy  in  the  metropolitan  dis- 
trict ;  if  he  will  state  the  circumstances ; 
and,  whether  any  attempt  was  made  to 
conceal  the  disease  by  the  owner  of  the 
dairy ;  and,  also,  whether  the  dairy  was 
preriously  under  inspection  ? 

VisoouKT  SANDON :  Sir,  I  am  very 
sorry  to  say  that  a  fresh  outbreak  of 
the  cattle  plague  has  been  detected  at 
Bethnal  (men  in  a  shed  containing  10 
cows,  seyen  of  which  were  affected  by  it. 
They  were  all  slaughtered  at  5  p.m.  yes- 
terday, after  being  condemned  by  the 
Inspector  of   the    Privy  Council,   Mr. 
Cope.     The  owner  did  not  make  any 
report  of  the  sickness  among^  the  cows, 
as   required  by  the  Order  in  Council. 
The  origin  of  this  outbreak,  I  am  sorry 
to  say,  has  not  been  traced  as  yet.    For- 
tunately,  the    Order   under  which  no 
animal  is  to  be  allowed  to  leave  the 
metropolis  alive  is  still  in  force,  and  also 
the  Orders  under  which  the  Privy  Coim- 
cil  deal  with  cattle  plague  in  the  metro- 
polis.   This  afternoon  we  have  passed 
an    Order   in  Council   restricting    the 
movement  of  cattle  in  the  metropolis 
north  of  the  Thames  except  for  imme- 
diate  slaughter;  and  I  can  assure  mv 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that  we  will 
take  every  step  to  check  the  outbreak  as 
£ar  as  we  can. 


PLUHSTEAD   COMMON  —  LEGAL   PBO- 
CEEDING8.— QUESTION. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Boobd, 

Ths  CHANCELLOB  of  ths  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  the  Oovemment  did  not 
think  that  the  case  of  Messrs.  Cowing 
and  Deadman,  who  were  imprisoned 
upon  an  order  for  payment  of  costs  in 
their  unsnooossful  suit  against  the  Crown, 
but  were  afterwards  released  by  the 
order  of  the  (Jovemment,  was  one  in 
which  oompensation  ought  to  be  given. 
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free  to  do  what  he  liked.  It  had  in- 
deed been  said  of  the  office  of  Controller 
of  the  Stationery  Department,  that  it 
was  "  the  Deanery  of  the  Civil  Service." 
It  appeared  that  Mr.  Oreg  was  not 
well  acquainted  with  the  duties  of  his 
office,  nor  was  it  to  be  wondered  at, 
seeing  that  he  only  came  down  for  a 
few  hours  at  the  end  of  the  day  to  sig^ 
cheques,  money  orders,  and  documents 
of  that  kind.  Fortunately,  he  had  next 
to  him  a  gentleman,  Mr.  Beid,  who 
showed  such  knowledge  and  ability 
that  it  was  believed  that,  if  he  had  not 
been  in  a  secondary  position,  a  great 
saving  might  have  been  effected.  Since 
1874  the  Department  had  been  under 
leading  stringy  to  the  Treasury,  and  the 
present  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  was 
well  acquainted  with  its  details,  and 
during  the  last  two  years  good  work 
had  been  done.  The  amount  saved  last 
year,  for  example,  on  certain  items  of 
the  Vote  of  £494,000  was  £45,000,  or 
something  like  9  per  cent ;  and  he  was 
told  that  a  saving  of  £25,000  additional 
was  anticipated  on  other  Votes  next 
year,  making,  on  the  whole,  a  saving 
of  over  £70,000.  Now,  that  sum  was 
a  saving  in  the  work  done  for  Home 
Departments  alone.  Well,  in  relation 
to  the  Indian  Department  they  were 
bound,  he  considered,  to  pay  attention  to 
it ;  and  it  was  to  be  hoped  that  there 
would  be  a  saving  in  work  done  in  that 
Department  to  the  same  proportion. 
But  although  the  Stationery  Depart- 
ment had  been  well  managed  since  it 
had  had  the  assistance  of  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  the  House  could 
not  always  expect  to  have  the  aid  of  one 
who  was  so  well  versed  in  the  business 
of  the  Department.  What  was  wanted, 
therefore,  was  that  the  Controller  of  the 
Stationery    Office    should    himself    be 

5ractically  acquainted  with  his  work, 
'he  Committee  accordingly  recom- 
mended that  at  the  next  vacancy  pro- 
vision should  be  made  for  placing  under 
one  officer,  who  should  possess  the 
requisite  technical  knowledge  of  sta- 
tionery and  printing,  the  control  of  all 
the  details  of  the  Stationery  Office  and 
the  management  of  the  London,  Edin- 
hurgh,  ana  JhihUn  Oauttet  subject  to 
the  Treasury.  They  also  reported  that 
great  public  convenience  would  be  at- 
tained if  the  whole  arrangement  of  the 
sales  and  the  distribution  of  Parlia- 
mentary Papers  and  Oovemment  Papers 

lir,  J.  Holme 


were  under  the  care  of  the  Oooiiollflr. 
and  that  a  central  dOT>6t  might  be 
lished.    The  spirit  of  the 
tions  of  the  Committee   was,  that  tW 
head  of  the  Department  should  have  hia 
duties  somewhat  increased,  and  that  he 
should  be  practically  acquainted  with 
the  trade,  as  if  he  were  really  a  statioocr. 
The  evidence  taken  by  the  Select  Oom- 
mittee  was  very  voluminous,  and  ss  to 
any  part  of  the  Beport,  there  was  vsry 
little    difference    of  opinion,   while  is 
respect  to  the  Stationery  Department, 
the  Committee  were  unanimous.    Tbej 
could  not  expect  a  first-rate  man  fat  tlM 
salary  paid  to  the  late  Controller,  but  it 
would  be  better  to  pay  £2,000,  £3,000, 
£4,000  or  £5,000  a-year  to  get  snch  t 
man.     The  question  was,  How  far  did 
the  recent  appointment  to  the  head  of 
the  Stationery  Department  meet  thoat 
recommendations  ?    The  gentleman  ap- 
pointed   was    Mr.    T.    Digby    Pigott, 
ag^ainst  whom  he  had  not  a  word  to  esj, 
everything  he  had  heard  of  him  beiiig 
greatly  to  his  credit.     But  who  was  Mr. 
Pigott  ?    He  was  first  introduced  in  the 
year  1859  as  a  temporary  clerk  in  th« 
War  Office,   and  became    one  of  the 
establishment  in  1860.    Subsequentlj. 
he    became    Secretaiy  to    the   sereiml 
Under  Secretaries  of  State  for  War,  tnd 
upon  one  occasion  was  Secretary  to  t 
Boyal  Commission — that  upon  the  Pro- 
motion and  Hetirement  of  kimj  OffioerK 
When  appointed  to  the  office  of  Con* 
troUer  of  the  Stationery  Office  he  vu 
one  of  101  junior  clerks  in  the  Wkt 
Office,  being  69th  upon  the  list,  and  in 
receipt,  he  believec^  of  £300  or  £400 
a-year.    It  was  not  pretended  that  be 
possessed  the   qualifications  laid  down 
in  the  recommendations  of  the  Coxninit- 
tee ;   he  was  not  exactly  the  man  tb« 
Committee  had  had  in  mind  in  making 
those   recommendations.      Indeed,  tfa« 
Secretary    to  the  Treasury   stated,  in 
reply  to  a  Question  put  on  the  18th  of 
June  last,  that  Mr.  Pigott  did  not  poe 
sess  any  technical  knowledge   of  aU- 
tionenr  or  the  like,  adding,  how«T»r, 
that  ike  Prime  Minister  had  given  cv«- 
M  consideration  to  the  Beport  of  tli* 
Select  Committee.    WeU,  if  the  nohU 
Lord  had,  he  (Mr.  Holms)  oonld  not 
but  think  that  a   very    diflBarent  noi 
would  have  been  appointed.    Hs  m 
afraid  that  in  this,  as;  in  someotttrap* 
pointments  made  by  UiePHme  MiatilHk 
the  interests  of  the  country  bttl  Ml 


1333   CotUroIkro/th  Stationerj/  lJxrLY\6,lS71]  Offio0^R$%oluU(m.         1334 


been  Ibremost  in  his  mind,  and  that 
there  had  been  something  behind.   How 
^vraa  it  in  the  present  case?     He  did 
not    know  what  was  behind ;    but  he 
understood  that  Mr.  Pigott  was  a  son 
of  the  late  rector  of  Hughenden,  who, 
he  believed,  with  his  family,  had  ren- 
dered yaluable  assistance  to  the  Prime 
Minister  in  that  county  which  he  had 
•o   long  and  so  creditably  represented. 
Was  such  an  appointment,  ne  asked, 
fair  to  the  country  ?    Was  it  fair  to  the 
CHTil  Service  ?    Either  the  position  was 
to  be  regarded  as  a  sinecure,  or  it  was 
not.     If  the  man  to  hold  it  should  be 
well  acquainted  with  the  duties  to  be 
performed,  then  Mr.  Pieott  was  not  the 
man.     If^  on  the  other  nand,  it  was  to 
be  considered  as  a  prize  for  State  pur- 
poees,  it  would  not  \)q  contended  that 
Mr.  Pigott  had  rendered  such  valuable 
Bervicee  to  the  State  as  that  he  should 
be  appointed.    The  predecessor  of  Mr. 
Oreg,  the  late  Mr.  M'Oulloch,  was  not 
only  eminent  in  literature,  but  was  per- 
fectly well  acquainted  with  the  details 
of  the  Department  over  which  he  pre- 
sided.   Mr.  Ghreg  was  not,  but  he  was 
eminent  in  literature.   Mr.  Pigott  knew 
nothing  about  stationery,  nor  was  he 
eminent  in  a  literaiy  walk  of  life.    In 
the  Department  itself  might  have  been 
found    a   man   who  stood  next  to  Mr. 
Greg,  and  was  every  way  suited  to  the 
podtion  of  Controller.   He  alluded  to  Mr. 
Beid,  who  was  in  receipt  of  £700  a-vear, 
and  there  was  also  the  editor  of  the 
GatgtU,  who  received  about  £800  a-year; 
and  it  had  been  owned  by  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  that  there  were  many 
able  men  in  the  Department.    But  if 
even  that  were  not  so  was  it  not  pos- 
sible to  find  a  suitable  man  outside  it  ? 
Bnrely  it  was.    He  could  not  believe  that 
the  appointment  would  be  defended  by 
any  right  hon.  Qentleman  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.     But  he  came  to  the  broad 
question  of  the  value  of  Select  Commit- 
tees of  that  House.     Was  the  House 
of  Commons    prepared  to  admit  that 
Select    Committees    which    had     done 
good  service   in  the  past  with  respect 
to  public  Departments,  and  the  expen- 
diture of  public    money    were   to    be 
regarded   not    as   a  reality,  but  as  a 
iham?     Were  their  recommendations 
to  be  treated  as  mere  waste  paper?    He 
did  not  believe  so ;  for  if  they  were, 
then  he  could  not  but  think  that  hon. 
Members  would  lose  all  interest  in  serv- 


ing on  them  or  in  moving  for  their  ap- 
pointment Then  the  House  should  con- 
sider the  effect  of  such  an  appointment 
on  the  Civil  Service  generally.  It  would 
produce  a  feeling  of  great  disappoint- 
ment, for  had  the  promotion  been  within 
the  Department  a  step  would  have  been 
given  to  50  or  60  employii.  Instead  of 
mat,  the  Service  would  see  that  a  junior 
clerk  had  been  lifted  from  the  War  Office 
and  placed  at  the  head  of  a  great  public 
Department.  It  was  not  a  little  remark- 
able that  a  Boyal  Commission  of  which 
Mr.  Pigott  had  acted  as  Secretary,  was 
the  Commission  on  Ketirement  and  Pro- 
motion in  the  Army,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  obtain  a  flow  of  promotion  in  the 
Army ;  but  if  a  flow  of  promotion  was 
^od  for  the  Army,  was  it  not  also  g^d 
for  the  Civil  Service?  He  hoped  the 
House  would  support  the  Besolution,  as 
in  doing  so  it  would  establish  its  own 
dignity  and  authority,  and  enter  an  em- 
phatic protest  against  the  appointment 
which  had  been  made.  As  Chairman  of 
the  Select  Committee  to  which  he  bad 
referred^  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  subject, 
and  to  move  the  Besolution  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

Mb.  MELLOE  seconded  the  Motion. 
He  was  a  Member  of  the  Committee  pre- 
sided over  so  ably  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  (Mr.  Holms),  and  he  fully 
concurred  in  the  conclusions  at  which  it 
had  arrived.  There  was  mat  necessity 
for  the  Motion  which  had  been  made,  for 
he  believed  that,  unless  the  House  of 
Commons  pronounced  a  decision  on  the 
question  on  the  present  occasion,  the 
principle  of  political  patronage  would 
be  extended  in  a  direction  that  had 
already  gone  too  fiEtr.  His  own  practical 
experience,  extending  over  45  years,  had 
led  him  to  the  conclusion  that  men  ought 
to  be  selected  for  public  appointments 
on  account  of  their  qualifications  and 
the  knowledge  of  the  duties  to  be  en- 
trusted to  them;  and  unless  they  pro- 
ceeded in  that  direction  more  than  they 
had  done  hitherto,  not  only  would  ad- 
ditional expense  be  entailed  upon  the 
country,  but  the  work  of  the  nation 
would  not  be  properly  performed. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leare  out  from  the  ward  <*  That'*  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  «dd  the  words 
**  haring  ngmrd  to  the  recommendations 
made  in  1874  oy  the  Select  Committee  on  Pub- 
lie  Departmenta  (Purchaaee,  &c.),  thii  House  is 
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of  opinion  that  the  recent  appointment  of  Con- 
troller of  Her  Majesty's  Stationery  Office  is  (»1- 
culated  to  diminish  the  usefulness  and  influence 
of  Select  Committees  of  this  House,  and  to  dis- 
couraffe  the  interest  and  zeal  of  officials  em- 
ployed in  the  Public  Departments  of  the  State," 
— {Mr.  John  HolmSj) 

— instead  thereof. 

Me.  a.  H.  BEOWN,  as  a  Member  of 
the  Select  Committee,  wished  to  add  a 
few  remarks,  and  in  particular  to  direct 
attention  to  the  character  of  this  Depart- 
ment. It  was  in  reality  rather  a  sub- 
department  of  the  Treasury  than  an  in- 
dependent Department,  and  consequently 
there  was  no  reason  why  the  head  of  it 
should  be  a  person  of  political  import- 
ance. He  ought,  rather,  to  be  tho- 
roughly acquainted  with  the  paper 
trade,  which,  almost  more  than  any 
other  trade,  abounded  in  technicalities. 
In  fact,  a  knowledge  of  the  printing 
trade  was  essential  in  order  to  direct 
the  Department  efficiently,  and  it  must 
necess€urily  be  difficult  for  a  junior  clerk 
in  the  War  Office,  not  possessed  of  that 
knowledge,  to  perform  his  duties  satis- 
factorily. Many  gentlemen  who  had 
been  long  employed  in  the  Stationery 
Office  came  before  the  Committee  and 
gave  most  valuable  evidence.  Their 
position  had  been  ignored  and  a  younger 
man  was  promoted  over  their  heads. 
This  would,  of  course,  tend  to  discourage 
all  those  gentlemen  who  had  been  su- 
perseded, and  could  not  be  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Public  Service.  He  had  no  know- 
ledge of  the  gentleman  who  had  been 
promoted  to  the  office,  but  he  regpretted 
that  the  appointment  had  been  made. 
If  Select  Committees  were  to  be  of  any 
value,  their  Heports  ought  not  to  be 
passed  over  without  being  fully  and  care- 
fully considered. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Holms)  and 
the  remarks  made  by  him,  together  with 
those  with  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wenlock  (Mr.  A.  H.  Brown)  had  sup- 
ported it,  raised  a  somewhat  false  issue 
with  regard  to  the  functions  of  Select 
Conmiittees  of  that  House.  Both  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  spoken  as  though 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  Pigott  to  the 
ControUership  of  the  Stationery  Office, 
instead  of  the  appointment  of  someone 
who  possessed  *'  a  technical  knowledge 
of  stationery  and  printing,"  was  an  ap- 
pointment calculated  to  diminish  tne 
usefulness  and  influence  of  Select  Com- 


mittees.   Moreover,  the  language  of  IIm 
hon.  Oentleman  who  had  just  sat  dowa, 
would  rather  lead  the  Committee  to  rap- 
pose  that  the  whole  object  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  which  he  was  a  Member  had 
been  to  consider  what  ought  to  be  tfa« 
organization  of  the  Stationery  Office; 
that  the  Committee  had  spent  two  yean 
in  considering  that  subject ;  and  that  it 
had  made  wim  reference  to  it  a  recom- 
mendation which  had  been  summarilj 
set  aside.    Now,  he  did  not  think  that 
this  was  doing  justice  to  the  Committee 
of  which  the  hon.   Gentleman  was  a 
Member.  That  Committee  did  not  spend 
two  years  in  considering  so  minute  a 
point  as  the  character  of  the  person  who 
should  be  placed  at  the  head  of  the 
Stationery  Office.    It  was  a  Committee 
appointea  for  an  important  purpose— 
namely, 

"  To  inquire  into  and  report  npNOQ  the  eziifeiar 
principles  and  practice  which  in  the  mtvm 
Public  Departments  regulate  the  Pmdiase  tal 
Sale  of  Kateriala  and  Storee." 

The  Committee  sent  in  a  Beport  con- 
taining no  fewer  than  134  paragr^ha. 
and  omy  a  portion  of  one  paragraph  nid 
been  specially  referred  to  in  the  preieot 
discussion.  Undoubtedly,  the  recom- 
mendations which  the  Committee  made 
with  reference  to  the  Stationery  Office 
formed  one  of  the  most  important  parts 
of  the  Beport ;  but  they  haid  also  msde 
a  great  many  other  recommendatioos 
wiuL  regard  to  that  Department.  Those 
recommendations  had  been  carefollj 
considered,  and  to  no  inconsiderable  ex- 
tent acted  upon  by  the  Treasury.  Look- 
ing to  the  general  prindplea  on  whi^ 
the  Stationery  Office  ougnt  to  be  id- 
ministered,  he  found  the  Committee  dH 
not  recommend  any  alteration  in  the 
control  of  the  Office  by  the  TreaAHj. 
As  had  been  acknowledged  by  the  boa. 
Member  for  Hackney,  the  TreMgorj, 
since  the  Committee  was  appointed,  W 
bestowed  a  great  deal  of  attention  on  the 
management  of  this  Department.  Hi* 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treatoit 
and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Moiu 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Winn)  had,  in  £ict, 
introduced  no  inconsiderable  improre- 
ments  into  the  working  of  the  Deptit- 
ment,  and  had  made  a  considerable  re- 
duction in  its  expenditure.  It  was  oet 
therefore  fair  to  say,  eyen  if  the  reoom- 
mendation  as  to  the  choice  of  the  penoa 
who  should  succeed  the  late  OantroU«r 
was  not  acted  upon,  that  the  recomDca- 
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dationa  of  the  Committee  were  treated 
ma  being  worthless.    The  Treasury  had 
endeayoored  to  cany  into  effect  some  of 
tlie  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
^wiih  but  partial  success.    For  instance, 
-vrith  regard  to  the  publication  of  a  cheap 
edition  of  the  Statutes  and  the  arrange- 
ments to  be  made  for  the  sale  of  the 
X^apers  of  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament, 
the  Treasury,  in  deference  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee,  had  made 
attempts  which  he  believed  had  not,  thus 
far,  proTed  successful.     And    now  he 
came  to  the  question  of  the  selection  of 
a  proper  person  to  be  at  the  head  of  that 
Department,  which,  in  the  view  of  the 
Committee,  was  to  be,  not  an  indepen- 
dent Department,   but  one  under  the 
control  of  the  Treasury.    Undoubtedly, 
the  Committee  did  reconmiend  that  tne 
gentleman  who  succeeded  Mr.  Greg  as 
head  of  the  Stationery  Office  should  pos- 
sess a  technical  knowledge  of  stationery 
and  printing;  and  when  the  appoint- 
ment came  to  be  filled  up  he  was  aware 
that  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Bea- 
consfield)  had  his  attention  especially  di- 
rected to  that  recommendation,  and  that 
he  rave  it  his  consideration.  [^Lau^hUr.'] 
W3l,  but  his  noble  Friend  took  a  diffe- 
rent yiew  of  the  necessity  for  appointing 
a  gentleman  who  was  techmcally  ac- 
quainted with  stationery  and  printing, 
and  therefore  might  be  said  to  have  been 
connected  with  the  trade,  from  that  at 
which  the  Committee  arrived.    The  re- 
sponsibility in  this  matter  did  not  rest 
with  the  Committee,  but  with  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasiiry,  and  there  were 
several  considerations  which  would  natu- 
rally present  themselves  to  his  mind 
when  he  had  this  appointment  to  fill  up. 
It  would  be  a  matter  of  some  difficulty 
and  delicacy  to  take  a  person  out  of  the 
stationeiT  trade  and  appoint  him  to  the 
office  of  Controller.   It  was  by  no  means 
certain  that  they  would  be  able  to  find 
among  the  successful  members  of  that 
branch  of  trade  one  who,  for  the  remu- 
neration the  Treasury  could  offer,  would 
be  disposed  to  abandon  a  business  he 
was  conducting  with  success  in  order  to 
accept  this  office.    Therefore,  the  choice 
among  those  in  the  trade  was,  to  a  certain 
extend  limited ;  and,  of  course,  if  they 
took  a  man  who  had  been  uusucoessful 
in  business,  objections  would  be  raised 
to  him  also,  and  the  same  would  be  the 
case  if  the  man  appointed  were  con- 
nected with  any  particular  house  in  the 


trade.  Altogether,  the  choice  of  a  man 
for  an  office  of  so  much  importance  in- 
volved many  considerations  beyond  those 
which  appeared  tq  enter  into  the  view 
taken  by  the  Committee,  and  it  was 
not  enough  to  take  a  man  with  merely 
technical  knowledge.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister, upon  whom,  as  he  had  said,  the 
responsibility  rested,  therefore,  acting 
on  the  best  of  his  judgment,  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  not  desirable,  at 
least  at  the  present  time,  to  seek  for 
a  gentleman  possessing  the  peculiar 
Qualifications  referred  to.  He  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  himself 
doubted,  from  the  observations  which 
had  been  made  on  the  present  occasion, 
whether  the  Members  of  the  Committee 
themselves  were  in  their  own  minds  so 
thoroughly  persuaded  of  the  necessity  of 
the  appointment  being  made  on  the 
principle  laid  down  in  the  Beport ;  be- 
cause the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
said  that  they  should  either  have  taken 
a  gentleman  who  was  practicaUy  ac- 
quainted with  the  trade,  or  promoted 
the  gentleman  who  was  second  in  com- 
mand in  the  existing  Stationery  Office. 
However  reasonable  it  might  be,  the 
suggestion  of  that  alternative  showed 
that  the  Committee  did  not  consider  it 
absolutely  necessary  that  the  person  ap- 
pointed should  be  practically  acquainted 
with  the  stationery  and  printing  trades. 
No  doubt,  if  Mr.  Eeid,  the  second  in 
command,  were  appointed,  they  would 
have  a  gentleman  whose  merits  were 
very  high,  and  in  whom  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lincolnshire  had  the  greatest  confidence. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  was  not  a  neces- 
sary rule  that  promotion  must  always 
take  place  within  each  Department,  and 
reasons  might  easily  be  suggested  why 
a  man  might  be  advantageously  brought 
in  from  another  Department.  He  would 
come  with  a  fresh  mind  and  bring  a 
fresh  eye  to  bear  on  any  abuses  wmch 
might  exist.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  said  that  Mr.  Pigott  was  not  a 
man  who,  from  his  previous  services,  was 
entitled  to  what  he  humorously  termed 
the  **  deanery  of  the  Civil  Service."  If 
this  were  to  be  regarded  as  an  hono- 

n  appointment,  with  but  little  work 
0,  g^ven  to  men  for  good  services  in 
other  Departments  of  the  State,  no  doubt 
Mr.  Pigott  would  not  be  a  proper  person 
to  select.  But  he  was  selected  as  being  a 
man  comparatively  young,  who  had  jus- 
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tified  by  his  character  and  abilities  the 
expectations  formed  respecting  him  when 
he  first  entered  the  Public  Serrice.  It 
was  said,  and  great  stress  was  laid  upon 
the  fact,  that  he  was  the  son  of  the  former 
vicar  of  Hughenden.  His  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield),  with  whom 
he  had  had  some  conversation  on  the 
subject,  told  him  that  he  had  very  little 
personal  knowledge  of  Mr.  Pigott,  ex- 
cept that  he  had  on  his  early  introduction 
to  the  Public  Service  been  pointed  out 
to  him  as  a  young  man  of  mat  ability, 
and  likely  to  be  a  valuable  public  servant ; 
that  he  had  watched  his  career  with  some 
interest  on  account  of  his  connection  with 
a  former  vicar  of  Hughenden,  and  had 
uniformly  found  that  he  was  spoken  of 
very  highly  by  those  who  had  had  op- 
portunities of  observing  his  career.  He 
had  been  employed  from  time  to  time  in 
duties  rather  above  the  ordinary  duties 
of  a  derk,  and  had  been  selected  for 
particular  services  of  an  importcmt  cha- 
racter. He  was  in  the  prime  of  life,  with 
1 7  years  of  Public  Service,  and  had  shown 
himself  to  be  a  really  good  man  of  bu- 
siness. Under  his  charge  there  was 
every  prospect  that  the  work  of  the 
Department  would  be  well  performed. 
These,  and  no  others,  were  me  reasons 
which,  as  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer) was  informed  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  influenced  him  in  making  this 
appointment,  which  he  did  with  a  con- 
sciousness of  the  arguments  that  could 
be  used  for  and  against  the  selection  of 
men  in  the  trade,  and  with  a  full  sense 
of  the  good  services  and  merits  of  Mr. 
Beid,  l£e  second  in  the  office.  He  be- 
lieved in  the  personal  fitness  of  Mr. 
Pigott,  having  observed  his  career  from 
time  to  time  since  he  entered  the  Public 
Service.  He  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer) did  not  think  that  these  cir- 
cumstances at  all  justified  the  censure 
which  it  was  proposed  to  pass  upon  the 
appointment. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  said,  he  was  not  at 
all  disposed  to  regard  the  affair  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer).  At  a  time  when  they  were 
doing  their  best  to  improve  the  status  of 
the  Civil  Servants,  it  would  be  an  un- 
fortunate course  to  adopt,  and  altogether 
a  departure  from  sound  principle  and 
common  practice,  if  they  were  to  say  to 
men  who  had  nearly  reached  the  top  of 
the  tree — "No  matter  how  long  your 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


services,  or  how  great  your  efSciencj 
may  be,  you  will  not  be  promoted  to  tha 
headship  of  your  Department,  but  w« 
shall  taKe  a  junior  derk  out  of  another 
office  who  knows  nothing  about  the  baji- 
ness  and  appoint  him  over  you,  in  order 
to  have  the  advantage  of  a  fbeah  mind.** 
He  did  not  know  how  far  that  doctrme 
might  be  carried ;  but  if  a  man  was  to  b« 
appointed  not  because  of  his  knowledge 
and  experience,  but  because  he  came 
from  somewhere  else,  and  knew  nothing 
of  the  particular  business  he  would  have 
to  discharge,  then,  indeed,  it  would  be  a 
sorry  look-out  for  the  members  of  the 
Civil  Service,  who  entered  through  tha 
painful  door  of  competitive  examination 
in  the  hope  that  if  they  did  their  duty 
they  would  be  promoted  to  the  higbeit 
offices  in  the  Department  in  which  they 
were  placed.    That  appeared  to  him  to 
be  the  most  salient  point  in  the  present 
controversy.    The  Chancellor  of  tlie  Ex- 
chequer doubted  whether  the  best  eoorse 
in  mling  up  this  office  was  to  appoint 
the  man  who  had  the  most  practical  ex- 
perience ;  but  in  any  case,  it  was,  to  say 
the  least  of  it,  very  singular  that  when 
the  claims  of  two  men  of  equal  experienios 
conflicted,  a  third,  of  no  experience  it 
all,    should    be   chosen.    The   preeent 
action  of  the  Government  seemed  to  him 
to  be  a  most  extraordinary  way  of  carry- 
ing out  the  recommendationB  of  the  Ooa- 
mittee.     Several  pages  of  the  Commit- 
tee's Eeport  were  occupied  with  recom- 
mendations    affecting    the    Stationeij 
Office,  and  the  paragraph  to  which  the 
Motion  referred  was  not  dashed  off  by 
the  Chairman,  or  some  particular  Mem- 
ber, but  it  was  prepared  with  very  pett 
care,  and  was  considerably  altered  m  iti 
wording,  and  it  was  ultimately  pasted 
heartily  and  unanimouslv  by  the  Com- 
mittee.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had  nid 
that  the  Prime  Minister  had  not  thon^ 
fit  to  adopt  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee,  but  those  words  mi^ht  hiTe 
two  meanings.    Either  they  mignt  mean 
that  the  Prime  Minister  had  careftillj 
considered  these  recommendations,  that 
he  approved  of  them,  that  he  had  looked 
about  inside  the  Department  to  find  i 
man  capable  of  fulfiuling  the  require- 
ments, out  that,  unable  to  find  one,  he 
had,   as    a  last  resort,  appointed  Ur. 
Pigott ;  or  that,  without  tiie  least  inquiry 
or    consideration,  he    had  given   Mr. 
Pigott  the   post   off-hand.    What  bo 


ted  to  kiiDw  WBB,  whether  the  re- 
eommendatioB  of  the  Oommittee  was 
oav^eAilly  eontidared  by  the  Gk)yemment, 
mxkd  was  the  appointment  made  after- 
'Wards,  or  was  it  made  without  any  oon- 
B»d«mtion  whatever,  and  simply  by  the 
wbim  of  the  Prime  Minister?  The 
House  was  entitled  to  an  answer  to 
thoae  questions,  and  he  oould  only  say 
that  if  Mr.  Pigott  had  been  appointed 
by  the  Prime  Minister  in  the  way  he 
had  suggested,  the  House  should  show 
their  disapproval  of  such  a  proceeding 
by  agreeing  to  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 


Mjl  MITOHELL  HENBY  said,  it 
would  have  been  much  more  satisfactory 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr. 
Holms),  with  whom  he  had  sat  on  the 
Committee,  if  the  Prime  Minister  were 
able  to  be  present,  and  then  no  doubt 
the  House  would  have  had  an  able  and 
amusing  speech  in  defence  of  the  ap- 
pointment. But  no  one  would  say  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  his 
inffenious  speech  had  defended  the  ap- 
pointment, though  he  had  made  certain 
excusos  for  it.  But  if  the  House  of 
Coomions  really  wished  to  see  the  posi- 
ti4^  in  which  it  was  placed,  it  must  so 
back  and  consider  this  as  only  one  of  a 
series  of  similar  appointments  which  had 
been  made  since  this  Goyemment  came 
into  office,  and  had  formed  the  subject 
of  animadversion  in  the  House.  A  noble 
Lord  who  had  sat  in  the  House  (Lord 
Hampton)  had  been  placed  at  the  head 
of  the  Civil  Serrice  Examiners,  another 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Seymour 
Fitzgerald)  had  been  appointed  a  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Charities,  and  they 
had  had  a  most  remarkable  and  humili- 
atiDg  debate  relatire  to  some  of  the  legal 
departments  of  the  present  €K>Temment 
as  to  the  appointment  of  Official  Be- 
fisrees.  These  latter  appointments  had 
turned  out  to  be  entirely  useless,  and  no 
one  would  fbrget  the  speech  of  the  late 
Attomer  Genml  (Sir  Henry  James)  on 
that  subject.  But  what  were  the  facts 
with  respect  to  the  present  case  ?  The 
Oommittee  inquired  mto  five  gre^i  public 
Departments,  and  of  these  they  found 
oofy  one  working  in  a  very  efficient 
manner— namely,  the  Admiralty,  which 
was  the  result  of  the  appointment  of  the 
Pofohaser  of  Stores*  All  Hie  rest  were 
found  inefficient  in  ihmr  working,  but 
the  BUM*  defective  of  all  was  this  Sta- 
tiooaty  Offioe,  under  which  there  was  an 
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expenditure  of  something  like  £600,000 
a-year.  He  did  not  wish  to  say  any- 
thing of  the  late  head  of  that  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Greg) ;  but  no  one  who  heard 
the  evidence  of  that  eentleman  could 
doubt  that  he  really  knew  practically 
little  of  the  working  of  the  Stationery 
Office,  and  he  had  to  apply  constantly  to 
the  second  in  commana  (Mr.  Keid),  who 
had  been  passed  over  in  this  appoint- 
ment, for  any  information.  If  it  was 
true  that  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Winn)  had  been  able  to  e£Pect 
a  saving  of  £45,000  a-year  in  one  por- 
tion of  the  Stationery  Office  and  expected 
to  be  able  to  save  £20,000  in  another, 
could  anything  prove  more  strongly  the 
necessity  for  reform  in  the  entire  De- 
partment, and  the  value  of  puttinjg^  a 
practical  man  at  the  head  of  it?    The 

Printing  and  stationery  of  this  country 
ad  grown  to  an  enormous  amount. 
When  Mr.  Greg  was  appointed,  it  was 
not  because  he  had  any  practical  ac- 
quaintance with  its  workmg,  but  be- 
cause he  had  claims  on  the  Government 
and  was  a  distinguished  literary  man. 
He,  too,  like  Mr.  Pigott,  had  been 
brought  in  from  abroad,  and  the  conse- 
quence was,  that  the  office  when  inquired 
into  was  found  to  be  grossly  extravagant, 
seeing  that  it  only  required  the  efforts 
of  two  Members  of  the  Government  to 
save  this  enormous  amount  of  money. 
The  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
had  been  disregarded,  and  disregarded 
in  favour  of  something  worse  than  that 
which  they  recommended.  What  was 
'the  reason  for  that  miserable  piece  of 
economy — the  reduction  of  the  salary 
from  £1,200  to  £1,000  a-year?  Was  it 
from  a  lingering  suspicion  on  the  part  of 
the  Prime  Minister  that  it  was  not  right 
to  give  this  gentleman,  who  had  been 
placed  in  the  office  over  the  heads  of 
others,  the  frill  salary,  or  with  the  idea  that 
the  country  would  be  conciliated  by  this 
paltry  saving?  But  what  the  country 
required  was  to  have  efficient  men,  and 
to  pay  them  good  salaries ;  and  in  the 
present  case  he  maintained  that  the  ap- 
pointment was  ridiculous,  as  the  Govern- 
ment ought  certainly  to  have  chosen 
some  one  who  was  well  acquainted  with 
the  mmuiia  of  the  Department,  and  was 
able  to  control  the  expenditure  on  pens 
and  blotting-paper.  Would  any  person 
connected  with  commendal  affairs  ap- 
point a  man  at  the  head  of  a  g^at  busi« 
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ness  dealing  with  £600,000  or  £700,000 
per  annum  without  any  practical  ex- 
perience of  the  business  ?  And  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Stationery  Office  was  almost 
all  of  a  technical  nature.  This  and  the 
other  appointments  that  he  had  alluded 
to  showed  that  public  efficiency  was  not 
the  only  thing  considered.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  so  long  as  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  the  Department  would  be  well 
looked  affcer ;  but  he  might  be  succeeded 
by  some  one  who  had  not  so  much  prac- 
tical knowledge,  and  he  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  was  afraid  that  it  would  then  be 
discovered  what  a  mistake  it  was  to 
place  a  junior  clerk  in  the  War  Office  at 
the  heaa  of  the  Stationery  Office. 

Me.  QATHORNE  HARDY  felt  that 
he  should  be  guilty  of  undue  reticence 
if  he  did  not  say  a  few  words  on  this 
subj  ect.  He  did  not  know  of  the  vacancy 
until  he  heard  of  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Figott;  but  it  was  only  due  to 
that  gentleman  to  say,  although  no  dis- 
credit had  been  cast  on  him  by  any 
speaker,  that  he  had  been  undervalued. 
Mr.  Pigott  was  a  man  of  g^eat  capacity, 
and  although  only  a  junior  derk  in  the 
War  Office,  he  had  duties  to  perform 
which  brought  to  him  almost  every  kind 
of  knowledge.  He  acted  as  private  Se- 
cretary to  Lord  Pembroke  while  he  was 
at  the  War  Office.  He  was  also  Secre- 
tary of  the  Promotion  and  Retirement 
Commission ;  and  the  manner  in  which 
he  carried  out  the  difficult  business 
which  came  before  him  showed  him  well 
qualified  for  any  appointment  that  mieht 
be  bestowed  upon  nim.  He  (Mr.  Haray)* 
always  understood  that  this  was  one  of 
what  they  called  the  great  Staff  appoint- 
ments of  the  Public  Service  not  neces- 
sarily to  be  filled  up  by  the  elevation  of 
those  from  the  lower  ranks  in  the  office. 
When  a  member  of  any  Department  of 
the  State  had  displayed  great  efficiency, 
he  naturally  looked  forwf^  to  promotion 
in  any  other  office  which  he  might  be 
competent  to  fill;  and  he  ventured  to  say 
the  Prime  Minister  had  had  oppor- 
tunities of  knowing  the  qualifications  of 
Mr.  Pigott,  and  had  watched  his  career 
in  a  manner  which  others  might  not 
have  done.  It  was  said  Mr.  Pigott  did 
not  know  the  details  of  the  Stationery 
Office.  He  (Mr.  Hardy)  spoke  as  filling 
an  office  in  which  he  haa  been  placed 
over  the  heads  of  every  department  in 
the  War  Office ;  yet  he  haa  entered  it 

Mr.  MiteheU  Henry 


with  as  little  practical  aoquaintsoM  vxtb 
the  duties  of  the  office  as  any  could  v«fl 
be ;  and  he  was  oaUed  upon  to  diachttg* 
duties  involving  not  only  great  pixa- 
ciples,  but  many  details.  The  x«al 
question,  however,  was  this—*  mtm 
when  placed  in  a  position  of  this  bnJ 
might  gain  his  knowledge  firom  tlioaa 
about  mm,  and  if  he  was  capaUs  of 
turning  his  abilities  to  account  wooU 
soon  be  able  to  utilize  the  information 
he  gained;  and  he  believed  that  Mr. 
Pigott,  coming  with  great  oapacitv  tad 
a  fresh  mind,  would  be  found  capahl«  of 
dealing  both  with  principles  and  deuik 
in  the  new  position  in  which  he  had  htn. 
placed.  Surely  this  was  a  better  prin- 
ciple than  that  of  keeping  a  man  in  oat 
constant  narrow  groove  out  of  which  hr 
could  not  step  without  losing  his  balsaeft. 
He  believed  Mr.  Pigott  would  vindicatt^ 
the  choice  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
made,  and  show  that  in  making  the  ap- 
pointment he  had  only  done  his  duty  to 
the  public. 

Mb.  W ATKIN  WILLIAMS  said,  ht 
had  listened  to  the  speech  of  ths 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  tiis 
utmost  astonishment  and  regret  It  was 
only  requisite  to  look  at  the  fiaoes  of  koo. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppoiits  to 
perceive  the  painful  position  in  wkith 
they  felt  themselves  placed.  They  moit 
not  blink  the  charge ;  it  was  a  charge  of 
jobbery  in  one  of  the  great  public  De- 
partment— a  most  senous  and  btstv 
charge  made  against  the  head  of  tbe 
Government  for  disregarding  the  high 
trust  placed  in  him  in  ap]M>inting  a  matt 
important  salaried  officer,  and  really  no 
answer  had  been  made  to  it.  He  entirdj 
declined  to  be  led  away  by  the  arga- 
ments  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
as  they  in  no  way  applied  to  the  paiot 
at  issue ;  and  that  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  altogether  fallaoiou 
and  misleading.  The  office  required  % 
knowledge  of  details  and  technicalttsai 
with  which  Mr.  Pigott  was  admitted  to 
be  altogether  unacquainted.  A  Stkel 
Committee  had  investigated  the  snhjeet 
and  reported  on  the  necessity  of  practical 
qualifications  for  the  Department  h 
had  made  recommendations  which  had 
been  disregarded.  The  Beport  of  t)w 
Committee  had  been  aet  at  defianee; 
and  what  was  the  defence  ?  Aboolntsly 
nothing.  It  was  worse  than  nothing- 
it  amounted  to  a  confession  of  the  whofe 
thing.    There  was  barely  an  attCTipt  to 
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justify  it.  The  challenge  had  been  made 
and  the  House  must  vindicate  itself. 
Were  thej  to  submit  silently  to  these 
jobs  ?  What  right  had  the  Government 
to  disregard  not  only  the  recommenda- 
tions of  a  Committee;  but  every  rule  of 
plain  oommon  sense  and  honesty,  by 
placing  a  man  in  a  position  who  confes- 
sedly aid  not  possess  the  requisite  quali- 
fications for  it  ?  The  Qtjvemment  were 
in  this  way  demoralizing  the  public 
offices.  They  were  utterly  destroying 
the  etprit  de  corps  in  the  public  Estab- 
lishments by  drafting  a  young  man  into 
an  office  through  influence,  and  placing 
him  over  the  heads  of  men  who  had 
stood  the  test  of  competitive  examina- 
tions, and  were  devoting  themselves  to 
the  thorough  knowledge  and  efficient 
discharge  of  their  duties  in  the  hope  of 
promotion  in  the  Department.  He  must 
refuse  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Hardy)  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  personal  qualifications  of 
this  gentleman — his  character  was  stated 
to  be  of  the  highest  kind,  and  his  quali- 
fications might  be  equally  high.  The 
charge  was  one  of  an  improper  exercise 
of  patronage  by  the  Government,  in 
utter  disregard  of  the  recommendations 
of  a  Select  Committee.  Was  this,  or 
was  it  not,  a  type  or  specimen  of  other 
appointments  which  had  been  complained 
of,  but  which  they  had  no  proper  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  before  the  House? 
He  hoped  the  House  of  Commons  would 
not  ratify,  but  would  utterly  condemn 
the  appointment,  which  was  a  gross  job, 
and  as  to  which,  after  listening  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer),  he  must  say  he  thought 
there  was  no  defence. 

Genebal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
also  objected  to  the  personal  question  of 
Mr.  Figott's  qualifications  being  intro- 
duced into  the  discussion.  As  refi;arded 
them,  he  could,  from  having  served  in  the 
War  Office,  bear  witness ;  but,  in  his  opi- 
nion, that  circumstance  did  not  warrant 
his  appointment  in  the  face  of  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee.  As  a  Mem- 
ber of  it,  he  felt  certain  that  if  the  Mem- 
bers could  be  re-assembled  they  would 
by  a  large  majority  declare  that  this 
appointment  had  not  been  filled  up  in 
conformity  with  their  Report  and  opi- 
nion. The  head  of  this  Stationery  De- 
partment, under  Mr.  Greg,  was  a  public 
servant  of  long  experience  and  great 
intelligence;  yet  he  had  been  passed 
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over  in  favour  of  a  yotinger  man  taken 
from  another  Department,  who  knew  % 
nothing  whatever  of  the  duties.  It  could 
not  be  expected  that  men  who  had 
qualified  themselves  to  rise  in  a  Depart- 
ment by  the  hope  of  promotion  would 
be  otherwise  than  discouraged  by  such 
treatment. 

Me.  BATES  said,  that  he,  as  another 
Member  of  the  Committee,  could  not 
agree  in  what  had  just  been  said,  and 
was  by  no  means  sure  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  not  exercised  a  very  wise 
discretion.  He  remembered  that  the 
Committee  were  all  dissatisfied  with  the 
manner  in  which  the  Department  had 
been  conducted,  and  the  question  was 
whether  it  might  not  be  the  best  thing 
to  bring  new  blood  into  it.  If  the  case 
had  been  his  own,  he,  as  a  business  man, 
would  have  followed  the  same  course. 
The  gentleman  appointed  might  not  at 
the  present  moment  be  thoroughly  prac- 
tical, but  they  should  not  forget  that 
every  man  must  have  a  beginning — 
even  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  must 
have  had  a  beginning — and  therefore 
he  (Mr.  Bates)  could  not  support  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
(Mr.  Bates)  were  to  follow  his  deduction 
to  its  natural  conclusion,  when  he  had 
to  find  any  fault  with  one  of  his  captains 
for  the  command  of  his  steam -ships,  that 
captain  would  be  superseded  and  some 
one  would  be  brought  in  from  the  out- 
side who  knew  nothing  about  seaman- 
ship. [Mr.  Bates:  I  have  no  steam- 
ships.] The  same  remark  would  apply 
equally  to  sailing  vessels.  The  Depart- 
ment to  which  they  were  referring  was 
a  great  merchant  department,  with  a 
purchase  of  £600,000  a-year,  and  he 
appealed  to  any  merchant  whether  he 
ever  knew  an  instance  of  a  man  taken 
from  a  department  without  any  know- 
ledge of  the  particular  technical  branch, 
and  put  at  the  head  of  a  merchant  de- 
partment of  £600,000,  or  even  £60,000 
a-year.  If  merchants  were  so  to  con- 
duct business  they  would  conduct  them- 
selves into  the  Bankruptcy  Court  in  a 
short  time.  The  question,  they  were 
told,  had  been  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Treasury.  But  where  was  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  ?  If  he  had  been  in  his 
place,  he  (Mr.  Mundella)  should  have 
asked  him  whether  he  could  not  have 
found  a  man  practically  conversant  with 
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the  duties,  and  whether  he  had  been 
•  oonftolted  by  the  Prime  Minister  in  re- 
gard to  the  appointment  f  The  fSaot  was 
—there  was  no  use  in  minoing  words 
about  it — his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Watkin  Williams)  had  characterized 
this  appointment  in  its  true  words,  and 
he  (Mr.  Mundella)  agreed  that  it  was  a 
g^ssjob.  Thej  had  had  a  succession 
of  them.  It  was  but  two  years  ago  he 
had  to  denounce  the  appointment  of  a 
gentleman  in  his  77th  year  to  the  head 
of  the  Ciyil  Service,  and  what  happened 
at  the  time  ?  Why,  a  gentleman,  only 
50,  in  the  prime  of  life,  was  placed  on 
full  pension  for  life,  so  as  to  make  room 
for  someone  else.  It  was  through  such 
jobbery  as  this  the  mistake  as  to  green 
coffee  and  the  other  disgraoefol  errors 
of  the  Crimean  War  occurred — the  at- 
tempt to  put  a  square  peg  into  a  round 
hole — and  it  was  time  it  was  put  an  end 
to.  He  must  again  refer  to  the  language 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Plymouth  (1&. 
Bates),  which,  as  a  business  man,  he  (Mr. 
Mundella)  should  have  been  ashamed  to 
use,  and  would  ask  him  if  he  had  known 
eases  in  which  men  taken  from  one 
branch  of  business  had  proved  them- 
selves thoroughly  efficient  in  the  new  ? 

Mr.  bates  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  had  just  asked  if  he  (Mr.  Bates)  had 
ever  known  a  man  taken  from  one  situa- 
tion and  put  into  another  with  success  ? 
He  would  say,  yes. 

Sir  RAINALD  KNIGHTLEY  said, 
he  had  listened  to  this  debate  with  gpreat 
attention  and  very  great  pain.  He  had 
come  down  to  that  House  perfectly  un- 
prejudiced and  anxious  to  vote  for  the 
Government.  He  would  not  go  so  far 
as  to  say  it  had  been  a  job,  but  he  could 
not  help  feeling  that  the  public  interests 
had  not  been  well  consulted  by  this  ap- 
pointment. It  did  not  appear  that  this 
gentleman  had  shown  any  qualifications 
for  this  appointment  which  had  justified 
the  Government  in  putting  him  over  the 
heads  of  those  who  were  well  qualified. 
He  did  not  think  the  House  ought  to 
sanction  such  an  appointment,  and  he 
should  feel  it  to  be  ms  duty  to  vote  for 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hacdmey. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  152 ;  Noes 
166 :  Minority  4.— (I»v.  list,  No.  233.) 

Mr,  Afundelh 


Words  «AM. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put 

M$9ol94dy  That,  having  Nfird  to  tba 
mendatioot  made  in  1874  1^  the  Macs 
mittaa  on  Publio  Departmaata  (Patcha— , 
thia  Houae  is  of  opinion  that  the  raoei^   ~' 
ment  of  Controller  of  Her  Majetty't 
Office  it  calculated  to  Hhniniah  t^M 
and  influence  of  Seleel   CiiiiaiiiMef   ni 
Houae,  and  to  dteooura^  tha  iataraii  aad 
of  officiala  employed  in  tha  Public 
of  the  SUte. 

SUPPLY.— COMKITTEK. 

Motion  made,  and  QuestioQ  piopoesi 
''  That  this  House  will  iranMMfiatrJy  le- 
solve  itself  into  the  Commitlee  of  8ap- 
ply."— (i^.  Chtm€$Uar  of  ik»  Egtktftr,) 

SCIENCE  AND  ART  DEPABTMBIT- 
PBOVINCIAL  SdENTIFIC  AND  INOTB. 
TBIAL  MUSEUMS.— OBSEBTATIOm. 

Me.  chamberlain,  who  had  a 
Motion  on  the  Paper  on  goine  iatp 
Committee  of  Supply,  on  (Svil  oerviai 
Estimates,  Class  IV .,  to  more— 

<*  That,  in  tha  opinion  of  thia  Hooae,  the  «- 
penditure  for  the  promotion  of  BcMBaa  aad  kA 
should  not  be  ezclualTely  confined  to  iiiilitiitMai 
in  London,  Edinburgh,  and  Dnhhn," 

said,  that  as  by  the  Boles  of  the  Hooit 
he  could  not  then  more  it,  he  thoiM 
call  the  attention  of  the  Hooee  to  the 
subject    The  Motion  was  almost  ataikr 
in  tenns  to  one  which  had  for  some  tow 
been  on  the  Paper  of  the  House  in  tba 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Nodiaf- 
ham  (Mr.  Isaac).  He  (Mr.  Chamherisa) 
offered  to  second  the  Motion ;  but  vImb 
the  time  arrived,  the  hon.  Oentlsnai 
withdrew  the  Motion  without  oomami* 
eating  with  him;  but  the  matt«  wai 
really  of  too  much  importance  to  bi 
treated  in  this  fast-and-looee  mtiMr. 
The  constituency  which  he  leprswatirf 
(Birmingham)  was  yeiy  much  intsrata^ 
in  this  question,  and  many  corporstkM 
were  also  interested ;  and  he  Tsatani 
therefore,  to  think  that  he  should  bi 
justified  in  stating  their  case,  and  sildac 
for  it  the  oonsideratian  of  Her  MAJaitj|i 
Qovemment.    In  the  Civil  Serrica  £iti- 
mates  for  the  present  year  there  m 
proposed  to  be  taken  for  institotioM  ii 
the  metropolis,  induding  Muaeani  tai 
the  Parks,  a  sum  of  nearly  £400,000, 
and  that  was  without  takug  iaio  i^ 
count  the  amount  of  the  grant  for  8<Btb 
Kensington^  whieh  was  ezpeoded  ib  tk 
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eonxttiy  m   fbrtlMraioe  of  Schools  of 
SneiKM.    Tller»  was  a  farther  warn  ot 
£50,000  taken  for  Edinburgh  and  Dub- 
lin.   Towards  those  grants  the  inhabi- 
tsats  of  Birmingham  had  to  pay  twice 
OT6r.    He  had  calculated  that  the  town 
of  Birmingham  had  to  contribute  nearly 
£4,000  towards  them,  and  in  addition 
to  that  they  had  to  find  a  sum  of  nearly 
£8,000  per  annum  towards  their  own 
free  libniries  and  local  parks.    He  did 
not  raise  this  question  m  any  qnrit  of 
pforincial  jealously,  for  he  was  prepared 
to  admit  the  ezeeptional  position  of  the 
metropolis.   It  might  be  s«d  with  truth 
that  a  national   collection    should    be 
plaoed  in  the  metropolis  at  the  expense 
of  the  nation;  but  that  argument  did 
not  apply  to  the  expenditure  on  the 
public  pairkB,  and  still  less  to  that  which 
the  B«^nal  Qreen  Museum  inrolved. 
He  did  not  complain  of  such  expenditure. 
It    produced  most   admirable   results, 
nddmg  as  it  did  to  the  pleasure  and 
happiness  of  great  masses  of  the  people, 
and  tending  to  derate  and  refine  their 
minds.    It  was,  too,  in  some  sort,   a 
emnmercial  inrestment,  as  it  was  calcu- 
lated to  enable  artisans  the  better  to 
oompete  with  those  of  other  nations. 
His  complaint  was,  that  they  did  not 
eaxr^  this  principle  far  enough,  for  these 
institotions  were  centres  of  instruction ; 
and  if  they  did  ffood,  it  became  impor- 
tant that  they  ^uld  be  a  little  more 
liberal  in  cases  where  it  could  be  furly 
shown  that  greater  j^ood  could  be  done 
for  less  monsT.    If  those  institutions 
brought  home  to  the  people  there 
hardly  aay  limit  to  the  extent  to 
which  they  would  be  appreciated.    He 
was  Tory  anxious  to  see  established  in 
onr  great  oeatres  of  industry  a  Museum 
of  Art  and  Manufscture  appropriate  to 
each  district,  and  those  would  be  seen 
by  the  people  who  would  benefit  by 
theoi.    The  way  in  which  these  institu- 
tions were  appreciated  in  the  Provinces 
was  shown  by  the  fact  that  the  number 
of  visiters  annually  to  the  Birmingham 
Museon  was  about  d00,000;  that,  too, 
in  a  place  of  570,000  inhabitants.    That 
number  of  visitors  was  much  greater 
proportionately  than  was  to  be  found  at 
any  of  the    metropolitan   institutions; 
and  results  equally  extraordinary  could 
be  stated  in  connection  with  Manchester, 
Liverpool,  Shsfisld,  and  other  provincial 
towns  where  such  institutions  existed. 
At  the  present  time,  the  Qovsmment 


were  doing  either  too  much,  or  too  little 
in  this  matter.  Either  the  grants  made 
to  London  should  be  confined  to  purely 
reference  collections,  or,  what  he  would 
infinitely  prefer,  the  GK)yemment  should 
give  a  much  larger  sum,  supplementing 
tiie  gprants  to  London  by  moderate  grants 
to  the  Provinces.  He  did  not  suggest 
what  would  involve  any  very  large  de- 
mand on  the  Treasury,  and  he  trusted 
the  Qovemment  would  give  the  subject 
due  consideration.  A  comparatively 
small  sum  would  be  sufi&cient  for  the 
purpose,  if,  as  he  supposed  would  be  the 
case,  the  Treasury  were  to  make  a  rule 
that  such  contributions  should  be  made 
only  to  centres  of  large  districts  and  im- 
portant industries,  and  in  proportion  to 
contributions  from  local  sources.  It  was 
true  that  provincial  communities  were  at 
present  leg^y  able  to  tax  themselves  to 
the  extent  of  Id.  in  the  pound  for  the  pur- 
pose of  establishing  museums  and  liora- 
ries ;  but  in  Birmingham  all  this  money 
went  to  the  Free  Library,  and  they  had 
therefore  no  means  of  establishing  an 
industrial  museum. 
Ma.  MOELEY   said,    he  felt  great 

Eleasure  in  supporting  l^e  suggestion  of 
is  hon.  Friend.  In  Nottingham  the 
people  were  making  great  efforts  to  im- 
prove themselves  in  objects  of  science 
and  art ;  and  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  respond  in  the  right  spirit  to  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham. He  entirely  concurred  in  the 
sugfl^estion  that  the  grants  should  be 
made  in  proportion  to  local  contributions, 
and  considered  that  the  acceptance  of 
the  proposal  would  be  quite  m  accord- 
ance with  the  objects  of  the  Education 
Department.  The  grants  would  be  most 
properly  made  where  there  existed  a  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  the  people,  in 
towns  like  Nottingham  and  Bristol,  to 
take  an  interest  in  collections  beariug 
upon  the  particular  trades  of  the  locality, 
and  to  study  higher  subjects  than  were 
ordinarily  cultivated inprovincial  towns. 
Mb.  a.  M^ABTHUK  also  supported 
the  recommendations  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Birmingham.  Our  public 
expenditure  in  aid  of  scieuce  and  art  was, 
to  say  the  least,  by  no  means  excessive, 
and,  although  large  sums  were  spent  on 
museums  in  London,  Edinburgh,  and 
Dublin,  yet  he  thought  it  might  with 
advantage  be  incresised,  especially  in 
the  way  of  grants  to  large  centres  of  in- 
dustry where  subh  institutions  had  al- 
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ready  been  established  by  local  effort. 
We  were  in  many  respects  far  behind 
other  nations  in  reeard  to  the  encourage- 
ment g^ven  to  science  and  art,  and  it 
must  be  admitted  that  the  attention  we 
had  been  bestowing  on  technical  educa- 
tion had  not  been  bestowed  a  moment 
too  soon,  considering  the  competition  of 
other  countries  which  we  had  to  sustain. 
The  people  of  Leicester  were,  like  his 
hon.  Friend's  (Mr  Morley's)  constituents, 
making  great  efforts  to  improve  them- 
selves in  objects  of  science  and  art ;  and 
they  felt  that  London,  in  justice  to  other 
large  cities  and  towns  in  Ihigland,  should 
nol  have  the  largest  amount  of  money 
voted  to  it  in  aid  of  those  objects.  He 
therefore  trusted  the  Government  would 
see  their  way  to  giving  the  question  their 
favourable  consideration. 

Mb.  ANDEESON  said,  that,  on  behalf 
of  the  large  city  he  represented,  he  also 
desired  to  support  the  proposal  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain).  He  believed  that 
without  any  expenditure  of  actual  money 
a  g^eat  deal  more  might  be  done  for  the 
Provinces  than  was  now  done.  As  an  in- 
stance of  that  they  were  .told  the  other 
day  by  the  Government  that  a  valuable 
picture  by  David  Boberts  had  been  re- 
fused by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Na- 
tional. Gallery,  because  they  already 
had  pictures  by  Boberts  in  that  Gallery. 
But  why  should  the  picture  have  been 
refused  on  that  account  ?  Surely  it  might 
have  been  taken,  and  sent  to  some  pro- 
vincial town.  He  recommended  that 
when  the  Commissioners  of  the  National 
Gallery  had  various  pictures  by  the  same 
artist,  they  should  send  some  of  them 
down,  if  not  permanently,  at  all  events 
temporarily,  to  towns  in  the  country, 
where  at  least  they  would  be  very  much 
appreciated. 

Viscount  SANDON  said  that,  while 
in  common  with  everyone  else,  he  should 
be  glad  to  see  the  establishment  of  mu- 
seums and  galleries  in  the  great  centres 
of  population  and  industry,  yet  the 
House  must  feel  that  the  question  raised 
was  a  very  large  one.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Nottingham  (Mr.  Isaac)  withdrew 
his  Motion  on  the  subject,  because  he 
thought  that,  from  its  importance,  it 
could  not  be  properly  considered  at  this 
period  of  the  Session,  and  he  expressed 
his  intention  of  bringing  it  forward  on 
the  most  convenient  occasion  next  Ses- 
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sion.  He  oould  aasore  the  hoo.  G«- 
tleman  opposite  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  tkal 
the  Government  did  not  undervalue  Um 
subject  at  all ;  but  the  House  miut  wm 
that  it  was  not  one  which  eoold  be  eoih 
veniently  pressed  on  the  GovemmeBt  it 
the  present  time.  He  most  beg,  th^n- 
fore,  that  it  would  not  be  so  prcsitd, 
especially  as  it  involved  a  very  grwt 
financial  question.  The  hon.  M«mb« 
for  Birmingham  had  expressed  his  regici 
that  some  of  the  admirable  works  at  tki 
British  Museum  were  not  aide  to  ^ 
circulated.  This  reminded  him  of  tiia 
great  advantage  which  the  coontiy  ^ 
rived  from  the  South  Kensington  Mu- 
seum, which  was  now,  in  fact,  a  gigasdc 
circulating  museum.  Some  1 8  years  ago  t 
series  of  specimens  only  were  aeot  oat; 
but  since  then  almost  all  the  princtpel 
objects  in  the  Museum,  except  those  d 
great  rarity  or  delicacy,  were  soit  on 
Qieir  travels  at  different  times  thiOQ^- 
the  Provinces.  It  was  said  that  mo/k 
was  not  done  for  the  Provinces;  but  ih» 
fact  was,  that  out  of  the  whole  amouat 
of  £130,000  spent  yearly  for  Sdcno* 
and  Art  schools  only  about  £10,000  vm 
spent  really  on  London  objects — tfast 
was  to  say,  about  £120,000  was  reallj 
spent  on  provincial  objects. 

Mb.  CHAMBEBLAIN  said,  he  ex- 
cluded that  from  any  calculation.  Thm 
still  remained  about  £400,000  a-year 
which  was  spent  on  the  Lond(ni  insti- 
tutions. 

YiscoTTKT  SANDON  pointed  out  dut 
it  was  rather  difficult  when  diffiereal 
Votes  were  put  together  by  the  hoo. 
Member — some  coming  within  his  own 
province  and  others  beinff  under  tits 
control  of  the  Treasury  omy,  and  in  no 
way  under  the  Privy  Council  Office— 
to  say  exactly  what  proportion  of  thett 
votes  were  made  for  London  only,  snd 
how  far  the  Provinces  shared  in  them. 
Still,   the  fact  remained    that  a  licgv 
proportion    of   the   mon^    was   mot 
on  provincial  objects.     Hon.  Memwn 
were  apt  to  forget  what  an  immftus 
benefit  the  Provinces  derived  from  tb* 
Science  and  Art  Vote  in  the  way  of  sid 
to  Science  schools,  of  which  there  wwt 
1,100    throughout    the    country;  Ait- 
training  schools  with  their  17,000  sis- 
dents,  public  elementaiy  schools,  snd 
for  scholarships  and  other  objects.    The 
grants  for  the  Museum  at  oouth  Kca* 
sington   included  various  items  whick 
were  for  local  museums,  and  the  lossi 
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to  these  museums  and  exhibitions  were 
very  large,  there  having  been  some  3,000 
loans  of  objects  and  5,200  paintings  and 
drawings  during  last  year  to  museums 
and  exhibitions  in  the  country.  A  g^eat 
deal,  therefore,  was  already  done  in  the 
direction  indicated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham,  it  being  very  much 
the  same  line  as  the  authorities  of  South 
Kensington  Museum,  acting  under  the 
Privy  Uouncil,  were  anxious  to  follow. 
Whether  it  would  be  possible  to  go 
further  in  another  year  he  (Viscount 
Sandon)  was  not  in  a  position  to  say  at 
that  moment.  The  present  was  a  time 
when  the  resources  of  the  country  were 
rather  straitened,  and  a  strict  economy 
was  therefore  very  properly  exercised 
by  those  who  controlled  the  public  ex- 
penses, so  that  the  hands  of  Ministers 
in  charge  of  the  various  Departments 
were  much  tied  as  to  incurring  fresh 
expenses.  The  Government,  however, 
would  not  overlook  the  question.  It 
would  receive  careful  consideration,  and 
when  it  came  on  for  discussion  next 
year,  as  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Nottingham,  he  hoped  that  the  Go- 
vemment  would  be  able  to  give  an 
opinion  one  way  or  another. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  quite  justified  in 
adopting  that  line  of  argument  with  re- 
gard to  the  South  Kensington  authori- 
ties ;  but  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
wished  to  argue  was  that  there  were 
large  museums  and  collections  in  London 
which,  while  they  were  there,  were  of 
little  use  to  the  Provinces.  The  British 
Museum,  for  instance,  and  the  National 
Gallery,  were  practically  of  no  use  ex- 
cept to  London,  yet  every  one  knew  that 
they  contained  many  duplicates  which 
would  be  most  valuable  to  the  Pro- 
vinces, and  the  offer  of  some  important 
gictures  was  sometimes  declined  on  be- 
alf  of  the  National  Gallery.  He  attri- 
buted the  g^eat  advantages  of  the  South 
Kensing^n  Museum  to  the  fact  of  its 
being  under  the  management  of  the 
Minister  for  Education,  and  advocated 
the  placing  of  the  British  Museum  and 
the  National  Gallery  under  the  same 
authority.  In  France  the  Minister  of 
Education  was  responsible  for  all  the 
museums,  and  constantly  sent  collec- 
tions into  the  Provinces ;  but  in  Eng- 
land, the  management  of  the  Gttlleries 
was,  so  to  say,  £slocated,  and  not  under 


one  authority  or  one  Minister ;  and  such 
a  person  might,  without  any  additional 
expenditure,  be  able  to  do  a  gpreat  deal 
for  the  cause  of  artistic  education. 

LAW   AND    JUSTICE— DETENTION   IN 
PRISON    BEFORE   TRIAL. 

OBSEBYATIONS. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  a  matter  which  had  often  been  men- 
tioned before,  but  which  he  thought 
could  not  be  mentioned  too  often,  until 
some  remedy  could  be  found  for  the 
existing  evil.  He  referred  to  the 
lengthened  periods  during  which  per- 
sons were  kept  in  prison  before  trial. 
The  principle  near  London  was,  that 
there  should  be  a  gaol  delivery  every 
month ;  but  he  wished  the  House  to  con- 
sider ^e  situation  of  persons  in  the 
rural  districts.  According  to  the  last 
Betum,  12,000  persons  were  in  prison, 
and  of  these  7,000  had  been  there  for 
more  than  a  month,  and  were  conse- 
quently worse  off  than  if  they  had  been 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Central 
Criminal  Court.  More  than  3,000  had 
been  in  gaol  for  two  months ;  826  pri- 
soners had  remained  untried  for  more 
than  three  months,  and  86  for  more  than 
six  months.  That  was  a  scandalous 
state  of  things,  explainable,  perhaps, 
but  not  the  less  disgraceful,  and  it  was 
most  serious  as  it  affected  those  pri- 
soners themselves.  He  found  by  the 
Betums  that  many  prisoners  were  de- 
tained for  a  long  time  in  prison  in  Essex. 
Bristol,  Norwich,  and  other  places  before 
being  brought  to  trial.  In  Birmingham 
there  were  16  persons  kept  in  gaol  four 
months  before  being  brought  to  trial; 
in  Northampton  there  were  18  prisoners 
who  were  more  than  four  months  in 
gaol  before  being  brought  to  trial ;  and 
in  Kent,  1 3  more  than  four  months.  In 
Lancashire  there  were  100  prisoners 
who  were  kept  in  gaol  more  than  four 
months  before  being  brought  to  trial. 
He  was  well  aware  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  had 
brought  in  a  Bill  last  year  to  remedy 
the  evil,  but  it  would  not  apply  to  such 
cases  as  he  (Sir  WiOiam  Harcourt)  was 
now  calling  attention  to,  as  it  only 
affected  the  Winter  Assizes.  He  took  the 
numbers  from  Betums  presented  this 
Session,  and  the  cause  of  these  nume- 
j  rous  detentions  was  not  far  to  seek. 
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They  were  due  to  the  fact  that  from 
July  to  December  not  one  Judge  could 
be  found  to  deliver  a  gaol,  and  prisoners 
committed  in  July  could  not  be  tried  till 
December.     It  was  not  necessary  to  ex- 
patiate on  the  consequences  of  so  dis- 
creditable a  state  of  things.    Let  the 
House  imagine  the  case  of  a  man  com- 
mitted to  prison  in  July  or  August,  and 
kept  in  prison  from  his  family  until 
December  before  being  brought  to  trial ; 
and  let  them  also  reflect  that  the  man 
might  be  innocent.     They  could  not  find 
a  Judge  to  try  him.     This  ought  not  to 
be  tolerated  by  the  House  or  the  coun- 
try.    The  Home  Secretary  might  say 
that  ill  all  these  cases,  prisoners  might 
be  brought  up  to  London  for  trial ;  but 
he  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  doubted  it. 
Another  defect  in  their  judicial  system 
was,  that  when  the  Assizes  happened  to 
be  fixed  at  the  time  the  quarter  sessions 
were  to  be  held,  the  quarter  sessions 
were  put  off  until  the  Assizes  Were  over, 
and  prisoners  who  stood  for  trial  at  the 
quarter  sessions  were  consequently  de- 
tained in  gaol  longer  than  they  ought  to 
be.     This  had  happened  in  the  county 
of  Lancaster,  where  the  quarter  sessions 
were  fixed  for  a  particular  day  in  the 
hundred  of  Salfoi^i.    The  Judges,  an- 
ticipating the  ordinary  time  of  the  As- 
sizes by  one  week,  appointed  for  the 
Assizes  the  day  on  wmch  the  sessions 
were  to  be  held.    The  consequence  was, 
that  the  sessions  could  not  take  place 
until  after  the  Assizes  were  oyer.    The 
sessions  were  postponed  for  a  month, 
and  the  Judges  could  not  tiy  the  pri- 
soners.    The  result  was,  that  the  trial 
of  100  persons  had  to  be  put  off  for  a 
month.    That,  however,  was  simply  a 
case  of  perverse  mismanagement.     It 
was  the  fashion  to  denounce  the  Long 
Vacation,  but,  after  aU,  what  would  be 
thought  of  a  Government  office  in  which 
work  was  suspended  for  so  long  ?    The 
question  was,  whether  there  could  not 
be  some  arrangement  by  which  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  should  go  on  con- 
tinuously like  the  business  in  other  De- 
partments.   He  knew  he  should  meet 
with  opposition  from  lawyers  who,  as 
well  as  Judges,  liked  long  vacations. 
But    when    prisoners,   some  of   whom 
might  be  innocent,  were  locked  up  for 
so  many  months  without  a  chance  of 
beinff  brought  to  trial,  the  Long  Vaca- 
tion oecame  an  amusement  which  was 
cruel.    He  felt  confident  that  some  of 
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the  Judges,  to  prevent  soflh 
might  remedy  the  evil  by  holding 
Assizes,  instead  of  taking 
holidays.    But  even  that  fell  elioit  d 
what  was  needed.    Much  might  be  iem 
by  a  better  organization  of  ihm  labov 
of  the  Judges  and  their  diBtribviion  6v 
the  purposes  of  these  extra  kwmwm^  far« 
at  present,  much  of  their  powor  w 
frittered    away    all    over   the  oooatzy 
under  the  system  in  force.    Two  eni- 
nent  persons  were  sent  down  to  a  Htd* 
country  town  to  tiy  two  or  three  pd- 
soners  and  a  month  was  devoted  to  tbt 
circuit,  during  which  the  Judsee  did  not 
sit  half  the  time.    He  moved  last  ysar 
for  a  Betum  which  though  very  iapv^ 
feet  and  difficult  to  understand  etill  gave 
some  facts  which  showed  the  waite  «f 
judicial  power.    In  1876,  lor 
two  Judges  were  sent  down  to  try 
in    Hertfordshire,    I^sez,    Kent,    aai 
Sussex,  and  19  days  were  apptofirietod 
to  the  purpose.     During  these  19  dm 
one  of  the  Judges  sat  nine  days  and  Vba 
other  10.     Nothing  was  more  ohvioBi 
than  that  if  one  Judge  had  been  seat 
down  he  would  have  done  all  the  boa- 
ness.    Time  was  wasted  by  this  waat  of 
forethought  and  care  in  ^e  distribntioQ 
of  our  judicial  power.    The  BeConia  fea 
which  he  had  moved,  and  which  ww» 
now  on  the  Table,  diowed  many  in- 
stances of  this  fSact,  and  pointed  imme- 
diately to  the  necessity  for  a  better  dis- 
tribution of   that   power   under  toa* 
central    authority,    either    the    Hcmm 
Secretary  or  the  Lord  Chancellor,  wbs 
should  have  the  power  of  fixing  whea 
and  where  the  Judgee  should  hcAA  As- 
sizes to  effect  a  speedy  gaol  delivoiy  al 
over  the  country.    Such  a  central  auths 
rity  would  effect  the  object,  lemofe  a 
^ross  public  scandal,  and  prevent  gro« 
injustice.     If  instead  of  fixing  veab 
beforehand  on  two  Judaea  to  go  hst* 
and  two  Judges  to  go  there,  we  kapt  t 
reserve  of  ju£cial  power  in  London  aad 
sent  down  Judges  as  thev  were  wanted, 
the  number  of  Judges  we  had  now  wooU 
be  sufficient,  and  we  should  not  hetr 
the  oomplainta  that  were  heard  at  prs- 
sent. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CGEtOSS,  said*  tkit 
this  subject  had  alrewly  been  diiiiiiiiri 
at  some  length  at  an  earlier  pviod  of 
the  Session,  when  he  waa  oUigad  to 
refrise  anything  like  an  assent  to  ^ 
propoeal  which  was  made  by  the  boa. 
ana  learned  Gentleman,  for  the 
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that,  althougli  discussed  in  Committee, 
when  the  Beport  was  brought  up,  a 
clause  was  proposed  to  the  effect  that 
every  prisoner  who  had  been  three 
months  in  prison  without  trial  should  be 
released,  unless  some  application  to  the 
contrary  should  be  made  to  a  Judge  in 
the  matter  showing  that  there  were 
reasons  for  a  longer  detention.  With- 
out dissenting  from  the  principles  of  the 
elause  he  was  bound  to  resist  it,  because 
there  was  no  machinery  by  which  it 
could  be  carried  out.  He  quite  agreed 
that  three  months  was  quite  long  enough 
for  any  prisoner  to  remain  in  prison  un- 
tried. That  was  the  case  in  all  cases  to 
be  tried  at  the  quarter  sessions,  and  some 
scheme  should  be  invented  by  which  it 
would  be  extended  to  prisoners  to  be 
tried  at  Assizes.  When  the  clause  was 
introduced,  the  discussion  rather  took 
the  shape  of  an  attack  against  the  Go- 
vernment ;  but  he  was  glad  to  say  there 
had  been  nothing  of  that  kind  now. 
This  was  no  new  matter,  and  the  first 
step  had  been  taken  to  remedy  the 
grievance;  because,  until  this  year,  a 
person  might  have  committed  an  offence 
early  in  July  and  not  be  tried  till  the 
following  March.  By  the  Act  passed 
last  year  we  had  practically  criminal 
Assizes  three  times  a-year,  instead  of 
'  twice  as  formerly,  and  in  December  last 
there  was  not  a  single  prisoner  waiting 
for  trial  in  any  gaol  in  England.  The 
Act,  therefore,  had  been  so  far  suc- 
cessful, and  the  figures  which- had  been 
presented  to  the  House  were  now  inap- 
plicable. He  did  not  see  why  by  some 
machinery  they  should  not  have  gaol 
deliveries  four  times  instead  of  three  in 
the  year.  Whether  that  might  be  done 
by  applying  the  Winter  Assizes  Act  he 
was  not  prepared  at  once  to  say.  All 
he  would  say  at  present  was,  that  he  had 
been  for  some  time  in  communication 
with  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  the 
Lord  Chancellor  on  the  subject,  and  the 
matter  had  also  been  laid  before  the 
Chief  Justice  for  consultation  among  the 
Judges,  and  he  thought  a  scheme  might 
be  devised  by  which  untried  prisoners 
might  be  drawn  together  in  separate 
centres  and  tried  in  different  counties. 
This  important  matter,  he  repeated,  had 
been  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Home  Office  for  some  time,  and  he 
should  be  happy  to  do  everything  in  his 
power  to  remedy  the  inconvenience  that 
was  now  complained  of.    In  regard  to 


the  Long  Vacation,  it  was  fixed  by  Act 
of  Parliament  to  commence  on  the  10th 
of  August,  and  that  was  the  reason  why 
the  Assizes  had  been  held  earlier  this 
year  than  in  previous  years;  but  he 
would  take  care  that  next  year  there 
i^ould  be  no  chance  of  inconvenience 
arising  again  from  the  Assizes  clashing 
with  the  quarter  sessions.  Having  said 
so  much  as  to  the  trial  of  prisoners,  he 
would  not  go  into  the  larger  question 
of  the  apportioning  of  the  labours  of 
Judges,  and  having  stated  his  views 
frankly,  he  hoped  they  might  now  be 
allowed  to  go  into  Committee  of  Supply, 
as  it  could  be  of  little  use  in  further  di^ 
cussing  a  subject  which  was  under  con- 
sideration in  so  many  quarters. 

Sm  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  had 
only  one  word  to  say.  He  was  very 
glad  to  hear  that  the  inconvenience  of 
last  year  was  not  to  recur,  but  instead 
of  leaving  the  decision  to  the  Judges,  it 
would  be  left  either  to  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, or  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Question  put,  and  offrwd  to. 

Reiohed,  That  this  House  will  im- 
mediately resolve  itself  into  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

SxTPPLY — ewiiidwed  in  Committee. 
(Li  the  Committee.) 

Class  in. — Law  and  Justice. 

(l«)  £9,192,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Wreck  Commissioner's  Office. 

Mr.  WHITWELL  expressed  the 
opinion  that  it  would  have  been  better 
to  have  constituted  this  Office  an  entirely 
new  establishment,  instead  of  imposing 
double  duties  upon  officers  of  the  Admi- 
ralty Eegistry  Office,  who  already  had 
adequate  duties  to  discharge. 

Mb.  BRISTOWE  wished  to  know, 
what  were  the  regulations  that  had 
been  made  by  the  Home  Office  with 
regard  to  the  salaries  and  traveUing 
expenses  of  the  nautical  assessors,  for 
which  a  total  sum  of  £6,000  was  put 
down  in  the  Estimates  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  asked,  whether  it  was 
to  be  inferred  from  one  item  in  the  Vote 
that  fees  were  paid  to  unpaid  justices, 
as  well  as  to  stipendiair  magistrates  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  the 
Supplementary  Vote,  respecting  which  a 
Question  had  been  asked  a  few  days  ago, 
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was  between  £  1 ,  700  and  £  1 ,  800.  With 
reference  to  the  payments  to  magistrates, 
justices  received  no  fees ;  but  stipendiary 
magistrates,  whose  business  was,  in  some 
cases,  greatly  increased  by  wreck  in- 
quiries, were  paid.  With  regard  to  the 
assessors,  it  had  been  decided  to  trans- 
fer their  appointment  to  the  Home 
Office,  and  practically  there  had  been  no 
change  in  their  remuneration.  As  re- 
g^arded  the  office  of  Wreck  Commissioner, 
the  gentleman  who  held  that  office  was 
second  to  no  man  in  the  qualifications 
necessary  for  the  discharge  of  the  duties 
attendant  upon  it.  The  arrangements 
80  far  were  tentative,  it  being  desired 
to  ascertain  what  was  the  amount  of 
work  and  where  it  would  have  to  be 
performed. 

Mr.  NORWOOD  inquired  where  the 
Court  of  the  Commissioner  of  Wrecks 
would  be  finally  located  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  it  was  not 
yet  finally  decided  where  the  Commis- 
sioner was  to  sit,  whether  at  West- 
minster or  elsewhere ;  but  several  places 
had  been  tried,  and  that  found  most 
convenient  would  ultimately  be  decided 
upon. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £36,340,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  London  Bankruptcy  Court. 

(3.)  £316,643,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  County  Courts. 

(4.)  £3,918,  to  complete  the  sun^  for 
the  Land  Registry  Office. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked, 
who  was  the  Chief  Registrar,  as  he 
understood  the  chief  portion  of  the  work 
was  done  by  the  assistant  Registrar  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  was 
unable  to  ffive  the  name  of  the  Chief 
Registrar,  but  the  scale  of  fees  payable 
in  the  Office  had  recently  been  increased, 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Legal 
Departments  Commission. 

Mr.  CHARLES  LEWIS  said,  the 
Office  had  been  a  failure  £rom  its  insti- 
tution by  Lord  Westbury,  in  1861  or 
1862.  It  was  the  laughing  stock  of  the 
legal  Profession,  and  it  was  very  seldom 
resorted  to  for  the  purpose  for  which  it 
was  established.  The  amount  received 
for  fees  was  only  £776,  as  against 
£5,418,  the  total  amount  expended  on 
the  Office.  That  had  been  going  on 
for  15  years  at  a  cost  to  the  nation  of 

Mr.  E.  Stanhope 


£150,000.  Surely  something  oagbt  to 
be  done  to  make  it  self-sapportiiig.  It 
should  either  be  made  usefdl,  oar  it 
should  be  abolished. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  thought  the 
of  registering  titles  might  be 
profitable  if  properly  managed.  InSeoi- 
hind  the  system  was  univOTsal,  mud  it 
produced  a  profit  to  the  leveone  of 
£10,000  a-year. 

Mr.  BXTTT  said,  if  there  was  to  bea 
Registrar  of  titles  he  ought  to  be  wtO 
paid.  

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  aid, 
that  the  Act  passed  bv  Lord  Westboiy 
for  registering  titles  had  undoubtedly 
been  a  failure,  as  people  would  not  tak» 
advantage  of  it.  When  the  Act  was 
passed  it  was  expected  that  penoni 
would  take  advantage  of  it  to  remter 
their  titles,  as  by  doing  so  it  woolagifv 
them  an  indefeasible  nght  whidi  eoaU 
not  hereafter  be  disputed.  Two 
ago  an  amending  Act  had  been 
under  which  some  titles  had 
registered,  but  certainly  not 
as  might  have  been  expected;  bnt  bo 
doubt  the  advantages  oi  each  regioCn- 
tion  would  be  felt  by  the  hol^n  of 
property,  and  that  the  office  of  Registnr 
would  hereafter  be  one  of  importance. 

Mr.  DILLWTN  said,  that  nothiag 
had  been  stated  to  justify  the  Committee 
agreeing  to  the  vote.  He  did  set 
believe  that  people  ever  would  legieisi 
their  titles,  and  he  should,  thereforv, 
move  that  the  Vote  should  be 


Amendment  proposed,  '*  That  t2w 
Vote  be  disallowed.^'— {ifr.  DO^yn.) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  pointed 
out  that  if  the  (Tommittee  accepted  tht 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  8was- 
sea,  it  would  be  ]praotically  takine  upas 
itself  the  responsibility  of  repeabsg  ti 
Act  which  was  passed  after  rail  diacw* 
sion  only  two  years  ago.  The  wholt 
question  of  the  existence  of  the  Office 
of  Registration  of  Titles,  and  ^e  salaiy 
to  be  paid  to  that  officer,  had  been  di*- 
cussed  at  the  time  the  Act  paaeed  oreatiiig 
the  Office,  and  it  was  now  too  late  to 
take  exception  to  the  existence  of  thi 
Office,  or  of  the  salary  to  the  gentlaoaa 
who  filled  it. 

Mb.  RAMaAY  remarked  that  uart 
from  the  point  suggested  bv  the  boa. 
and  learned  Attorn^  Gheneraiy  theze^ 
tration  of  titles  to  land  was  an  olijsat 
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•o  desirable  to  be  attained  that  he  hoped 
the  Vote  would  be  agreed  to.  The  flaw, 
if  anj,  was  now  in  &e  law,  and  not  in 
the  Department,  and  he  could  not  there- 
fore support  the  Amendment.  He  hoped 
that  the  registration  of  titles  would  be 
adopted  as  a  practice  before  long. 

Mr.  00B8T  pointed  out  that  if  the 
Committee  refused  the  Vote,  they  would 
in  reality  be  preventing  the  (Jovemment 
carrying  out  an  Act  of  Parliament. 

H&.  KTLAND8  complained  that  the 
salaries  of  the  gentlemen  of  this  De- 
partment had  been  settled  without  any 
Knowledge  of  the  amount  of  work  they 
would  have  to  do,  but  when  once  ap- 
pointed they  could  not  be  got  rid  of. 

Ma.  EU88ELL  GUENEY  said,  if 
there  had  been  one  thing  more  clamoured 
for  than  another  it  was  for  the  registra- 
tion of  titles.  Under  such  circumstances, 
when  the  law  was  passed,  it  was  most 
necessary  that  a  first-rate  man  should 
be  made  Begistrar.  A  most  able  lawyer 
had  been  appointed,  and  it  was  no  reason 
why,  because  the  Act  had  not  succeeded, 
he  diould  be  deprived  of  his  salary.  He 
supported  the  Vote  in  the  belief  that 
ragistration  of  titles  would  speedily  be- 
oovne  general. 

Ma.  DODSON  observed  that  at  one 
time  there  was  a  great  demand  for  a 
system  of  registration,  and  the  Act  was 
passed  as  an  experiment.  He  never 
thought  it  was  likely  to  succeed,  because, 
unless  a  'person  really  wished  to  sell,  it 
was  not  liaely  he  would  take  the  trouble 
of  registering.  He  could  not  aeree  to 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Memoer  for 
Swansea,  particularly  as  no  Notice  of 
opposition  to  the  Vote  had  been  given. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  he  would  not 
press  his  Motion,  but  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  the  subject  into  their 
eonsideration,  and  arrange  the  Office  so 
as  to  make  it  more  useful. 

Mr.  MOBGAN  LLOTD  said,  he  be- 
lieved the  Act  under  which  the  Begis- 
trar of  Titles  was  appointed  was  a  dead 
letter.  He  should  like  to  know  how 
many  titles  had  been  registered  ? 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  said, 
he  could  not,  off  hand,  state  the  number 
of  deeds  already  registered  under  the 
AjoC;  but  it  was  dear  that  some  land- 
owners had  availed  themselves  of  the 
msssare,  for  a  sum  of  verv  nearly  £800 
had  been  already  received  by  the  office 
in  payment  of  reonstration  fees.  If  his 
hon.  and  learned  niend  had  given  No- 


tice of  his  Question  he  would  have  been 
prepared  to  give  an  answer  to  it. 

Mb.  MOBGAN  LLOYD  said,  he 
would  move  for  a  Betum  on  the  subject. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Vote  agreed  to, 

(5.)  £10,745,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Police  Courts,  London  and  Sheer- 
ness. 

Sir  OHABLES  W.  DILKE  asked, 
what  means  had  been  adopted  to  pre- 
vent firauds  in  regard  to  the  accounting 
for  fines  in  the  police  courts  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  the  subject  came 
before  him  as  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Aocoxmts,  and  they 
found  that  rules  had  been  drawn  up 
by  which  they  hoped  an  efficient  check 
had  been  secured. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(6.)  £251,892,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Metropolitan  Police. 

Sm  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  called 
attention  to  the  different  scales  of  gra- 
tuities paid  to  the  police  doing  duty  at 
certain  public  buildings  in  London,  and 
suggested  that  a  uniform  scale  should 
be  established. 

Sir  HENBY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  representations  on  the  subject 
havinff  been  made  to  his  right  hon. 
Friena  the  Home  Secretary,  a  Minute 
had  been  recently  drawn  up  under  which 
the  payments  in  question  would  be 
equalized  in  future. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(7.)  £859,098,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Police,  Counties  and  Boroughs 
(Great  Britain). 

Mr.  DODSON  pointed  out  that  the 
Vote  was  increasing  year  by  year  with 
great  leaps  and  bounds.  This  year  the 
increase  was  more  than  £50,000.  Li  all 
cases  where  one  person  provided  the 
money  and  another  had  the  spending  of 
it,  that  miffht  be  expected  to  be  the 
case.  Neanv  300  local  authorities  had 
a  claim  to  the  spending  of  this  Vote, 
and  they  fixed  the  number  of  men  and 
their  tme  of  pay,  and  under  the  ar- 
rangement made  in  1874  the  Govern- 
ment provided  no  less  than  half  the 
expenoiture.  Moreover,  the  Govern- 
ment Lispeotors  stimulated  expenditure. 
The  subsidy  had  been  raised  in  1874 
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from  one-fourth,  of  the  cost  of  the  police 
to  one-half,  but  the  charge  on  the  Ex- 
chequer had  more  nearly  trebled  than 
doubled  between  1873  and  1877.  When 
the  proposal  was  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  1874,  with  the  fiUl  approval  of 
the  House,  to  double  the  subsiay,  it  was 
distinctly  regarded  as  only  a  temporary 
arrangement.  This  clearly  appeared 
^m  Sie  lang^iaffe  used  by  the  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  at  the  time.  A 
Bill  was  brought  in,  which  was  to  re- 
main in  operation  for  only  one  year,  sus- 
pending tne  limit  placed  bv  the  previous 
Act  on  the  Government  subvention.  In 
1875  the  Home  Secretary  proposed  to 
introduce  a  measure  deaHng  with  this 
question  of  the  police  in  reference  to 
subventions;  but  when  it  came  to  be 
printed  it  was  found  to  be  nothing  more 
than  a  Bill  continuing  for  12  months 
the  Suspensory  Act,  if  ne  niidbit  call  it 
so,  of  the  preceding  year.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  on  the  second 
reading,  that  he  was  prevented  by  the 
pressure  of  other  business  from  dealing 
with  the  whole  subject.  Another  Con- 
tinuance Bill  was  passed  in  1876.  He 
hoped  that  the  subject  had  been  under 
the  consideration  of  the  (Government; 
but  if  not,  he  hoped  it  would  receive 
their  earliest  attention,  as  under  the 
present  temporary  arrangement  it  was 
obvious  that  we  must  expect  a  very 
large  annual  increase  in  the  Vote.  He 
agreed  with  the  Home  Secretary  that  the 
whole  subject  of  the  police  ought  to  be 
considered.  The  police  force  for  the  coun- 
ties and  boroughs  in  England  and  Scot- 
land numbered  21,000  men,  sub-divided 
into  nearly  300  different  armies,  varying 
very  considerably  in  numbers  from  one 
man  upwards.  Such  a  system  did  not 
tend  to  the  efficiency  of  the  police 
force.  He  did  not  want  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  adopt  a  system  of  cen- 
tralization, and  to  convert  the  police 
forces  of  the  country  into  a  single  army 
under  his  own  control  and  patronage; 
but  still  he  thought  the  Government 
might  consider  whether  they  could  not 
advantageously  amalgamate  some  of  the 
small  forces  with  the  larger  ones.  He 
should  like  to  know  the  course  ^e 
Home  Secretary  intended  to  pursue  this 
year  with  regard  to  the  Bubvention, 
whether  it  was  to  be  put  <m  a  more  per- 
manent footing,  or  whether  they  were 
to  have  another  Sospenaoiy  Bill  on  the 
subject? 

J/r.  Dodion 


Sm  HENBY  SELWIN-IBBEI90X 
admitted  that  the  increases  had  be«a 

§  rowing  rapidly  since  the  aiuniMBtad 
rant  nad  been  made  by  the  Treamy 
to  the  police  forces  of  the  country ;  bit 
although  the  increase  in  the  f  nwr 
year  amoxmted  to  £52,000,  thia  ynm  a 
decided  diminution  on  the  last  jmt'i 
Vote,  which  amounted  to  £74,000,  isd 
which  was  owing  to  the  attempts  mads 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  brin^  abo«t 
something  like  a  system.  Uatil  the 
passing  of  the  Troasuxr  Miniita  df 
August,  1876,  the  Home  oecietary  had 
no  control  over  the  nnmbers  or  the  i«j 
of  the  police  forces  in  bozon^ba ;  W 
since  then,  in  order  to  deal  mart  satis- 
factorily with  cases  of  increase,  all  th« 
localities  had  been  asked  by  eiroolar  to 
send  in  their  estimates  at  a  given  tima, 
so  that  they  might  be  conaidered  to* 
gether.  Any  increase  in  the  number  of 
men  and  the  pay  was  only  sancticiMd 
where  it  was  shown  to  the  entire  sati** 
faction  of  the  Home  Secretaiy  that  boch 
were  absolutely  necessary.  As  to  the 
Bill  regulating  the  subventioa  beiiif 
simply  an  annual  Bill,  he  agreed  that 
the  subject  was  one  which  required 
attention.  There  were  a  good  maay 
subjects,  however—  supenuuiuationbflb^ 
one  of  them — which  would  have  to  bs 
carefully  considered  before  an  alteratka 
of  the  existing  system  could  be  xaadau 
With  regard  to  the  amalgamation  of  th« 
small  boroughs  with  the  counties,  every 
facility  was  at  present  siven  for  it  Et 
quite  agreed  tnat  such  amalgamatka 
conduced  to  efficiency.  Many  small 
boroughs,  which  preferred  to  retain  their 
independence,  were  not  in  receipt  of  the 
Gt>vemment  Ghrant.  Now  that  the  B«- 
port  of  the  Select  Oommitfcee  on  svpcr- 
annuation  had  been  presented,  one  ob- 
stacle to  dealing  with  the  whde  eobject 
had  been  removed* 

Mb.  WHITWELL  hoped  that  lbs 
Home  Office  would  give  great  ssd 
serious  consideration  to  Uiis  eoonnoas 
Vote,  as  the  increase  was  due  to  thi 
additional  wages  given  to  the  police.  B« 
did  not  see  why  the  increase  in  the  nnm- 
ber  of  the  pc^ice  should  be  annagsd 
according  to  a  hard-and-fast  line,  and 
that  smidL  country  towns  dionld  be  as* 
pected  to  maintain  as  large  a  fbiee  ii 
proportion  as  mercantile  towns*  la  th^ 
way  they  were  induced,  against  ihm 
own  convictions,  to  raise  the  strength  ia 
order  to  get  the  Qovemment  Qraai. 
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Mm.  NOBWOOD  said,  lie  was  glad 
that  tke  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber lor  Chester  (Mr.  Dodson)  had  dis- 
arowed  centralization,  though  he  ap- 
peared to  haye  recommended  it.  If  the 
Goremment  attempted  to  take  the  poUoe 
into  their  hands,  as  thej  had  the  prisons, 
thaj  would  find  a  rery  stout  opposition 
£rom  behind,  if  not  from  the  front  Oppo- 
sition b^ftohes. 

Oensbal  Snt  OEOBOE  BALFOUB 
said,  so  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  oal- 
eulate  from  the  Betnms  prepared  by 
the  Home  Secretary  and  fiom  the  Oivil 
Senrioe  Estimates,  Uie  number  of  police 
throughout  the  Kingdom  was  upwards 
of  40,000,  and  the  annual  oost  charge- 
able  alone  to  the  Exchequer  at  least 
£4,000,000.  It  was,  however,  impos- 
sihle  for  any  private  Member  of  Pariia- 
ment  to  make  out,  from  the  existing 
confusion  in  the  Police  Betums  of  the 
Kingdom,  either  the  numbers,  the  grades, 
the  pay,  or  the  charge  for  the  various 
forces  of  this  kind.  He  had  on  several 
occasions  suffgested  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  the 
importance  of  having  a  complete  Betum 
of  all  the  Police  and  Oonstabulary  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  together  with  the 
grades,  the  pay,  and  various  other 
eharflpes,  and  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Oendeman  would  oe  able  to  nimish  a 
still  more  exact  account  than  that  now 
stated  of  the  police  force  of  the  whole 
country.       

Mb.  A8SHET0N  OBOSS  expressed 
Ills  willingness  to  do  what  he  could  to 
give  the  House  the  information  desired 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  G^tleman  who 
had  just  sat  down.  With  regard  to  the 
increase  of  the  police,  when  the  police 
system  was  first  started  it  was  left  to  the 
Afferent  jurisdictions  voluntarilv  to  pro- 
vide tiie  requisite  number  of  pouoe. 
Many  of  them,  however,  did  not  readily 
comply  with  the  necessary  requirements 
of  their  districts,  and  eventually  the  Act 
was  made  compulsory.  Although  a  great 
number  of  load  justices  did  their  duty 
in  providing  the  proper  number  of  police 
according  to  the  Act,  there  was  con- 
siderable diffieulty  in  pressing  upon  the 
Tarious  localities  to  raise  Um  strength 
up  to  the  standard  which,  in  the  opimon 
of  the  Home  Office,  was  requisite  for  the 
partteular  districts  eoocened.  But  no 
nard-and-fsst  line  was  ever  drawn,  either 
by  himself  or  by  any  of  his  Predeosssora. 
nie  number  of  police  depended  upon 


the  nature  of  the  district,  and  the  kind 
of  population  in  it.  Sir  George  Grey, 
he  believed,  thought  one  policeman  to  a 
thousand  of  the  population  might  be 
considered  as  a  limit ;  but  he  did  not  lay 
down  any  fixed  rule  on  the  subject. 
The  pressure  thus  put  upon  localities  by 
the  Home  Office  under  the  Act  accounted 
for  the  first  increase  that  took  place  in 
the  number  of  police.  Two  special  safe- 
mards  were  in  operation.  One  was, 
Siat  in  order  to  obtain  the  Treasury  sub- 
vention, the  locality  must  have  a  certi- 
ficate from  the  Home  Secretary  that  the 
number  of  men  in  respect  of  whom  the 
contribution  was  required  was  not  in 
excess  of  the  number  needed  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  peace  of  the  district, 
and  also  that  the  scale  of  pay  and  the  cost 
of  clothing  were  reasonable  and  proper. 
In  that  way  the  efficiency  of  the  police 
force  was  secured,  without  interiering 
with  the  fr^eedom  of  the  locality  in  govern- 
ing the  police.  He  thought  that  every 
possible  facility  should  be  given  to  local 
jurisdictions  to  amalgamate  the  forces  of 
their  districts,  but  he  should  be  sorry  to 
see  anything  like  centralization  estab- 
lished in  a  matter  of  this  kind. 

Mb.  dodson  said,  he  was  glad  to 
hear  the  disclaimer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  centralization. 

Da.  LUSH  said,  the  regulation  of  the 
police  was,  on  the  whole,  conducted  with 
economy  by  the  municipal  authorities, 
and  he  did  not  think  the  Government 
subvention  had  increased  local  expen- 
diture. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(8.)  £340,086,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Cionvict  Establishments  in  England 
and  the  Oolonies. 

Mb.  BTLANDS  pointed  out  that  the 
difference  in  expenditure  on  the  various 
convict  prisons  was  enormous,  and  it 
was  very  much  higher  than  it  ought  to 
be.  In  the  present  Vote  there  was  an 
estimate  for  new  buildings  and  altera- 
tions of  £22,720,  £10,000  of  which  was 
to  be  expended  at  Millbank  and  Worm- 
wood Smibs.  It  seemed  to  him  that  in 
Government  establishmeiits  or  buildings, 
it  was  customaiy,  as  soon  as  a  buHding 
was  completed^  for  some  one  to  suggest 
improvements  which  ocoasioaed  oonsider- 
abts  outlay. 

Ma.  A88HET0N  OBOSS  replied, 
that  ths  estimste  in  tiie  present  Vote  for 
new  buildings  was  absolutely  essential, 
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as  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  seen 
if  he  had  taken  the  trouble  to  go  to 
Millbank. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(9.)  £74,187,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
County  Prisons,  &c. 

(10.)  £174,263,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Beformatory  and  Industrial  Schools. 

Mr.  EUSSELL  GUENEY  called  at- 
tention  to  the  case  of  young  children 
under  six  years  of  age  who  did  not  imder 
the  present  res^ations  receive  the  bene- 
fits of  those  industrial  schools.  He  had  a 
letter  from  a  gentleman  who  was  one  of 
the  highest  authorities  on  that  subject, 
and  who  spoke  of  a  school  under  his 
charge  in  which  there  was  not  a  child 
under  six.  He  urged  that  if  a  small 
payment  were  made  for  such  children  a 
ereat  number  of  them  would  be  saved 
nrom  a  life  of  vice.  He  would,  there- 
fore, appeal  to  the  Home  Secretary 
whether  there  could  not  be  some  change 
made  in  the  existing  reg^ulations,  so  as 
to  prevent  the  mischief  arising  from 
leaving  those  young  children  to  fall  into 
evil  ways,  instead  of  sending  them  at  a 
small  expense  to  institutions  where  they 
would  be  brought  up  well  and  indus- 
triously. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  OEOSS  stated  that 
the  matter  to  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  referred  was  the 
subject  of  a  correspondence  which  was 
still  going  on  between  the  Treasury  and 
the  Home  Office.  He  could  not  say 
more  than  that  on  the  question  at  the 
present  moment. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(11.)  £21,344,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asy- 
lum. 

Mb.  EYLANDS,  who  had  given 
Notice  that  he  would  move  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Vote,  said,  that  after  the  dis- 
cussion which  had  occurred  last  Monday, 
when  the  Home  Secretary  held  out  an 
assurance  that  an  investigation  would  be 
made  into  that  establishment,  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  on  the  present  occa- 
sion to  press  for  a  reduction  of  that 
expenditure. 

MB.  EAMSAY  said,  he  had  drawn 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  more 
than  once  to  the  great  expenditure  in- 
curred at  Broadmoor  Asylum,  because 
he  thought  it  was  not  desirable  that  they 
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should  make  criminals  of  any  daas  tha 
pets  of  the  State.  The  great  expenditure 
at  Broadmoor  was,  he  belieTea«  eaased 
in  some  degree  by  the  £act  that  a  nam- 
ber  of  its  inmates  were  not  insane,  h«i 
worked  mischief  when  they  had  the  op- 
portunity. He  should  regret  if  it  wen 
supposed  that  in  any  notice  he  had  takea 
of  that  institution  and  of  the  extrava- 
gant expenditure,  as  he  regarded  it, 
incurred  for  it,  there  was  any  oentoiv 
upon  the  Council  of  Supervision.  H* 
acknowledged  that  the  State  was  nndv 
obligations  to  those  eentlemen  for  doi&g 
what  they  conceived  to  be  their  doty 
under  the  circumstances ;  but  he  thooffiit, 
with  all  deference  to  them,  that  Uiey 
took  a  mistaken  view  of  their  duty  l^ 
the  expenditure  of  so  much  of  the  pabtie 
money  on  a  very  worthless  part  of  ths 

community.  

Mb.  W  ALTEE,  as  one  of  the  Oooadl 
of  Supervision,  whose  aoq^uittal  by  th« 
hon.  Member  for  Falkirk  Qii.  Bamstj) 
he  was  glad  to  hear,  wished  to  say  a  lev 
words  with  reg^ard  to  the  remarks  which 
that  hon.  Gentleman  had  made.    The 
hon.  Member  had  condemned  the  expen- 
diture of  so  much  money  on  what  he 
called  a  most  worthless  part  of  the  com- 
munity.   Now,  he   would  remind  th« 
hon.  Member  that  Broadmoor  was  in 
no  sense  a  prison.    When  it  was  first 
founded,  it  was  expressly  stated  by  th» 
Lunacy  Commissioners,  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  be  as  much  of  a  hospital  sad 
as  little  of  a  prison  as  possible ;  and  as  a 
matter  offset  convict  prisoners — thatwts 
to  say,  prisoners  who  were  sent  from 
convict  prisons  to  Broadmoor  in  Odns^ 
quence  of  having  beoome  insane^bsd 
ceased  to  be  sent  mere.    Broadmoor  wst 
essentially  a  place  for  the  reception  of 
persons  who,   by  the  very  hypotheu 
were  not  criminal,  but  who  had  com- 
mitted in  a  state  of  insanity,  acts  which 
would    otherwise  have  been    criminsL 
Therefore  the  policy  of  the  State  ksd 
been  to  treat  those  persons  not  as  cri- 
minals, but  as  patients ;  and,  unless  thst 
distinction  was  kept  in  view,  they  would 
argue  that  question  on  wrong  pranisM*. 
He  was  glad  that  the  Home  8eoreCsi7 
had  lately  paid  a  visit  to  Broadmoor,  be- 
cause he  felt  sure  that,  unless  people  had 
seen  the  place,  they  could  not  form  any 
idea  of  the  expense  neoeesaxy  for  jti 
maintenance.    It  included  an  extsofivs 
acreage,  with  enormous  buildings,  th* 
cost  of  maintaining  which  was  eiUtmtij 
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lieaTy.    Then,  affain,  the  Staff  of  at- 
tendance employed  there  was  necessarilj 
large,  entailing  a  cost  of  46  per  cent  of 
the  total  expenditure.    The  attendance 
at  Broadmoor  were  20  per  cent  of  the 
iniDates;  whereas,  in  ordinary  county 
a^lums,    he    belieyed  the  attendance 
were  about  10  per  cent.    That  arose 
f^m  the  immense  proportion  of  male 
patients  at  Broadmoor.    In  pauper  lu- 
natic asylums  the  number  of  male  pa- 
tients was  about  the  same  as  the  number 
of  female.     The  present  estimate  was 
oonaiderably  less  than  that  of  last  year 
as  that  was  less  than  that  of  the  previous 
year.      There  had  been  a  diminution 
since   1872    of    about    £6    a-head   in 
the  ooflt  of  the  patients.    An  obiection 
had  been  made  to  the  dietary  of  the  pri- 
Boners.     Now,  it  was   well-known  to 
medical  men  that  the  recovery  of  these 
unfortunate   people    greatly   depended 
upon  good  living.    Broadmoor  was  one 
of  the  healthiest  localities  in  which  any 
class  of  patients  could  be  placed.    The 
mortality  was  only  2\  per  cent.    There 
was  no  institution  of  that  class  in  the 
Kingdom  which  could  show  anything  like 
so  small  a  mortality  among  the  patients ; 
in  fact,  it  seemed  to  be  a  place  to  which 
persons  who  wished  to  live  long  should 
De  sent.    Would  the  Committee  allow 
him  to  read  a  few  figures  to  show  the 
ratio  of  mortality  and  the  cost  of  main- 
tenance in  four  different  asylums  ?    In 
the  CHty  of  London  Asylum  the  dietary 
cost  6«.  \\d.  per  head  weekly,  and  the 
mortality  was  4*89  per  cent ;  in  the  lu- 
natic asylum  in  the  county  of  Bucks  the 
dietary  was  6#.  b^d.  per  head  weekly, 
and  the  mortality  was  8*28  per  cent ;  in 
Sussex  Asylum  the  dietary   was   still 
lower  —  namely,    4«.    lOf^.    per   head 
weekly,   and   the    mortality   13*94  per 
cent;  in  Wilts,  where  the  dietary  was 
lowest  —  namely,    4«.    l^d,    per   head 
weekly,  the  mortality  rose  to  16*96  per 
cent.     Now,  in  Broadmoor,  the  dietary 
was  about  5#.  9d.  per  head  weekly,  and 
the  mortality  about  2^  per  cent.    That 
showed  the  importance  of  good  dietary, 
if  we  cared  for  Uie  health  of  these  people. 
He  could  not  five  the  hon.  Member  for 
Falkirk  much  hope  of  further  reduction 
at  Broadmoor.     We  could  get  rid  of 
Broadmoor.    We  could  introauce  a  to- 
tally new  sjTstem  for  criminal  lunatics 
But  as  long  as  this  establishment  was  at 
Broadmoor  he  did  not  believe  it  would 
be  possible  materially  to  reduce  the  ex- 


penditure. If  we  sold  Broadmoor,  with 
the  view  of  erecting  an  asylum  elsewhere, 
we  should  have  to  do  so  at  a  great  sa- 
crifice, and  he  believed  we  shomd  dearly 
purchase  the  change.  It  was  a  costly 
building  in  the  first  instance.  It  cost  a 
great  deal  to  put  it  into  a  decent  state 
of  repair,  and  considerably  more  to  keep 
itin  a  complete  state  of  repair.  He  should 
advise  the  Home  Secretary  to  consider 
very  well  before  he  consented  to  any 
change  of  the  asylum. 

Mb.  FLOYER  agreed  with  very  much 
that  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Walter)  had 
said  as  to  Broadmoor.  But  as  to  the 
mortality  at  Broadmoor,  according  to  the 
last  Hetum  to  which  he  had  access,  he 
thought  there  were  20  deaths  among  a 
total  of  500  patients,  which  would  be  a 
mortality  of  4  per  cent.  That,  however, 
was,  no  doubt,  a  very  low  mortality. 
He  believed  the  average  mortality  in 
the  pauper  lunatic  asylums  in  England 
was  about  7  per  cent.  But  he  must 
remind  his  hon.  Friend  that  the  patients 
of  Broadmoor  hardly  corresponded  with 
the  general  class  of  patients  in  the 
county  lunatic  asylums.  He  agreed 
with  his  hon.  Friend  in  thinking  that 
good  diet  had  a  great  advantage.  Some 
years  ago,  attention  was  drawn  to  the 
high  expenditure  at  Broadmoor  Asylum, 
and  he  thought  there  was  a  little  point 
on  which  the  expenditure  at  present  was 
rather  large.  Me  knew  that  some  of  the 
inmates  required  a  strong  hand.  But 
there  was  one  class  of  officers  the  same 
in  Broadmoor  as  in  other  asylums — he 
meant  the  class  of  clerks  and  stewards. 
As  to  the  management  of  stores  at  Broad- 
moor, there  was  a  steward,  an  assistant 
storekeeper,  and  two  assistant  clerks,  if 
not  another  clerk.  At  any  rate,  there 
were  four  persons  to  keep  an  account  of 
the  stores.  He  could  not  imagine  how 
all  these  persons  could  be  requ^ed  to  do 
that  work.  Probably,  the  accounts  were 
kept  by  double  entry.  Now,  in  an 
asylum  with  which  he  was  acquainted 
there  was  about  the  same  number  of  pa- 
tients as  in  Broadmoor,  but  the  account 
of  the  stores  was  kept  bv  one  officer,  and 
he  was  quite  ready  to  show  his  books  to 
anv  man  in  England.  He  (Mr.  Floyer) 
did  not  know  that  there  had  been  an 
error  of  haif-a-crown  in  a  period  of  40 
years.  He  would  recommend  that  the 
accounts  at  Broadmoor  should  be  kept 
in  a  simple  way  as  at  the  institution  with 
which  he  was  acquainted.    He  perceived 
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by  the  iMt  B^Knrt  of  the  Commimanen 
that  out  of  the  500  inmates  at  Broadmoor 
49,  or  10  per  cent,  were  confined  to  bed. 
That  was  much  above  the  average  in 
ordinary  asylums.  There  speared  to 
be  an  unusually  large  number  of  inmates 
confined  to  bed  at  one  time,  and  he 
thought  this  was  a  matter  that  should  be 
Inquired  into.  It  was  a  delusion  to  sup- 
pose that  these  lunatics  could  be  main- 
tained at  the  same  cost  as  ordinary 
lunatics  were  in  county  a^lums,  still  he 
thought  that  some  reduction  might  be 
made  in  the  cost  of  the  institution. 

Mr.  WALTER  explained  that  the 
authorities  at  Broadmoor  had  'to  collect 
some  £7,000  per  annum  from  diflTerent 
Unions  and  parishes  all  through  £kig- 
land,  with  which  they  were  in  connection, 
and  that  this  work  involved  a  very  large 
amount  of  correspondence,  which  fully 
occupied  the  time  of  the  derks.  The 
whole  of  the  derioal  work  was  performed 
at  Broadmoor,  and  not  in  London,  which 
accounted  for  the  comparatively  larse 
sum  which  such  work  at  that  estabKsh- 
ment  cost. 

Mb.  RAMSAY  thought  that  the  in- 
mates at  this  institution,  whether  they 
were  regarded  as  criminals  or  patients, 
cost  more  than  was  necessary.  The  lu- 
natics at  Perth  did  not  cost  half  so  much 
for  maintenance. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(12.)  £18,690,  Misoallaneous  Legal 
Charges. 

(13.)  £51,608,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Lord  Advocate  and  Criminal 
Proceedings,  Scotland. 

(14.)  £45,898,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Courts  of  Law  and  Ju^ce,  Scotland. 

Mb.  BAMSAY  thought  it  was  right 
that  the  attention  of  the  Gbvemment 
should  be  directed  to  this  Vote,  and 
eq>ecially  to  that  part  of  it  which  related 
to  the  sfdaries  paid  for  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  in  Scotland.  The  rig^t 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  was 
understood  by  some  hon.  Members  ot 
the  House  to  have  promised  last  year, 
that  he  would  give  lull  consideratioa  to 
the  whole  of  the  Scotch  judicial  system 
in  order  that  economy  might  be  secured. 
He  (Mr.  Bamsay)  had  already  drawn 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Oemtle- 
man  to  the  fact  that  they  had  a  great 
many  officials  in  Scotland.  The  Ji^ea 
in  their  Sheriff  Courts,  who  were  rather 
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underpaid  than  overpaid, 
in  Bumber,  and  he  thougfat  tint  the 
right  h(m.  (Gentleman  had  the  powsr,  if 
he  would  but  exercise  it,  to  redme  tha 
number  of  theee  Judges.  But,  iBsCssd 
of  reducing  the  number*  they  ware  aaksd 
some  years  ago  to  increase  them.  Tbt 
right  hon.  Oentleraan  had  saoctiotted  la 
increase  in  Glasgow  at  a  very  rsMat 
date,  but  there  he  (Mr.  Bamsay)  beliefsd 
that  it  was  needed.  The  Beinms  whiik 
were  obtained  of  the  duties  pecfomid 
by  the  diffurent  Sheriffii  in  SootlABd 
must,  he  thousht^  have  satirfed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  some  chaags 
was  necessary,  and  he  had  hoped  t]»t 
before  that  time,  he  would  have  iaso- 
g^urated  something  more  oomprsiisoflTe 
than  anything  that  was  provided  fer  ia 
the  Sherifis  Courts  Bill,  which  wts  aov 
before  Parliament.  The  subject  wif 
one  of  much  importance  to  Sootlasd,  tad 
he  could  not  therefore  allow  the  Tote  to 
pass  in  silence.  He  trusted  thst  ar- 
rangements would  be  made  by  which,  at 
he  had  said,  greater  eoonon&y  might  bt 
secured  for  the  future  without  any  diai- 
nution  of  efficiency. 

Vote  agreed  to. 


(15.)   £25,614,  to  complete  the 
for  the  Begister  House  DepartaMBta, 
Edinburgh. 

M&.  M*LABEN  remarked  thai  in  thk 
Vote  were  lumped  toffetber  seiverai  nb- 
jects  between  which  &ere  was  no  Bscsi* 
saiy  connection.  He  wished  to  oaU  te 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  Yote  fat 
the  General  Begister  of  Sasinea.  It  ap 
peared  that  the  Estimate  for  the  nisaiat 
year  was  £19,142;  but  hon.  McBb«n 
would  see,  by  a  foot-note,  that  Hnt  to 
charged  in  that  Office  for  the  woric  doas 
last  year  amounted  to  £38,968,  so  thit 
the  Government,  while  paying  nothingte 
the  services  performeo,  had  got  amf 
£10,000  of  profit  out  of  the  ti&-4sedi  of 
owners  of  houses  and  lands  in  Sootkad. 
He  thought  that  was  a  vesy  objeotioaabk 
state  of  things.  Moreover,  it  waa  ia 
violation  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  Bat 
what  he  wiahed  particulariy  to  call  dia 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  waa  that, 
notwithstanding  this  enormous  proic, 
which  he  held  to  be  illegal  in  a  osrtaia 
sense,  the  clerks  in  the  (Mce  oomplaiarf 
that  they  were  overworked  and  nndtf- 
panl,  and  that  thate  waa  a  want  cf  aa- 
nagementon  the  part  of  tba  heads  aftte 
Oflce.    A  printedf  paper  had  been 
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laied  amongst  hon.  Members,  being  copy 
of  a   Memorial  sent  to  the  Treaaory, 
settiiig    forth   the    complainta  of  the 
derks.    Hon.  Members  would  see  that 
the  first  item  in  this  branch  of  the  Vote 
was  £l»000  a-year  for  the  Keeper  of  the 
General  Register  of  Sasines.    The  olerks 
had  oomplained  to  him  that  this  gentle- 
man, at  the  head  of  the  Offiee,  was  not 
there  above  a  quarter  of  an  hour  each 
day  ;  that,  practioally,  there  wasnoeon- 
trol  whatever  over  the  Office ;  and  that  the 
consequence  was  that  when  promotions 
took  place,  the  senior  olerks  were  not 
always  promoted.    They  oomplained,  in 
faot,  that  there  was  a  want  of  knowledge 
in  the  head,  owing  to  the  want  of  per- 
sonal presence  and  superintendence,  and 
that  g^eat  injustice  was  thus  done  to  the 
clerks.    They  complained  in  the  Memo- 
rial that  one    clerk  had  been  absent 
for  three  years;  that  his  salary  was 
continued  to  be  paid  as  if  he  was  an 
active  man  in  the  Office,  and  that  the 
other  clerks  had  to  do  all  the  work  which 
he  would  have  done  had  he  been  pre- 
sent, or  which  his  successor,  if  appointed, 
would  do.    He  wished  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  understand  that  he  was 
not  going  into  the  Department  of  Searches 
at  afi,  which  was  a  different  department. 
The  Lord  Advocate  had,  he  understood, 
that  matter  under  his  consideration,  and 
he  had  no  doubt  that  he  would  get  it 
arranged  in  the  proper  way.    He  spoke 
of  the  derks  in  the  Register  of  Sasines 
Office.    He  was  not  going  to  move  any 
reduction  on  the  Vote  at  present ;  but  he 
gave  Notice  that  if  the  same  state  of 
things  continued  for  another  year,  and 
he  was  spared  to  be  there,  he  should 
move  a  great  reduction  in  the  salaiy  of 
the  head  of  the  Department,  who  was 
now  paid  £1,000  a-vear.  That  the  public 
should  pay  this  salary  for  attendance  of 
not  more  than  a  quarter  of  an  hour  a-day 
was  a  most  reprehensible  thing  in  a 
public  Department.    That  he  was  a  man 
of  great  ability,  he  admitted;  but  if  all 
the  ability  of  Edinburgh  was  centred  in 
him  it  would  still  be  indefensible  that  he 
should  not  g^ve  sufficient  time  for  the 
proper  superintendence  of  an  office  where 
more  than  100  clerks  were  employed. 
He  thought  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Oo- 
vemment  to  see  that  justice  was  done  to 
the  dwks,  and  that  the  Office  was  put 
upon  a  more  satisfactory  footing. 

Sib   GEOBOE    CAMPBELL    said, 
that   the   matter  to    which  his   hon. 


Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
M'Laren)  had  called  attention,  was  a 
ffrievanee  of  very  long  standing.  They, 
m  Scotland,  had  set  a  very  excellent 
example  of  establishing  and  maintaining 
a  free  registry  of  land ;  but  he  thought 
it  was  a  hard  thing  that  their  position  in 
that  respect  should  be  made  the  means 
of  levying,  in  some  sense,  a  special  tax 
upon  Scotland,  inasmuch  as  the  fees 
taken  were  much  larger  than  the  expenses 
incurred.  He  hopM  that  any  surplus  of 
receipts  would  be  devoted  to  increasing 
the  efficiency  of  the  Department,  and 
that  indexes  would  be  brought  up  to 
date,  so  that  one  might  be  able  to  lay 
his  hands  upon  all  the  burdens  which 
attached  to  any  particular  property  in 
any  part  of  Scotland. 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Laren) 
had  referred  to  a  considerable  balance 
which  appeared  upon  the  account  as 
earned  by  these  particular  fees ;  but  he 
must  point  out  to  him  that  the  increase 
had  been  rapid  within  the  last  two  or 
three  years.  There  was  a  reduction  of 
the  fees  charged  in  the  Office  in  1873. 
In  1873-4  the  income  was  £23,948 ;  in 
1874-5  it  was  £25,409;  and  in  1875-6 
it  was  £28,968.  There  had,  therefore, 
been  a  very  large  increase  of  fees  sud- 
denly; but  it  was  not  by  any  means 
certain  that  that  increase  would  be 
maintained.  He  would  take  care  that 
the  statement  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh  bad  just  made  should  be 
inquired  into.  It  was  the  desire  of  the 
Government  that  the  Office  should  be 
most  efficiently  maintained  in  every  re- 
spect, and  no  effort  would  be  spared  to 
secure  that  result. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(16.)  £15,671,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Prisons  and  Judicial  Statistics, 
Scotland. 

(17.)  £63,428,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecu- 
tions, Ireland. 

(18.)  £30,379,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Court  of  Chancery,  Ireland. 

(19.)  £21,126,  to  complete  the  sum 
far  Common  Law  Courts,  Ireland. 

(20.)  £6,768,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Ireland. 

(21.)  £8,488,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Lsmded  Estates  Court,  Ireland. 

(22.)  £8,548,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Court  of  Piobatei  Ireland. 
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(23.)  £1,200.  to  complete  the  som  for 
the  Admiralty  Ooart  Hegistry,  Ireland. 

(24.)  £13,628,  to  complete  the  warn 
for  Begistry  of  Deeds,  Ireland. 

(25.)  £2,050,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Begistry  of  Judgments,  Ireland. 

(26.)  £97,391,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  case  of  ''O'Byme  v.  Hartington/' 
arising  out  of  a  savage  assault  committed 
by  the  Metropolitan  police  upon  peace- 
able citizens  at  a  public  meeting  held  in 
the  Phoenix  Park,  Dublin,  in  the  year 
1871,  called  for  the  discussion  of  poli- 
tical grievances.  The  police  were  or- 
dered to  disperse  the  meeting,  but  the 
manner  in  which  they  were  to  disperse 
it  was  not  indicated.  The  fact  was, 
however,  they  were  led  by  an  official 
whose  name  had  not  transpired,  and  the 
manner  in  which  they  dispersed  it  was 
by  bludgeoning  the  speakers  and  also 
the  reporters,  as  well  as  a  considerable 
number  of  the  persons  who  came  to  listen 
to  the  speeches.  If  this  attack  was  not 
directed  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Marquess 
of  Hartington,  he  should  like  to  know 
who  the  official  was  that  ordered  the 
police  to  make  it,  and  whether  he  still 
held  office  and  received  pay  under  the 
Vote?  If  he  did,  he  shoiUd  move  to 
reduce  it  by  that  amoimt. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  yon 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  the 
transaction  was  one  which  had  oc- 
curred before  the  present  Gt)vemment 
came  into  office;  but  a  trial  in  con- 
nection with  it,  which  lasted  41  days, 
in  which  the  noble  Lord  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartinfi^n),  the  late  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  Mr.  Burke,  the 
Under  Secretary,  Sir  Henry  Lake,  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  the  Dublin  Police, 
and  two  of  its  inspectors,  were  defend- 
ants, was  held  before  the  late  Irish  Chief 
Baron,  and  a  verdict  was  returned  for 
the  defendants,  which  was  confirmed  on 
appeal.  That,  he  thought,  was  the  most 
satisfactory  reply  he  could  give  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  it  was  dear  from  the 
decision  of  the  Courts  that  the  police  had 
acted  under  lawM  authority  on  the  oc- 
casion to  which  he  referred.  The  deci- 
sion was  given  upon  those  grounds  and 
was  ffiven  upon  much  broader  grounds 
in  relation  to  the  other  defendants,  which 


it  was  not  neoessaiy  for 
into.       

Mb.  BUTT  did  not  wish  to 
upon  the  subject,  but  thought  the  Ccaa- 
mittee  ought  to  know  how  the  xnattcr 
stood.  It  was  six  years  ago  that  thk 
unfortunate  transaction  took  place.  A 
number  of  people  were  assaulted  by  tlw 
police,  and  severely  beaten.  Two  ^9^ 
sons  brought  actions;  and  at  the  Ime 
there  was  such  an  intense  feeling  xa  tfa« 
House  of  Commons  on  the  subject,  thai 
it  was  promised  there  should  be  an  in- 
vestigation by  the  Government  into  tks 
conduct  of  the  police  when  the  Ktigatine 
was  concluded.  A  sum  of  money  «x- 
ceeding  £10,000  had  been  spent  in  de- 
fending the  defendants  in  thoee  ftctioat. 
The  &rst  trial  lasted  upwards  of  41 
days,  and  in  the  middle  of  thoee  41 
days  the  prog^ress  of  the  trial  was 
interrupted  for  two  months  in  conse- 
quence of  the  leading  counsel  havinf?  to 
go  away.  The  jury  found  a  rerdiot 
against  the  noble  Lord  (the  Marqueasof 
Hartington),  and  decided  that  the  meet- 
ing was  legal,  and  that  was  sufficieat  to 
mc^e  them  responsible  for  the  acts  o^ 
the  police.  That  portion  of  the  Terdiot 
could  not  be  disturbed;  but,  notwith- 
standing, the  inquiry  had  never  beoi 
held,  and  the  police  had  escaped  oa 
the  ground  that  they  had  not  reocivd 
notice.  

Mr.  CHABLES  LEWIS  roae  to 
Order.  He  asked  whether  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  entitled  to  go  into 
this  matter  on  a  Vote  for  the  ealaries 
and  expenses  of  the  police  offioera? 

Mb.  butt  said,  he  was  not  saying  a 
word  about  the  cost  of  the  prosecations. 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  the  hon.  aad 
learned  Member  was  perfectly  in  Ord« 
in  discussing  the  subject. 

Mb.  BXrr£  said,  all  he  wished  to  mj 
was,  that  anyone  who  read  the  evideDes 
woidd  be  satiisfied  that  the  verdict  of  the 
jury  was  that  the  meeting  was  a  legal 
one. 

Mb.  law  maintained  that  neither  tibi 
noble  Lord  the  Marquess  of  Hartingtoo 
nor  Mr.  Burke  was  responsible  Iv 
what  happened  in  the  Phoenix  VwA  ia 
1871. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  that  whatever  fit- 
credit  attached  to  the  affair  rested  vpoa 
the  late  Executive,  not  the  preeent 

Mb.  G'SHAnGHNESST  said,  thai 
no  such  occurrence  could  have  taken 
place  in  England  without  eome  aflkiil 
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being  pmushed.  If  the  police  received 
no  orders,  then  it  was  against  the  police 
the  action  should  have  been  brought, 
mnd  it  would  have  been  more  candid  for 
the  noble  Lord  to  have  declared  at  once 
who  were  the  real  culprits.  It  was  of 
importance  that  there  should  be  an  ex- 
pression of  the  opinion  of  Irish  Members 
on  the  subject.    When  he  heard  of  the 

he  said  if  the  law  did  not 
itself,  blood  would  be  shed,  and 
a  few  weeks  of  the  occurrence 
two  policemen  were  shot  in  the  streets  of 
DaUin,  and  everyone  knew  that  that 
was  because  the  Executive  did  not  exert 
themselves.  In  that  way  two  innocent 
men  lost  their  lives. 

Mr.  OBAY,  whOe  he  acknowledged 
that  the  late  Administration    were  to 
blame  for  what  happened,  could  not 
affree  that  the  present  Gbvemment  were 
aUogether  free  from  responsibility.  Not- 
withstanding that,  as  had  just  been  ad- 
mitted by  file  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General,  the  Gbvemment  had 
eecAped  upon  a  technical  point,  instead 
of  acknowledging  their  moral  responsi- 
bilitjy    they    stul    continued     to    de- 
fend actions  brought  against  them  for 
damages.     In  1866  Lord  Derby's  Oo- 
▼emment  obtained  the  legal  opmion  of 
Lord  Cairns  and  others  as  to  their  right 
to  disperse  by  force  a  meeting  in  Hyde 
Park,  and  that  opinion  was  against  such 
a  right,  even  after  giving  notice.    What 
notice  was  eiven  people  that  they  were 
to  be  ille«dlv  butchered  that  day?    A 
few  wretdied  handbills  distributed  the 
night  before.    The  present  Gbvemment 
shared  the  responsibility  attaching  to 
their  Predecessors,  inasmuch    as  they 
opposed  actions  brought  to  recover  da- 
mages inflicted  on  poor  persons,  and 
carried  appeals  from  Ck)urt  to  Oourt, 
using  fbr  Uie  purpose  the  power  of  the 
purse  and  the  public  money  without  any 
penmssion  from  Parliament — using  it, 
as  he    contended,  immorally  and  im- 
properly.   It  was  true  it  was  late  to  re- 
open the  question  six  years  after ;  but  it 
must  be  remembered  it  was  only  this 
year  they  were  able  to  discover  how 
much  money  had  been  spent.  It  amounted 
to  the  enormous  sum  of  £  1 0, 000.    Where 
was  that  to  stop  ?    He  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  would 
bring  the  Question  up  on  Beport,  so  that 
there  should  be  a  fml  discussion. 

Mn.  OALLAN  said,  he  was  no  sup- 
porter of  the  present  Gknremment.    He 

TOL.  OCXXXV.    [thibd  sxrus.] 


was  opposed  to  them  in  principle  and  in 
detail.  [^Laughter,']  Yes,  in  detail,  and 
he  had  much  pleasure  in  voting  against 
them  that  evening  when  they  were  in  a 
minority.  But  he  must  admit,  as  he 
had  said  before,  that  whatever  disgrace 
attached  to  the  Phoenix  Park  riots  did 
not  attach  to  the  present  Government, 
who  were  bound  to  continue  the  actions 
commenced  by  their  Predecessors. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  had  desired 
to  raise  the  whole  question  upon  the 
previous  Vote  for  Law  Charges  and 
Criminai  Prosecutions ;  but  he  was  pre- 
cluded from  doing  so,  from  the  fact  that 
when  the  Vote  was  passed  he  was  acci- 
dentally out  of  the  House.  He  thought 
it  was  his  duty  to  raise  the  question  as 
regarded  the  conduct  of  the  police  upon 
that  Vote.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  had  not  yet  answered 
the  question,  whether  the  superintend- 
ents of  police,  or  whoever  they  were, 
who  set  diis  attack  in  motion  upon  un- 
offending citizens  in  Dublin  were  still  in 
the  force.  If  they  were  not  in  the  force, 
he  had  no  objection  to  the  Vote  passing. 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  the 
riot  had  taken  place  six  years  ago,  and 
unless  a  minute  investigation  were  made, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  say  how  many 
officers  who  took  part  in  this  affair  were 
now  in  the  force.  The  Reports  had  not 
been  before  him,  and  he  was  imable  to 
answer  the  question. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  that  in  the 
Report  for  1873  of  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee,  it  was  stated  that  the  ac- 
countant of  this  force  did  not  give  the 
security  which  was  required  by  Act  of 
Parliament. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  could  not  say  off-hand  whether  the 
security  had  yet  been  given,  but  he 
should  inquire  into  the  matter. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  would  call 
attention  to  the  matter  on  the  Report  of 
the  Votes  to  the  House. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(27.)  £786,030,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Constabulary,  Ireland. 

Mb.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  said, 
there  was  an  item  of  £11,000  odd  for 
travelling  expenses.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  that  sum  included  the  travelling 
expenses  of  prisoners  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
said,  if  the  prisoners  were  conveyed  any 
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distanoe  the  police  were  authorised  to 
take  conyeyanceSy  and  those  expenses 
were  included. 

Captain  NpLAN  said,  there  were  one 
or  two  matters  of  principle  which  he 
wished  to  draw  attention  to.  The  first 
was  that  in  the  Estimates  the  extra 
police  and  old  stores  were  included  in 
one  item,  so  that  it  was  impossible  to 
find  out  what  was  the  amount  voted  for 
either  separately.  He  also  thought  that 
in  the  item  of  election  disturbances  it 
ought  to  be  distinguished  how  much 
was  for  extra  police  being  sent  to  elec- 
tions, and  how  much  for  actual  election 
disturbances.  The  third  point  was,  that 
a  sum  of  £194,868  for  pensions  was  in- 
cluded in  six  or  eight  lines,  so  that  it 
was  impossible  to  find  out  what  the 
amoimt  of  individual  pensions  was.  He 
thought  the  money  ought  not  to  be  voted 
next  year  unless  more  information  was 
given. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
thought  the  object  of  the  hon.  and  g^ant 
Member  was  a  really  good  one,  and  agreed 
with  him  that  the  receipts  firom  extra  police 
and  old  stores  ought  not  to  be  induded 
in  one  item.  He  did  not  know  whether 
a  distinction  with  respect  to  the  election 
disturbance  items  could  be  made,  but  he 
would  endeavour  to  do  so  if  it  was  pos- 
sible. With  regard  to  the  pensions,  if 
the  hon.  and  gaUant  Member's  wish  was 
carried  out  it  would  necessitate  the 
printing  of  5,000  or  6,000  names ;  but 
he  thought  that  fuller  information  might 
be  given  with  respect  to  the  new  pen- 
sions. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary  had  been 
most  unusually  uncandid.  [Criei  of 
'•Order!"] 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  was  not  in  Order  in  using  the 
words  **  candidly  for  him." 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  wished  to  refer 
to  the  case  of 

Mb.  DODSON  rose  to  Order.  The 
hon.  Member  had  not  withdrawn  the 
expression. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  had  not  been 
asked  to  do  so. 

The  chairman  said,  he  must  call 
upon  the  hon.  Member  to  distinctly  with- 
draw the  word. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  would  have 
done  so  before  had  he  been  asked,  but 
would  not  do  so  on  the  ruling  of  an  ex- 
Chairman.    He  wished  to  Imow,  what 

Sir  Michael  Sieks-Beach 


was  the  amount  of  flie  pentioa  of 
late  Inspector  Oeneral,  Sir  John  Wood, 
in  order  to  move  the  rednetioii  of  ihm 
Vote  by  that  amount? 

Sib   OEOHGE  CAMPBELL 
what  was  the  reason  for  there  beia^ 
increase  of  £19,000  this  year  for 
sions? 

Mb.  ORA.Y  said,  explanation  fboQU 
be  given  why,  in  counties  wb«re  th* 
force  was  not  up  to  its  normal  strenictky 
a  charge  for   extra  men  was  BtiU  in- 
posed.    It  was  believed  in  Ireland  that 
in  order  to  balance  the  increasing  Tote 
for     superannuation    the    Oovemmeiit 
contemplated    imposing    an    additional 
charge  for  the  maintenance  of  the  bar- 
racks on  the  counties.    It  was  al<o  hM 
that  the  real  reason  for  Sir  John  Wood's 
retirement  were  the  recent  scandala  in 
the  force.     He  wished  also  to  know 
why  the  Constabulary  code  of  roles  was 
kept  a  secret,  while  the  Army  regula- 
tions   could    be    purchased    fi>r    !«.? 
He  wished  to  know,  if  he  moved  te 
these  reg^ulations,  would  they  be  laid  oa 
the  Table  ?    If  the  payment  of  the  back- 
pay of  a  dismissed  constable,  afterwards 
re-instated,  was  included  in  this  Esti- 
mate, why  was  it  not  done  in  an  op«i 
and  above-board  manner,   so  that  the 
House    could    understand^    and    boo. 
Members,  if  they  desired  it,  chaUenge  it  f 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEiCH 
said,  the  back-pay  was  induded  in  the 
Vote.  As  to  the  rules  of  the  Ooastaba- 
lary  force,  they  were  now  under  rerinon, 
and  it  would  ^erefbre  be  eepedally  in- 
convenient to  lay  them  on  the  Table  ol 
the  House.  Even,  however,  if  this  wars 
not  the  case,  he  did  not  think  it  woold 
be  well  to  lay  those  regulations  co  tks 
Table.  As  to  the  retirement  of  Sir  Join 
Wood,  it  was  owing  to  ill-health,  ssd 
with  a  pension  of  £1,080.  His  rstin- 
ment  was  in  no  way  oonnected  with 
matters  which  had  been  i-eferred  to. 
The  arrangements  for  the  extra  chargf 
to  counties  had  not  been  alt^ed  msm 
the  present  Government  came  into  dBca. 

Mb.  PAItNELL  asked,  why  a  oomty 
should  be  charged  for  an  extra  fom 
when  the  extra  foroe  was  not  ia  thi 
county? 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  the  enlaaalioBi 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Seen- 
tary  were  so  fSsr  satia&ctoiy  that  hs 
should  not  move  to  rednoa  the  Vote.  Ei 
would  take  that  oooaaion  to  aason  t^ 
right  hon.  Baronet  thai  in  xmf  thi 
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irord  "imoandid,"  he  did  not  mean  to 
impute  anythinff  dinrespeotfuL 

Ths  chairman  said,  he  did  not 
immediately  stop  the  hon.  Member  when 
lie  used  the  words  whioh  he  had  em- 
plojed,  as  he  did  not  catdi  them.  But 
nis  attention  having  been  drawn  to 
those  words,  he  must  say  it  was  not  in 
Order  to  use  them. 

8iB  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH, 
vmlyiDg  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  Pamell),  explained  the  extra  ohax^ 
2nade  to  counties.  Supposing  a  county 
WOTe  entitled  to  100  men  and  there  was 
•a  aTeraffs  number  of  10  yacancies  per 
1 00  orer  the  whole  of  Ireland,  that  would 
be  a  faxt  proportion  of  yacanoies  upon 
the  whole  county.  Then,  supposing  the 
eonatj  required  more  men  uian  90  for 
its  seryioe,  those  men  were  sent  and 
diarged  extra. 

Ma.  gray  wished  it  to  be  understood 
definitely  and  unequiyooally,  did  the 
Ooremment  formally  declare  that  the 
Constabulary  rules  were  of  such  a  nature 
that  Oovemment  were  afraid  to  lay  them 
before  the  House?  That  was  a  serious 
queetion,  and  he  wished  a  plain  answer 
to  it. 

SirMIOHAEL  mCKS-BEACH  said, 
that  he  knew  of  no  case  of  Constabulary 
ralea  being  published,  and  he  could  not 
ooasent to  such  aproposaL 

Mm.  O'DONNELL  complained  that 
the  officers  of  the  Constabulary  were  not 
appointed  by  open  competition.  The 
nominations  weve  in  the  hands  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  the  Oiief  Secretary, 
and  the  Inspector  General  of  Constabu- 
lary. That  tended  to  perpetuate  caste 
distinctions,  as  the  nominations  were 
practically  limited  to  the  friends  of  old 
officers  and  the  hangers-on  of  the  Castle 
dides.  They  would  rather  see  the  force 
offleered  entirely  by  Englishmen  or 
Scotchmen  under  open  competition  than 
see  it  entirely  officered  by  Irishmen  upon 
the  hugger-mugger  system  of  nomina- 
tion. 

Stm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  had 
stated,  on  a  previous  occasion,  that  he 
fiuled  to  see  bis  way  to  the  introduction 
rf  opeft'competitioiL. 

Vote  mgrnd  to. 

(28.)  £29,800,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Ooremment  Prisons,  ftc.  L^land. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  PAmnnx, 

Sn  MIOHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
ha  propoasd  that  the  same  kind  of  in- 


quiry should  be  made  into  the  circum- 
stances of  the  Irish  county  prisons  as 
the  Home  Secretary  had  undertaken  to 
make  in  the  case  of  the  English  prisons. 
As  to  the  inspection  of  convict  prisons, 
he  had  listened  to  the  debate  raised 
the  other  night  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  he  concurred  fully  in  every  word 
which  fell  from  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Cross)  on  that  subject.  He  thought 
it  would  be  well  that  there  should  be 
some  such  visitation  of  convict  prisons 
instituted  as  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
described ;  but  the  subject  was  not  with- 
out its  difficulties,  and  he  doubted  whe- 
ther it  would  be  possible  to  deal  with 
the  matter  in  the  Irish  Prisons  Bill.  He 
hoped,  however,  to  deal  with  it  as  soon 
as  his  right  hon.  Friend  and  he  were 
able  to  arrange  some  system  which 
would  apply  to  both  countnes. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(29.)  £68,132,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  County  Prisons  and  Heformatories, 
Ireland. 

Mb.  PAENELL  called  attention  to  the 
great  injury  which  the  Irish  and  Scotch 
taxpayers  would  suffer  if  the  Irish  and 
Scotch  Prison  Bills  were  not  passed  this 
Session. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
hoped  that  both  of  the  Bills  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  would 
be  passed,  and  that  their  progress  through 
the  House  would  not  be  in  any  way  im- 
peded. 

Vote  agreoi  to, 

(30.)  £4,427»  to  compete  the  sum  for 
the  Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Allium, 
Poland. 

(31.)  £51,666,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Miscellaneous  Legal  Charges,  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  CHAELES  LEWIS  complained 
that  in  preparing  these  Estimates  the 
small  allowances  to  clerks  of  the  peace 
under  the  Land  Act  of  1870  had  been 
considerably  reduced  by  the  Treasury, 
without  any  opportunity  being  given  to 
those  ^ntlemen  of  being  he^  against 
reduction^ 

Mb.  butt  said,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewis)  had  failed  to 
show  that  for  the  amount  of  work  done 
under  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  clerks  of 
the  peace  would  not  be  sufficiently  re- 
munerated by  the  reduced  allowances. 
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Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  olerks 
of  the  peace  had  notioe  that  the  allow- 
ances were  subject  to  revision  in  1876, 
and  he  contended  that  the  allowances, 
as  revised,  were  ample  for  the  work  they 
had  to  do. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
House  resumed. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow^ 
at  Two  of  the  dock ; 

Oommittee  to  sit  again  To-morrow^  at 
Two  of  the  dock. 


SOLWAY  SALMON  FISHERIES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Adtocatb,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  appointment  of  Commiasioners 
for  making  more  effectual  the  Law  in  regard  to 
Salmon  Fisheries  in  the  Solwaj  Firth  and  its 
affluents,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  The  Lord 
Adtocatb  and  Mr.  Secretary  Cross. 

Biilpreuntedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  250.] 


SAINT  OATHEBINE's  HABBOURi   JEBSEY, 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Hbnrt  Sxith, 
BiU  to  provide  for  transferring  to  the  States  of 
the  Isluid  of  Jersey  Saint  Catherine's  Harbour, 
Jersey,  and  certain  lands  near  it,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  !by  Mr.  William  Henrt  Smith  and 
Mr.  SecretMy  Cross. 

BUipretentedf  andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  251.] 

METROPOLITAN  BOABD  OF  WOBKS  (mONET) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Hekrt  Smith, 
Bill  for  further  amending  the  Acts  relating  to 
the  raising  of  money  by  tiie  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works;  and  for  other  purposes  relating 
thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Wil- 
liam Hexrt  Smith  and  Mr.  Chancbllor  of  the 

EXCHBQUBR. 

Billi>rMM^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill2S2.] 


TBEASTJBY  0HE8T  FUND  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Hinkt  Smith, 
Bill  to  limit  and  regulate  the  Treasiu^  Chest 
Fund,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  William 
Hbnrt   Smith  and   Mr.  Chancellor  of   the 

ExCHBQUBR. 

BmprMented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  258.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE, OF    L0BD8, 
7Wm%,  \7th  Jmfy,  1877. 


MINT7TE8.] -^  Sblbct    Coi 

of  Mar,  nominmted. 
Public  Bills  —  First  Bending  —  QaomHadttai 

Fund  (£20,000,000)  •. 
Second  .Rf<uft>i^— Registered   Writs 

(Scotland)  •  (144). 


Cbm«i«dtf— Ajwr*— Indosore*  (ItT); 
Stephen's  Green,  Dublin  •  (1S4) ;  P^bfe 
Works  Loans  (Ireland)  *  (148) ;  CoapoM 
Acts  Amendment  (No.  3)  *  (141}. 

J2«porl— UniTersities  of  Oxford  and  O— lp<r 
(146-161)  ;  Pier  and  Harbour  OrdcsB  Coafc^ 
mation  (No.  2)*  (118);  MetxxjpoliUa  C«. 
mens  Provisional  Order  *  (111) ;  Open  Sdmm 
(Metropoliis)  *  (149^ ;  General  Police  tad  la. 
provement  (Scotlana)  ProTisional  Order  Ca»- 
flrmation  (Leith)*  (187). 

UNIVERSITIES  OF  OXFORD  AND  CAJT- 

BRIDGE  BILL.— (No^  114,  188,  146.) 
{The  MarqwMS  of  Salieiimy.) 

KEPORT    OF 


Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

Clause  18  (Objects  of  Statutes  iat 
Colleges  in  relation  to  the  XJniTeraitj). 

The  Mabqxjess  of  S AUSBTJBY  stid, 

that  in  porsuance  of  his  promise  to  tbs 

noble  £arl  opposite  (the  Eari  of  Mar 

ley)  on  Friday  night,  that  he  would 

consider  whether  any  addition  was  t«- 

quired  to  the  16th  clause  to  enable  ^ 

Commissioners   to  make  proriflioii  kt 

the  Bodleian  Library  out  of  the  fund*  of 

any  Colleges — he  had  prepared  a  nsv 

sub-section  to  be  inserted  in  Clause  18, 

as  follows — 

("  4. )  For  emnowering  the  College  bj  lUiato 
made  and  paMea  at  a  general  meeiing  ot  tW 
goyeming  ixKly  of  the  College  ipecialljr  mm- 
moned  for  thia  porpoee,  by  the  rote*  of  not  ka 
than  two-thirda  of  the  number  of  peitooi  pn- 
sent  and  voting,  to  transfer  the  iKomrr  of  ^ 
College,  or  any  portion  thereof,  to  any  Unnv- 
aity  library." 

Amendment  agreed  to;  and  mmpW 
in  the  Clause. 

Further  Amendments  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  3^  on  Tkund^  next; 
and  to  be i^rin^c^,  as  amended,  (No.  \^\\ 

REVISION  OF  THE  IRISH  STATDTC 
QTTBSnOK.      OBSXBTATIOVS, 

LoBD  O'HAOAN  inquired  of  Ot 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack,  What  progress  had  been  mads  it 
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the  reTision  of  the  Irish  statutes?  It 
^was  a  work  in  which  he  took  some  in- 
terest, and  he  believed  it  was  of  import- 
taaoe  both  to  the  practice  of  the  law  and 
the  satisfactory  administration  of  justice 
that  statutes  which  were  obsolete  and 
useless  should  be  removed  from  the 
Statute  Book.  The  work  of  revision 
was  of  present  value,  and  would  be 
of  very  g^reat  advantage  in  the  future, 
by  Deunlitating  the  consolidation  of  the 
atatates  and  the  codification  of  the 
laws  relating  to  Ireland.  As  far  as 
the  English  statutes  were  concerned, 
the  work  had  made  satisfactory  pro- 
gress; but  in  Ireland,  he  regretted  to 
oay,  very  little  had  been  done.  The 
BUI  which  he  had  the  honour  to  intro- 
duce in  1872  provided  for  the  revision 
of  the  Irish  statutes  only  to  the  reign 
of  Henry  YII. — the  year  1494 — and 
there  remained  still  some  40  or  50 
statutes  to  be  dealt  with.  Since  1872 
nothing  had  been  done  in  the  matter. 
In  1875  another  Bill  was  introduced, 
which,  if  it  had  passed,  would  have 
brought  down  the  revision  to  1726  ;  but 
that  Bill  was  not  proceeded  with,  and 
during  the  last  two  years  nothing  more, 
as  far  as  he  knew,  had  been  done.  He 
wished,  therefore,  to  know  from  hi§ 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  wool- 
aack.  what  progpress  had  been  made,  and 
what  were  tne  intentions  of  her  Majesty's 
Gk>vemment  on  the  subject  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
he  would  willingly  give  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  all  tne  information  he 
possessed.  He  must,  however,  point 
out  that  the  question  really  related  to 
the  Acta  of  Parliament  of  Ireland  pre- 
vious to  the  Union.  Legislation  since 
the  Union,  of  course,  under  the  head  of 
Imperial  legislation,  had  been  dealt 
with  by  the  proceedings  for  the  revision 
of  the  Imperial  statutes.  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend  was  quite  accurate 
in  saying  that  the  revision  of  the  Eng- 
lish statutes,  although  not  yet  quite  com- 
plete, had  made  very  considerable  pro- 
gress towards  completion.  The  revised 
statutes  had  been  actually  published 
down  to  the  year  1856;  ana  that,  of 
coonie,  would  include  the  legislation  of 
Ireland  as  well  as  England  since  the 
Union.  There  came  then  the  question  of 
the  ante-Union  statutes.  His  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  told  their  Lord- 
flUpa  the  BUI  he  introduced  in  1872 
renaed  those  statutes  down  to  the  year 


1494— certainly  a  very  distant  day — and 
there  it  stopped.  The  year  before  last 
a  second  Bill  was  brought  into  the 
other  House  proposing  to  bring  down 
the  revisal  of  the  ante-Union  statutes 
to  a  still  later  date.  The  Bills  for  the 
revision  of  the  Imperial  statutes  were 
generally  introduced  in  that  House  and 
sent  down  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  it  had  been  the  habit  of  Parliament 
to  place  confidence  in  those  entrusted 
with  the  work,  to  take  the  Bills  on 
trust,  and  to  pass  them  without  exami- 
nation. In  point  of  fact,  examination  of 
measures  such  as  these  would  be  utterly 
impossible  by  Parliament.  The  Bills 
went  into  such  minutisB  that  they  must 
be  taken  on  the  faith  of  the  drayman, 
or  the  work  could  not  be  done  at  all. 
Parliament  had,  therefore,  accepted  the 
Bills  upon  the  faith  of  those  who  had 
introduced  them.  In  regard  to  the  Bill 
introduced  in  1875  providing  for  the  re- 
vision of  the  Irish  statutes,  a  different 
course  was  adopted.  The  Bill,  after  it 
had  been  read  a  second  time,  was  met 
first  by  a  Motion  to  refer  it  to  a  Select 
Committee.  Their  Lordships,  of  course, 
did  not  require  to  be  told  that  a  Select 
Committee  with  such  a  Bill  before  them 
would  have  found  their  skill  and  energy 
taxed  to  the  utmost.  The  Bill  was  also 
met  by  an  Amendment  raising  the  ques- 
tion of  the  policy  of  revising  certain 
statutes.  There  again,  he  did  not  need 
to  remind  their  Lordships  that  if  a  re- 
vision Bill  was  to  be  made  the  subject 
of  controversy  as  to  the  bearing  of  the 
statutes  it  dealt  with,  a  very  wide  area 
of  discussion  would  be  opened  up.  The 
result  of  these  Motions  was,  mat  the 
Bill  had  to  be  abandoned.  Now,  he 
could  assure  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land and  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
were  extremely  desirous  that  the  revision 
of  the  Irish  ante-Union  statutes  should 
continue ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  felt 
bound  to  point  out  that,  if  a  revision 
Bill  was  to  become  the  subject  of  hostile 
discussion,  it  would  .have  little  or  no 
chance  of  passing,  because — however 
important  it  might  be  in  a  certain  sense, 
other  Bills  would  always  have  prece- 
dence of  it.  In  fact,  the  chance  of  a 
Bill  of  that  kind  passing  depended  upon 
its  being  unopposed.  If  it  were  opposed, 
it  was  scarcely  possible  but  that  it  should 
have  to  make  way  for  other  measures 
of  a  more  pressing  nature.    That  was 
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the  position  of  the  question  to  which 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  directed 
the  attention  of  the  House. 

HouBe  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'dook,  to  Thursday  next, 

half-past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  \Hh  July,  1877. 


MINUTES.]— 8BLEC?r  Committbb  — -Btfpor<— 
Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade.    [No.  342.] 

Supply — conticUred  in  Committee — Civil  Sir- 
vice  Estimates.— Classes  IV.,  V.,  VI.,  VXT. 
— Rbvenue  Departments. 

Public  Bills — Firtt  Reading — ^Local  Govern- 
ment Board's  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation 
(Artizans  and  Labourers  Dwellings^  *  [266]. 

Select  Committee — Report — County  Offices  and 
Courts  (Ireland).*    [No.  341]. 

Committee — Report — Ghas  and  Water  Orders 
Confirmation  (Abingdon,  &c.)  *  [236]  ;  Metro- 
polis Improvement  Provisional  Orders  Confir- 
mation (Great  Wild  Street,  &c.)»  [237]; 
Local  Government  Board's  Provisional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Belper  Union,  &c)  ♦  [236]. 

Considered  as  amended — Telegraphs    (Money)* 

[227]. 
Third  Reading  —  Elementary  Education  Pro- 
visional Orders  Confirmation  (Felmingham, 
&c.)  *  [223],  and  pasted. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
QUESTIONS. 


THE  STRAITS  SETTLEMENTS  —  THE 
MALAY  PENINSULA— EXPENSES  OP 
THE  CAMPAIGN.— QUESTION. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  aaked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
.  Colonies,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Gb- 
vemment  have  decided  what  share  of 
the  expenses  of  recent  military  opera- 
tions in  the  Malay  Peninsula  is  to  he 
borne  by  the  Imperial  Gbvemment; 
and,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  ask  for  a  Vote  during 
the  present  Session  ? 

Mb.  J.  LO  WTHEE :  No  decision  has 
yet  been  arrived  at  upon  this  question. 
The  cause  of  the  delay  has  oeen  the 
necessity  of  communications,  not  only 
between  the  Colonial  Office  and  the  War 
Office,  but  also  with  the  Governments  of 
India  and  the  Straits  Settlements,  ex- 

Th$  Lord  Chancellor 


penditure  haying  been  inomrsd  by  all 
these  Departments.  I  trust  tkai  lb* 
matter  wUl  shortly  be  airaaged ;  bat  it 
is  not  the  intention  of  the 
to  propose  aVotefor  tliis 
the  present  Session,  as  1  fear  Ilia  ar- 
rangements oannot  be  oondnded  in 


NAVY— KEYHAM   FAOIORY-CAfiE  OT 
EDWARD  OWEN&— QUBSTIOH. 


Mb.  FULESTON  asked  tiie 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whe^er  his 
has  been  called  to  the  eyidence  ffrrvB  al 
an  inquest  held  on  the  body  of  Edward 
Owens,  founder  in  Eeyham  Faetory. 
Devonport,  whose  death  resulted  froia 
inhaUng  noxious  Rases ;  and,  whether 
the  statement  of  Mr.  EUia,  the  lbr»- 
man,  that  ''the  foundry  ougbt  to  be 
better  ventilated,"  and  that  "  there  was 
no  ventilation  in  the  iron  and  brass  shop 
at  all  like  there  was  in  any  other  part  A 
the  department,"  would  be  inquired  into, 
and  the  recommendation  of  the  jmy, 
that  the  Admiralty  should  provide  btCtcr 
ventilation,  acted  upon  ? 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON,  in  reply,  said, 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  the  cats 
alluded  to  by  his  hon.  Friend.  Th«n 
was  no  doubt  that  the  ventilatioii  in  th« 
factory  was  defective,  and  the  sttentioa 
of  the  Director  of  Works  had  already 
been  directed  to  the  matter.  The  iooD*- 
diate  cause  of  the  death  of  this  maa 
appeared  to  be  the  impure  atmo^iaa 
of  the  drying  store,  ^niich,  of  ooiirse« 
oould  not  be  ventilated  like  other  parts 
of  the  factory,  and  into  which  he  went 
to  lie  down  instead  of  prooeedxng  into 
the  open  air. 


RUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— THE  WAR- 
NEUTRAL  VESSELS  IN  THE  BLACK 
SEA.— QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  G0X7RLEY  asked  the  ITiidar  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  he 
will  ascertain  from  the  l^kiah  Oofsca- 
ment  whether  or  not  thev  will  _ 
neutral  vessels  with  merchandise' 
than  contraband  to  paas  in  and  out  d 
the  Black  Sea  without  being  detained  ii 
their  passage  through  Uie  Bonthom; 
and,  if  he  can  inform  the  House  now  frr 
the  Turkish  authoritiee  possess  the  right 
of  detaining  and  overhaming  at  OoMtaa* 
tinople  neutral  veesds  oarxyisg  asa- 
contraband  goods,  should  tbiegr  attsaipl 
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to  trade  between  the  Black  Sea  and  the 
Mediterranean  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE:  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  I  have  to  state 
that  I  am  sure  he  is  aware — as  no  doubt 
the  House  and  the  public  are  aware — 
that  a  decree  relating  to  neutral  com- 
merce passing  through  the  Bosphorus 
was  published  on  the  1st  May,  and  was 
published  in  The  London  Gazette  of  the 
15th  May,  relating  to  the  whole  of  the 
subject  to  which  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  refers.  By  that  notice  it  appears 
that  the  right  of  search  would  be  exer- 
cised   by  the  Turkish  Goyemment  in 
regard  to  vessels  going  to  Ottoman  ports 
or  to  neutral  ports.    Subsequent  to  that 
there  was  a  decree  notifying  the  blockade 
of  Eussian  ports,  and  at  t£e  same  time 
it  was  also  mentioned  that  the  right  of 
search  with  regard  to  vessels  going  to 
Turkish  ports  and  to  neutral  ports  would 
only  be  exercised  in  the  case  of  suspected 
vessels.    Therefore,  it  would  be  useless 
for  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  do 
what  is  suggested  in  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member — that  is,  to  endeavour  to 
exempt  suspected  vessels  from  search ; 
because,  of  course,  if  a  vessel  is  suspected 
by  the  Turkish  Government  it  is  not 
likely  that   they  will  exempt   it  from 
search.     With  regard  to  vessels  going 
to  a  blockaded  port,  it  is  not  likely  that 
vessels  going  uirough  Turkish  waters 
would  declare  that  they  were  going  to  a 
blockaded  port ;  and,  if  they  were  to  do 
so,  it  would  not  be  rational  to  ask  the 
Turkish  Government   to  exempt  them 
from  search.    There  can  be  no  doubt  the 
Turkish  Government  has  the  right  to 
search  all  neutrals,  even  although  not 
carrying  contraband,   should  they  at- 
tempt to  trade  between  the  Black  Sea 
and  the  Mediterranean. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  What  steps  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment intend  to  take  to  ascertain 
whether  the  Turkish  blockade  of  the 
Bussian  coasts  is  or  is  not  **  effective  ?  " 

Mb.  BOUEKE  :  When  doubts  were 
thrown  upon  the  efficiency  of  the  Turkish 
blockade,  representations  were  made  im- 
mediately by  Her  Maiesty's  Govern- 
ment, through  their  Ambassador  at  Con- 
stantinople, to  the  Porte.  The  Ambas- 
sador at  Constantinople  reported  that 
the  Porte  considered  that  the  blockade 
was  completely  efficacious;  and  that 
was  confirmed  afterwards  by  a  Eeport 


which  our  Ambassador  received  from 
Hobart  Pasha.  Subsequently,  as  was 
mentioned  in  this  House,  I  think  by  the 
hon.  Baronet,  vessels  were  heard  of  as 
going  between  Odessa  and  Nicolaieff — 
and  other  representations  were  then 
made  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
the  same  effect.  A  few  days  ag^  Lord 
Derby  received  a  deputation  of  gentle- 
men interested  in  this  question,  and  he 
promised  that  after  hearing  from  them 
he  would  refer  what  they  said  to  Con- 
stantinople. Lord  Derby  has  now  heard 
from  them,  their  representations  have 
been  referred  to  Her  Majesty's  Ambas- 
sador at  Constantinople,  and  Mr.  Layard 
has  been  instructed  to  make  further 
communications  to  the  Porte  on  the 
subject. 

RUSSLi  AND  TURKEY— THE  WAR- 
WAR  INTELLIGENCE— THE  AMEER 
OF  KASHGAR.— QUESTION. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  telegrams  had 
been  received  from  the  Consul  at  Adria- 
nople  respecting  the  advance  of  the 
Eussian  Army  across  the  Balkans ;  and 
also  whether  there  was  any  truth  in  the 
rumour  of  the  death  of  the  Ameer  of 
Kashgar  ? 

Me.  BOUEKE :  We  have  not  yet  re- 
ceived any  definite  information  of  the 
death  of  the  Ameer  of  Kashgar;  we 
know  nothing  more  than  what  appears 
in  the  newspapers.  With  regard  to  the 
other  Question  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  I 
must  answer  it  with  some  reserve,  as  I 
have  had  no  notice  of  it  whatever,  and, 
of  course,  in  answering  a  Question  of 
this  importance,  it  is  desirable  to  be 
cautious  as  to  what  is  said.  We  have 
had  information  from  the  Consul  at  Ad- 
rianople,  but  it  is  only  information 
which  has  been  received  from  other 
sources,  and  is  not,  therefore,  of  much 
more  value  than  the  statements  which 
have  appeared  in  the  newspapers ;  but 
it  seems  to  be  a  fact  that  the  Eussian 
advanced  guard  has  crossed  the  Balkans, 
and  has  appeared  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  places  which  are  mentioned  in  the 
various  telegrams — Teni  Saghar  and 
Jamboli.  We  have  heard  from  Con- 
stantinople that  the  force  is  not  of  that 
large  amount  which  appears  in  the 
newspapers.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
prudent  for  me  to  state  more  upon  the 
I  subject. 
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PERU— THE  PERUVIAN  LOANS  OF 
1870-1872.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BOUEKE  said,  he  did  not  know 
whether  he  was  in  Order  in  answering  a 
Question  which  was  on  the  Paper,  hut 
which  had  not  been  put ;  but  it  was  de- 
sirable that  a  Question  of  its  importance 
should  not  remain  unanswered. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  (for  Mr.  T.  Cave) 
then  put  the  Question,  Whether  the  Gt>- 
yemment  is  aware  that  there  is  now  at 
Lima  a  representatiye  of  the  Peruvian 
bondholders  who  was  sent  out  last  Janu- 
ary by  a  committee  acting  under  the  ad- 
vice of  Mr.  James  Croyle,  representing 
a  large  section  of  the  bondholders  who 
disapprove  of  the  alienation  of  the  guano 
solemnly  hypothecated  to  them  by  the 
Peruvian  Government  as  security  both 
for  payment  of  interest  and  amortisation 
of  the  loans  of  1870  and  1872  respec- 
tively ;  whether  any  communication  has 
been  made  by  the  Foreign  Office  to  Mr. 
Graham,  Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Lima, 
with  regard  to  the  suspension  of  the 
payment  of  interest  on  the  Peruvian 
Loans  1870  and  1872,  amounting  nomi- 
nally to  £11,920,000  6  per  Cent.  Loan 
1870,  and  £21,546,740  5  perCent.  Loan 
1872,  the  interest  of  which  has  been  un- 
paid for  two  years;  and,  whether  the 
Government  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
Copy  of  the  Correspondence  which  has 
taken  place  between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  Her  Majesty's  Consul  in 
Peru  since  the  commencement  of  the 
present  year  ? 

Mr.  BOUEKE:  I  think  a  Question 
of  this  kind  ought  not  to  remain  on  the 
Paper  without  being  answered.  I  will 
first  state  exactly  what  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  done.  In  February 
last  a  gentleman  came  to  the  Foreign 
Office,  and  said  he  represented  a  large 
number  of  Peruvian  bondholders,  and 
wished  to  have  a  letter  sent  to  Mr. 
Graham,  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at 
Peru,  in  favour  of  Mr.  Clark,  who 
was  to  be  the  agent  of  the  commit- 
tee, acting  under  the  advice  of  Mr. 
James  Croyle.  The  Government  did 
what  they  always  do  under  such  cir- 
cumstances. They  sent  a  letter  to  Mr. 
Consul  Graham  at  Peru,  instructing 
him  to  give  the  gentleman  all  proper 
facilities,  at  the  same  time  taking  good 
care  to  warn  him  not  to  do  anything 
more^that  he  was  not  to  assist  any 
agent  in  his  endeavours  to  obtain  assist- 


ance for  his  plans  from  the 
Government,  or  in  any  way  to  do  aaj- 
thing  that  would  commit  himiiftlf.  That 
is  what  Her  Majesty's  Govemment  has 
done,  and  the  reason  why  I  am  anxiovs 
to  answer  the  Question  is,  that  I  wish  to 
state  that  a  great  deal  has  not  been  done 
that  is  stated  in  the  Question.  We  do 
not  know  what  section  of  the  bond- 
holders the  gentleman  sent  oat  repre- 
sents, or  whether  it  is  a  large  or  a  small 
one,  or  of  what  they  disappsore.  We 
know  nothing  about  Mr.  Choyle  or  Mr. 
Clark.  No  oommonication  hae  been 
made  to  Mr.  Graham,  or  by  him  to  the 
Peruvian  €K>vemment,  on  the  BOMpmt- 
sion  of  the  pa3rment  of  the  interest  on 
the  loans ;  and  with  regard  to  the  Oor- 
respondence  that  has  taken  place,  there 
is  no  objection  whatever  to  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  all  the  OorreepoB- 
dence  that  has  taken  place  between  Her 
Majesty's  Govemment  and  Mr.  Qmhsm 
connected  with  the  question. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 


SUPPLY— CrvrHi  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — comidsred  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  IV. — ^EDircATioir,  Soixhcx,  avd 

A&T. 

(1.)  £5,176,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  National  Galleiy,  aprud  <o. 

(2.)  £1,400,  to  complete  the  sun  for 
the  National  Portrait  Gallery,  sfrmd  U, 


(3.)  £9,250,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Learned  Societies  and  Sdentifio  Inrmii- 
g^tion. 

Mb.  LYON  PLATFAIE  asked,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  wodd 
not  consider  the  propriety  of  giving  a 
gp!^nt  in  aid  of  the  Sooddsh  MeleOTO* 
logical  Society  ?  He  said,  he  shoiiild  be 
glad  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  explain  the  position  of  the  nego- 
tiations with  regiud  to  that  Sodety. 
The  previous  Government  had  indicaled 
that  it  was  desirable  that  eabetantiil 
aid  should  be  pven  to  that  Society,  and 
since  then  two  Commissions  had  inonired 
into  the  subject,  and  reoommeodea  tiiat 
a  certain  amount  of  aid  shoold  b* 
granted.  Since  ^en  the  OovenuMBt 
had  appointed  a  Meteorologieal  Oounol 
of  the  Boyal   Sooietj  to  eupenntiDd 
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the  diyision   of  the  increased  Vote   of 
£10,000    for   meteorological   purposes. 
As  the   purposes  for  which  that  sum 
would  be  expended  were  almost  exdu- 
sirelj  for  the  promotion  of  science  by 
the  production  of  weather  forecasts,  if 
the  grant  were  to  be  confined  entirely 
to  those  purposes,  the  Scottish  Society 
would   only   receiye  assistance  of   the 
most   m8ig:nificant  character.    The  in- 
quiries to  which  the  Society  had  hitherto 
giTen  attention  were  of  national  import- 
ance,   including   such   subjects  as   the 
effects  of  the  temperature  of  the  sea  on 
the  migration  of  herrings,  and  the  effects 
of  the  changes  of  climate  with  regard  to 
the  mortality  of  the  population.    It  was 
a  peculiar  circumstance  with  respect  to 
Scotland  that  the  mortality  was  rather 
on  the  increase  in  that  country,  while 
in  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom  it  was 
diminishing.      Very  important    results 
had  been  obtained  and  might  be  looked 
for    in    the  future  from  the  inquiries 
instituted  by  the  Society  with  regard  to 
the  mortality  of  Scotland,  but  the  Society 
had  not  the  power  of  making  these  in- 
quiries as   tney  desired  to    do;    and, 
therefore,  if  the  Council  of  the  Boyal 
Society  were  to  be  the  supreme  judges 
of  what  ought  to  be  opnsidered  matters 
of  national  importance,   and    of  what 
should  be  the  character  of  the  inquiries 
to  be  made  in  Scotland,  the  Scottish 
Meteorological  Society  would  be  in  just 
as  bad  a  position  in  future  as  it  had 
been  in  the  past,  notwithstanding  the 
large  increase  that  had  been  made  in 
the  Yote.    What  he  wished  to  ascertain 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was,  whether  he  would  authorize  the 
Council  of  the  Boyal  Society  to  appor- 
tion certain  grants  for  important  national 
purposes  connected  with  meteorology, 
and  not  merely  for  making  observations 
for  weather  forecasts  and  other  similar 
purposes,  such  as  had   hitherto  been 
recognized  in  the  apportionment  of  the 
grant.    He  was  afrtud  that  tmless  this 
were  done  all  the  labour  and  all  the 
representations  that  had  been  made  by 
the  Society  to  the  Government  would 
hare  been  futile,  and  the  Society  would 
be  just  as  crippled  in  carrying  on  in- 
quiries that  were  of  national  importance 
M  it  had  been  before.    He  should  like 
it,  therefore,  to  be  understood  whether 
the  Treasury  intended  to  give  power  to 
thsCoondl  of  the  Boyal  Sodetr  to  grant 
a  portion  of  the  Vote  for  such  spedfio 


national  purposes  as  those  which  he 
had  hinted  at  as  engaging  the  attention 
of  the  Scottish  Meteorological  Society. 

Thb  CHANCELLOB  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  that  this  was  a  question 
that  naturally  excited  a  great  deal  of 
attention,  both  in  the  minds  of  gentle- 
men connected  with  Scotland  and  of 
those  who  were  interested  in  scientific 
investigations.  He  was  not  at  all  dis- 
posed to  undervalue  the  services  ren- 
dered by  the  Meteorological  Society  of 
Scotland;  but  the  Covemment  had  to 
bear  in  mind  that  the  assistance  which 
Parliament  did  or  could  give  to  scien- 
tific investigations  must  necessarily  be 
limited,  ana  that  it  was  not  every  good 
or  desirable  object  for  which  it  would  be 
their  duty  to  propose  a  Vote  to  Parlia- 
ment. He  was  quite  aware  that  those 
at  the  Treasury  had  continually  to  show 
themselves  hardhearted,  and  perhaps 
they  would  be  thought  blind  to  the 
interests  of  science,  as  they  were  under 
the  necessity  of  turning  a  deaf  ear  to 
applications,  in  thems^ves  worthy  of 
attention,  but  which  if  they  admitted, 
they  would  be  obliged  to  go  further 
than  would  be  justifiable  in  the  way  of 
asking  aid  from  Parliament.  It  was 
desiraole  that  the  Committee  should 
understand  precisely  what  the  nature  of 
the  grant  was.  It  had  formerly  been 
the  nabit  of  the  Government,  through 
the  Board  of  Trade,  through  Her  ]£i- 
jesty's  ships  abroad,  and  in  other  ways, 
to  collect  meteorological  observations, 
which  were  considered  of  value  in  deter- 
mining great  problems  of  meteorology. 
During  the  time  of  the  late  AdmmJ 
Fitzroy  these  observations  were  carried 
on  partly  by  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
partlv  by  ihe  Admiralty;  but  after 
Admiral  Fitzroy's  death,  it  being  a  con- 
sidered a  questionable  proceeding  that 
such  inquiries  should  be  conducted  by 
a  €K>vemment  Department,  communica- 
tion took  place  upon  the  subject  with 
the  Boyal  Society,  and  they  appointed  a 
council  of  their  members  to  advise  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  as  to  the  in- 
quiries to  be  carried  on,  and  to  take 
charge  of  the  administration  of  such 
sums  as  might  be  provided  for  the  pur- 
pose. A  special  sum  of  £10,000  was 
for  some  years  placed  at  their  disposal. 
An  inquirr  at  length  took  place  as  to 
whether  the  system  could  not  be  im- 
proved or  modified,  and  communications 
were  opened  with  the  Scottish  Meteoro- 
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logical  Society — a  private  society  that 
was  doing  good  and  useful  work — and 
representations  were  made  that  encou- 
ragement should  be  given  to  that  Society 
by  the  Government.  The  €K>vemment 
had  every  desire  to  recognize  the  im- 
portance and  the  work  of  that  Society. 
A  Departmental  Oommittee  was  ap- 
pointed, with  Sir  William  Stirling- 
Maxwell  as  Chairman,  who  presented  a 
Beport,  in  consequence  of  which  some 
changes  were  made  in  the  Meteorological 
Committee  of  the  Eoyal  Society.  It 
was  replaced  by  a  Meteorological  Coun- 
cil, not  necessarily  consisting  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  Eoyal  Society,  but  of  gentle- 
men designated  by  the  Eoyal  Society 
with  the  addition  ex  officio  of  the  Hydro- 
grapher  to  the  Admiralty.  The  Scottish 
Society  was  found  to  have  done  a  good 
deal  of  work  which  was  of  use  to  the 
Gbvemment  in  the  prosecution  of  their 
inquiries.  They  had  received  no  re- 
muneration for  that  work,  and  £1,000 
was  recommended  and  awarded  to  them, 
in  respect  of  the  past;  and  as  to  the 
future,  it  would  be  for  the  Council  to 
consider  how  far  they  could  avail  them- 
selves of  the  service  of  the  Scottish 
Meteorological  Society  in  the  conduct 
of  their  business,  and  on  what  terms 
that  assistance  should  be  rendered.  The 
English  Meteorological  Society  stood  on 
precisely  the  same  footing  as  the  Scotch 
Society.  Then  came  the  question  whe- 
ther there  should  be  a  direct  grant  in  aid 
of  the  Meteorological  Council  as  a  scien- 
tific body.  They  all  desired  to  recog- 
nize the  claims  of  scientific  bodies  to 
assistance  from  the  national  funds ;  but 
it  was  very  difficult  to  draw  a  line  and 
say  where  that  assistance  should  begin 
and  where  it  should  end.  It  was  one 
of  the  most  perplexing  questions  with 
which  successive  (Governments  had  to 
deal — how  national  aid  could  best  be 
given  for  the  promotion  of  scientific  re- 
search. All  the  Treasury  could  do 
was  fairly  to  consider  the  applications 
brought  before  them;  and  looking  to 
the  very  large  amount  contributed  by 
the  Government  to  the  promotion  of 
science,  they  could  not  undertake  to  ex- 
tend that  assistance  in  the  way  desired 
by  the  representatives  of  the  Scottish 
Meteorological  Society.  There  was  an 
impression  among  some  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  indi&rent  to  the  interests 
of  Scotland,  but  that  certainly  was  not 
the   case.      The  flact  was,  tiiey  were 

Tk$  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


unable  to  enlarge  indefinitely  the 
tance  g^ven  to  soientifio  aodetaes.  Ht 
therefore  hoped  the  Committee  vovU 
agree  to  this  Vote  of  £10,000  to  tkt 
Meteorological  Council  as  now  oeosli- 
tuted,  and  would  not  prees  them  eitWr 
to  weaken  the  hands  of  the  Comicil  or 
tp  add  to  the  sum  now  proposed  to  be 
granted. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  took  leave  to  tkiik 
that  the  answer  of  the  Chanoelior  of 
the  Exchequer  was  extremely  imMrk 
factory.     There  was  no  denying  tiut 
there  was  a  tendency   in    every  pos- 
sible   way   to    keep    down    grmnts  to 
Scotland  as   compured  with  ^*^g***^ 
Nothing  oould  be  more    an£ur.     Aa 
official  Ketom  showed  the  amovai  of 
revenue  raised  in  both  oountiiea,  aad 
if  the  rule  of  division  were  applied  it 
would  be  found  that  Scotland  paid  %i, 
per  head  more  than  England  on  alllh* 
taxation  of  the  country,  and  paid  thr«»- 
fourths  per  head  more  than   Ireiaad, 
and  yet  England  and  Ireland  got  laife 
grants,   wlule    Scotland    got    no   eoai* 
pensating  grants.     A  earn  of  £2,000 
a-year  from  the  Queen's  bounty  was 
oanceUed,  not  by  the  present,    but  by 
the    late    Government.      If    8ootiaad 
paid   more   than    England    and    Ire- 
land of  taxation  in  proportion  to  her 
population,  why  should  ev»y  propo«l 
to  g^ve  a  fl^rant  for  scientific  purposes  ia 
Scotland  be  put  down   in  that  wavf 
No  doubt,   as  the    Chancellor  of  ihm 
Exchequer  had  said,  they  might  appesl 
to  the  Council  of  the  Boyal  Social^  is 
London ;  but  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa 
very  well  knew  that  the  Society  woaid 
not  give  a  shilling  of  its  money  to  SooC- 
land,  as  it  had  not  enou^  for  its  ova 
purposes.   The  Scotch  Society  had  aboit 
100  free  stations,  all  working  well  t» 
which  Scotchmen   subscribed  £400  m 
£500  a-year,  and  if  all  the  parties  who 
worked  were   paid,  the   outlay  wooid 
amount  to    several   thousands   a-ysar 
All  that  labour  conduced  to  the  gsMfsl 
welfare  of  the  oountiy ;  for  the  mvsiti- 
gations  made  were  published  from  tia# 
to    time,    and    the   CommiasioBen   d 
Fisheries  had  been  very  much  indsMl 
to  the  labours  of  the  Society  in  6ooC- 
land.    Now  it  was  very  hard  that  whxk 
Scotiand  contributed  its  ahara  in  sray 
possible    wav,  grants   and   aUovaacai 
were  sorewed  down  or  reloaed.    Eor  tx* 
ample,  there  was  a  national 
agreed  to  be  erected  in  Ediabur^ 
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yean  ago.  Qrants  for  it  were  received 
in  small  instalments  for  several  years, 
until  the  present  Gk>vemment  came  into 
o£EU)e.  The  present  Government  had 
promised  and  promised  that  it  should 
be  completed,  bat  they  had  stopped  the 
works,  and  allowed  it  to  stand  still. 
In  the  same  spirit  the  grants  for  soientific 
appliances  were,  out  of  all  proportion, 
small  for  the  numbers  who  visited 
the  museum.  He  moved  for  a  Betum 
tiie  other  day  which  would  throw  a  good 
deal  of  light  on  the  subject  of  the  con- 
dition of  ike  Boyal  Observatory.  That 
institution,  although  belonging  to  the 
Grown,  had  been  very  sadly  neglected, 
while  large  sums  were  given  for  similar 
objeoto  in  the  sister  Kingdoms.  He 
thought  that  it  was  genertdly  inexpedi- 
ent to  vote  large  sums  for  scientific  pur- 
poses, unless  it  were  shown  that  such 
sums  were  fairly  distributed,  and  that 
Scotland,  in  proportion  to  its  popula- 
tion and  taxation,  received  as  many 
grants  as  England  or  Ireland.  H!e 
thought  it  was  very  objectionable  to 
vote  this  grant  without  making  an 
equivalent  grant  to  the  Scotch  Mete- 
orological Society.  Eveiy  man  con- 
nected with  that  Society  was  a  free 
worker  except  the  Secretary,  who  was 
very  much  under  paid.  The  Society 
met  in  (Government  apartments,  but 
for  which  a  charge  was  made  for  rent. 
The  only  grant  made  to  Scotland  for 
scientific  purposes  was  £300  a-year,  and 
the  Gknremment  charge  was  nearly  as 
much  for  the  apartments  used  by  the 
Society  which  received  this  grant. 

Mr.  BYLANDS  believed  there  was  a 
great  waste  in  many  Public  Depart- 
ments ;  but  he  confessed  he  was  not  able 
to  charge  either  the  present,  or  the  pre- 
ceding Government  with  extravagant 
expeiuture  in  the  promotion  of  scientific 
research.  One  important  question  in 
the  consideration  of  applications  from 
learned  societies  for  assistance  in  the 
pursuit  of  scientific  objects  was,  whether 
the  end  to  be  attained  would  benefit  the 
nation?  Whenever  such  cases  came 
before  the  Government  he  hoped  they 
would  be  responded  to  in  the  spirit  of 
generosity. 

M&.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  was 
pratified  to  find  that,  for  once,  they  were 
in  accord  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bnniley  (Mr.  Bvlands).  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  shortly  have  an  opportu- 
aitj  of  aopporling  a  Supplementel  Vote 


which  it  was  intended  to  propose  for  the 
veiy  object  of  which  he  had  approved. 
In  their  Beport  the  Committee  to  which 
reference  had  been  made  recommended 
the  fhrther  development  of  inquiries 
conducted  by  the  Meteorological  Council, 
involving  an  expenditure  of  £4,000  a- 
year,  which  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Treasury  would  be  a  most  desirable  out- 
lay. The  Gk>vemment  had,  therefore, 
full  confidence  that  the  House  would 
support  the  demand  which  they  would 
make  at  a  later  stage.  As  to  the  tests 
that  ought  to  be  applied  in  such  cases, 
special  regard  ought  to  be  paid  to  two 
points.  The  object  to  be  attained  ought 
to  be  distinctly  national,  and  not  one  in 
which  particular  individuals  or  classes 
were  concerned.  There  ought  also  to 
be  a  definite  understanding  that,  as  a 
proof  of  their  earnestness  in  the  work 
they  proposed  to  undertake,  the  Societies 
themselves  should  contribute  largely  to- 
wards the  object  thev  had  in  view.  He 
did  not  thiuK  that  !rarliament  ought  to 
be  called  upon  to  place  in  the  hands  of 
gentlemen  four  or  five  times  the  amount 
of  the  aggregate  subscriptions  to  the 
society  or  the  association  for  which  aid 
was  sought. 

Mb.  Sell  assented  to  these  condi- 
tions, providing  they  did  not  tie  too 
tightly  the  hands  of  those  who  had  to 
determine  what  a  national  object  was. 
He  bore  testimany  to  the  great  good 
which  might  be  done  by  suon  a  Board 
as  that  indicated  bv  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  He  hoped  the  Board 
would  be  inaugurated  at  no  distant 
day. 

Me.  LYON  PLAYFAIB  said,  he 
might  say,  in  explanation,  that  he  had 
not  suggested  or  asked  for  any  special 
Vote  for  the  Meteorological  Society  of 
Scotland.  All  he  asked  was,  that  the 
Government  should  intimate  to  the 
Council  of  the  Boyal  Society  that  it  was 
quite  within  their  scope  to  give  power 
lor  increased  expenditure  for  national 
purposes  connected  with  meteorology, 
such  as  those  he  had  mentioned— for 
instance,  climatic  conditions  affecting 
the  herring  fisheries,  climatic  changes 
affecting  the  health  of  the  people,  &c. 
He  only  asked  that  the  Treasury  should 
intimate  to  the  Boyal  Society  that  it  was 
within  their  scope  to  support  such  in- 
quiries. If  that  were  not  possible,  he 
would  throw  out  a  suggestion  which  he 
hoped  might  fhiotify  ue  fertile  soil  of 
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tlie  Treasmy  Bencli,  and  that  was  that 
as  such  inquiries  were  of  supreme  im- 
portance to  Scotland  and  the  Scotch 
fisheries,  and  as  the  Government  made 
large  profits  ^m  the  brand,  and  were 
likely  to  make  a  peculiarly  large  profit 
this  year,  the  Treasury  should  consider 
whether  they  could  not  allow  the  Fishery 
Board  to  help  the  Meteorological  Society 
out  of  the  funds  which  it  would  acquire 
from  the  herring  fisheries.  If  this  ques- 
tion were  reserved  and  if  a  satisfactory 
case  were  made  out,  a  Vote  could  be  in- 
troduced into  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates when  they  were  brought  in. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  could 
not  undertake  to  follow  the  suggestion 
that  had  just  been  made. 

Mb.  M'LABEN  wished  to  state,  lest 
hon.  Members  might  imagine  that  the 
Society  was  making  an  unreasonable 
claim,  that  the  Society  approved  of  all 
the  conditions  which  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  had  laid  down — namely,  that 
the  money  should  be  for  national  objects, 
and  no  other  purpose  whatever.  With 
reference  to  the  sugg^estion  that  those 
interested  in  the  Society  should  them- 
selves contribute  liberally,  he  said  that 
they  had  contributed  liberally  for  20  years 
witiiout  receiving  a  shilling  from  the  Go- 
vernment. All  their  expenditure  had 
been  contributed  by  themselves,  and 
surely  nothing  could  be  more  liberal 
than  that.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  a  Society  ought  not  to  ask 
three  or  four  or  five  times  the  amount 
from  the  Government  which  it  contri- 
buted ;  but  that  Society  was  quite  con- 
tent to  receive  the  equivalent  of  the 
amount  it  subscribed,  and  surely  that 
was  not  asking  three  or  four  times  the 
sum  they  contributed.  The  real  fact 
was  that  because  Scotch  Members  in 
that  House  were  few  in  number,  and 
had  no  Home  Eule  bond  of  union,  the 
officials  of  the  Treasury  in  every  possible 
way  pared  down  allowances  ana  grants 
to  Scotland,  whilst  in  every  case  of  taxa- 
tion they  made  Scotland  pay  to  the  utter- 
most farthing^. 

M&.  EAMSAY  said,  he  was  not  in 
the  least  surprised,  that  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  should  again  seek  to  put 
the  Scotch  Members  off  when  they  made 
an  application  to  receive  a  share  of  the 
money  which  was  devoted  to  meteoro- 
logical purposes.  The  discussions  that 
had  taken  place  in  past  years  had  clearly 
shown  that  they  were  not  asking  that 
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the  grant  to  the  Boyal  Societj  sbonU 
be  reduced;  but  that  the  oontribiEtiaa 
that  was  made  by  the  Scotch  Mctoovo- 
logical  Society  to  science  should  be  r»> 
cognized  by  liie  State  as  a  osefiil  part 
of  the  meteorological  work  done  for  tlM 
benefit  of  the  whole  commnnitj.  Tb^ 
right  hon.  Member  below  him  (Mr. 
Lyon  Playfair)  had  suggested  that 
some  part  of  the  fond  derived  from 
the  herring  fishery  brand  should  b* 
devoted  to  the  special  ^urpoee  of 
making  an  investigation  into  leother- 
mal  lines,  and  the  influence  of  that 
knowledge  would,  no  doubt,  be  of  ad* 
vantage  to  the  herring  fisheries.  He 
considered  that  they  were  quite  entitled 
to  demand  and  to  get  from  the  TreMmy 
a  grant  equal  to  what  the  Societj  ooo- 
tributed  towards  the  advancement  iA 
meteorological  investigation.  They  )uid 
been  put  off  from  year  to  year,  and  he 
thought  their  forbearance  ought  not  to 
be  practised  upon  too  far;  becanae  al- 
though they  had  not  hitherto  fongi&t  ia 
the  way  Irish  Members  had  done  to 
secure  tiieir  objects,  he  believed  that  if 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  oontiniied 
to  treat  them  with  the  indifference  they 
had  heretofore  met  with«  they  might  be 
driven  to  fight,  and  might  fight  qnxte  as 
suooeMfoUy  in  obstraoting:  Bu«u««  » 
their  Irish  friends.  They  did  not  den* 
to  get  up  a  Home  Bule  agitation ;  but 
if  Scotland  was  to  be  altogether  ignored, 
if  they  were  to  continue  permanently 
to  be  ignored  when  they  advaneed 
claims  of  that  kind,  he  did  not  know  of 
anything  that  could  lead  more  surely  to 
an  agitation  for  Home  Bule.  He  depie- 
cated  the  treatment  they  had  heretolbffe 
received,  and  hoped  that,  notwithatind- 
ing  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Ghentleman, 
he  would  be  disposed  to  consider  thai 
proposal  with  greater  favour,  and  to  ocn- 
form  to  the  sugg^estions  made  by  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Lyon  Plaj- 
fair)  when  he  asked  that  the  Treaaoiy 
should  intimate  to  the  Council  of  ths 
Boyal  Society  that  they  had  the  pov«7 
to  give  to  other  societies  some  oontiihit- 
tion  from  the  sum  voted  by  Pftzliamait 

for  meteorolofifical  purposes.     

The  OHANCELLOB  OF  THE  EXCHE- 
QUEB  protested  against  the  doctnw 
laid  down  by  the  hon.  (Gentleman,  lliess 
g^nts  oould  only  be  given  for  the  taks 
of  services  to  be  rendeied  to  the  conntiy, 
and  not  according  to  the  population  or 
taxation  of  any  particular  part  of  tks 
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ipire.  When  the  Papers  oonneoted 
with  this  matter  were  laid  on  the  Table 
it  woold  be  seen  that  the  grants  were 
made  for  strictly  national  omeots,  and 
that  the  Committee  appointed  consisted 
of  Gentlemen  thoronghlv  competent  to 
deal  with  the  question.  He  comd  assure 
the  Committee  that  if  the  Council  recom- 
mended that  a  further  extension  should 
be  given  to  meteorological  inquiries  the 
Government  would  consider  what  could 
be  done  to  meet  the  fair  daims  of  Soot- 
land. 

SiK  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  that  the 
distribution  of  these  gprants  was  en- 
trusted, not  to  the  Boyal  Society  itself, 
but  to  a  conmiittee  of  scientific  gentle- 
men suggested  by  that  body.  It  was  in 
no  sense  a  grant  to  the  Boyal  Society, 
and  formed  no  precedent  for  a  grant  to 
any  particular  Society.  He  hoped 
that  me  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  stand  firmly  by  what  he  had  said, 
and  would  leave  the  distribution  of  the 
fund  in  the  hands  of  the  Conmiittee.  He 
was  sorry  to  hear  the  question  argued 
£rom  a  local  point  of  view.  It  was  not 
an  English,  Scotch,  or  Irish  question. 
The  main  point  was  to  see  that  the 
money  was  spent  well  for  the  promo- 
tion of  the  interests  of  the  whole  nation. 

Sib  graham  MONTGOMERY  com- 
plained that  the  Government,  in  the 
construction  of  the  Meteorological  Com- 
mittee, had,  by  their  letters  and  in- 
structions, prevented  the  Committee  from 
giving  that  assistance  to  the  Scotch  Me- 
teorological Society  which  they  ought  to 
have  done.  He  hoped  that  before  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  were  brought 
in  the  Government  would  see  their  way 
to  giving  greater  liberty  to  the  council, 
so  that  they  might  afibrd  assistance  to 
the  Sootch  Society  if  they  thought  desir- 
able. 

Mil  M'LAGAN  said,  that  the  Vote 
was  already  too  small,  but  he  should 
move  to  reduce  it  still  further  unless  the 
claims  of  Scotland  were  recognized.  In 
the  Report  by  the  Treasury  Committee 
it  was  stated  that  the  Council  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Treasury  would  have  it 
in  its  power  to  give  a  grant  to  the  Scotch 
Meteorological  Society  for  its  researches. 
His  ridbt  hon.  Friend  below  him  (Mr. 
Lyon  Jrlayfair)  mentioned  some  of  the 
researches  which  the  Scotch  Society  had 
taken  in  hand,  and  amongst  them  there 
was  partioularly  the  investigation  as  to 
the  effect  of  the  temperature  upon  the 


herring  fisheries,  upon  the  soil  and  agri- 
culture, and  upon  health.  Now,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  such  researches 
came  within  the  scope  of  the  Meteoro- 
logical Council  ?^If  (they  had  a  satis- 
factonr  answer  to  that,  and  the  Council 
had  the  power  to  g^ve  the  grant,  then 
they  would  be  satisfied;  but  if  they 
found  that  the  Council  had  not  the  power 
to  give  thejgrants,  then  they  must  op- 
pose the  Yote. 

Captain  MILNE  HOME  asked  the 
Secretary  for  the  Treasury,  Whether 
there  would  be  a  representative  firom 
Scotland  on  the  new  Council  about  to  be 
appointed?  If  the  grant  was  to  be 
national,  so  ought  the  Council  to  be 
also. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  repHed,  that  it 
would  hardly  be  possible  for  a  represen- 
tative of  the  Meteorological  Society  of 
Scotland  to  attend  daily,  at  his  own  ex- 
pense, the  meetings  of  the  Council  in 
London.  The  names  of  the  proposed 
Council  would  be  laid  on  the  Table 
before  the  Supplementary  Estimate  was 
moved. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(4.)  £7,970,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  University  of  Lonaon,  agreed  to, 

(5.)  £3,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition, 
agreed  to. 

(6.)  £9,200,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Paris  International  Exhibition. 

Mb.  GOLDSMID  inquired,  Whether 
it  was  likely  that  the  total  Estimate  of 
£50,000  would  be  exceeded,  and  on  what 
principle  England  and  other  countries 
exhibiting  had  been  required  to  provide 
architectural  fronts  to  the  spaces  allotted 
to  them  ? 

Mb.  SEBJEAirr  SPINKS  asked.  Whe- 
ther the  Oovemment  would  make  any 
representations  to  the  French  Govern- 
ment to  obtain  more  space  for  English 
exhibitors?  One  of  his  constituents, 
who  intended  to  exhibit  spinning  ma- 
chinery, had  been  shut  out  from  doing 
so  by  having  made  his  application 
through  an  agent  and  not  in  nis  own 
name,  and  when  he  repeated  the  appli- 
cation the  whole  space  was  already  al- 
lotted. He  had  reason  to  believe  that 
many  other  persons  were  in  the  same 
position. 

Mb.  bell  said,  that  the  number  of 
square  feet  assigned  by  the  Directors  of 
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the  Paris  Exhibition  to  Ensiidi  exhibi- 
tors was  56,000,  and  the  Koyal  Oom- 
mission  had  reoeiyed  applications  for 
over  150, 000  feet,  the  appHoations  from 
the  manufacturers  alone  amounting  to 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  8pcu)e  assigped. 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIR,  as  Chair- 
man  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the 
Commission,  wished  to  say  that  the  sum 
of  £50,000  was,  in  comparison  with 
previous  Exhibitions,  a  small  amount ; 
but  by  the  care  and  attention  which  had 
been  given  to  the  whole  subject  by  the 
Boyal  President  of  the  Commission,  and 
by  the  assistance  which  they  had  received 
£rom  the  representatives  of  various 
branches  of  industry,  they  hoped  that,  in 
spite  of  the  architectural  fronts,  England 
would  be  exceedingly  well  represented 
without  any  increase  upon  the  f^mate. 
This  would  not  have  been  possible  had 
it  not  been  for  the  great  zeal  and  libe- 
rality with  which  many  exhibitors  had 
come  to  the  aid  of  the  Commissioners. 
There  was  every  reason  to  suppose  that 
with  £50,000  they  would  be  able  to 
make  this  the  best  Exhibition  England 
had  ever  given  in  any  foreign  country. 
It  was  a  matter  of  deep  regret  that  the 
eminent  manufacturer  referred  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Serjeant  Spinks)  had  not  received 
space ;  but  it  was  owing  to  a  technical 
error  of  the  manufacturer  himself  in  not 
sending  in  his  name.  They  had  received 
from  me  French  authorities  for  more 
space  than  they  orig^ally  intended  to 
allocate  to  England.  There  were  some 
nations  to  whom  space  had  been  ffiven 
who  would  not  exhibit,  and  perhaps, 
therefore,  some  more  space  might  oe 
obtained  for  British  exhibitors.       

Thb  chancellor  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEE  observed  that  when  the  proposal 
was  first  submitted  to  the  Qovemment 
to  ask  Parliament  for  a  grant  in  aid  of 
the  Paris  Exhibition,  the  Treasury  de- 
cided that  a  grant  not  exceeding  £50,000 
should  be  applied  for.  A  Boyal  Com- 
mission, of  which  His  Boyal  Highness 
the  Prince  of  Wales  was  I^sident,  was 
appointed,  and  several  Members  of  the 
Government,  of  whom  he  was  himself 
one,  were  on  the  Commission.  At  that 
Commission  it  was  proposed  by  His 
Boyal  Highness,  who  had  taken  a  deep 
and  personal  interest  in  the  management 
of  the  whole  business,  that  a  Finance 
Committee  should  be  appointed,  with 
considerable  power  of  checBng  the  whole 
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expenditure.  His  Boyal  Highnmt  fit 
him  (the  CSiaBeellor  of  the  £xeh«iiMr) 
the  honour  of  suggesting  that  be  ahmiU 
be  Chairman  of  fiiat  Committee ;  bat  he 
felt  that  it  was  better,  as  a  Member  of 
the  Oovemment,  that  he  should  not  be 
a  Member  of  that  Committee,  and  that 
the  Treasury  should  restrict  tbeoaselrBS 
to  the  function  of  keeping  the  Coc&ma»- 
sion  within  the  bounds  of  the  Vote.  Hk 
right  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Lyoa 
Playfair)  had  been  appointed  Chainiaa 
of  tibe  Finance  Committee,  and  had  besa 
efficiently  and  assiduously  disehargiDg 
his  duties. 

Vote  agreed  to 

(7.)  £2,072,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Board  of  Education,  Scotland, 
agreed  to. 

(8.)  £18,964,  to  complete  the  warn  for 
Universities,  &o.»  in  Scotland,  ofrmi  <#. 

(9.)  £1,500,  to  complete  the  sum  km 
the  National  Qallery,  fta,  SootJaiui, 
agreed  to, 

(10.)  £440,  to  complete  tiie  ram  far 
the  CommissionerB  en  Education  (Wi- 
dowed Schools),  Ireland,  agreed  to. 

(11.)  £1,789,  to  complete  the  sam  for 
the  National  Gallery  of  Ireland,  agreed 
to. 

(12.)  £3,494,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Queen's  University,  Ireland,  agreed 
to. 

(13.)  £9,404,  to  complete  the  sum  £ar 
Queen's  Colleges,  Ireland,  agreed  ta. 

ClAJBS     Y. — CoLOmAL,     COKSUULB,     Am 
OTHBB  FOBBIGir    SSBYIOV. 

(14.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**That  a  buid,  not  exceeding  X139J25,  \m 
granted  to  Ber  Maieflty,  to  complete  tbe  fna 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  viU  eooM 
in  coarse  of  pa3nment  during  tbe  year  eOfding  as 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1S7S,  for  the  Tfrnrnwrn 
of  Her  H^esty's  Fmhawiea  and  I^hhm 
Abroad." 

Mb.  BYLANDS  protested  againit  the 
large  expenditure  under  this  head,  sad 
moved  to  reduce  the  Vote  hy  £5.000. 
He  remarked  that  there  was  no  bruK^ 
of  the  pubHo  service,  except  perhaps  tiis 
Navy,  which  had  created  a  laxger  amoaat 
of  criticism.  The  diplomatic  ezpeoditars 
had  gone  on  iaoreasing  fin*  a  grest  ou* 
ber  of  years.  The  Committee  on  Offidil 
Salaries,  which  sat  in  1850,  soggwlsi 
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redactions  and  eoonomiee  in  the 
Diplommtie  Service,  and  if  these  recom- 
mendations had  been  carried  out  they 
would  have  saved  £150,000  in  their  dip- 
lomatio  expenditure  during  the  last  25 
jears.     He  raised  the  question  in  1869 
of  the  diplomatic  expenditures,  and  on 
that  occasion,  in  a  large  Committee  of 
the   Whole  House,  the  Motion  for  re- 
daction was  only  rejected  by  the  casting 
vote  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee. 
Dozing  the  last  few  years  the  tendency 
had  been  to  increase  the  expenditure, 
and  there  was  £25,000  more  spent  than 
in  1850-1.    It  had  been  said  with  truth 
that  the  Diplomatic  Service  was  an  aris- 
tocratio  preserve,  and  there  was  no  doubt 
that  the  Service  was  arranged  in  a  man- 
ner Tory  different  from  the  other  Public 
Serricee.    The  Diplomatic  Service,  in- 
stead of  having  the  principle  of  compe- 
tition    applied  to  it,  rested  upon  the 
nomination  of  the   Foreign  Secretary, 
and  the  young  Maehii  were  selected 
from    flunilies   of   great   political  and 
social  position;  and  instead  of  the  ex- 
penditore    being   cut   down   when  an 
Embassy  was  found  to  be  unnecessary, 
there  was  always  a  pressure  to  keep  it 
up.     He  wished  to  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  whilst  this  expenditure  on 
the   Diplomatic  Service  had  been  in- 
creasing to  so  large  an  extent  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  Diplomatic 
Service  existed  had  entirely  changed, 
and  it  had  been  rendered  much  less  im- 
portant.   At  the  beginning  of  this  cen- 
tarj  British  interests  were  supposed  to 
be  involved  in  every  little  change  in  the 
pet^  States  of  Europe.    We  went  into 
the  French  revolutionary  wars  to  retain 
the  old  respectable  Boyal  Families  of 
Europe  in  their  legitimate  position.    But 
all  tnis   had  now  passea  away.    We 
ooald  watch  revolutions  abroad  without 
thinking  it  necessary  that  our  Foreign 
OiBoe  uiould  have  tiieir  fingers  in  the 
pie.     The  policy  of  this  Kingdom  had 
changed  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
intervention ;  but  we  still  considered  it 
necessary  to  keep  up  the  old-established 
^stem.    In  those  days  a  very  great  part 
of  the  arrangements  of  Europe  depended 
oponsecret  and  complicated  negotiations, 
carried  on  by  means  that  were  now  never 
contemplated.    In  fact,  the  personal  in- 
floenoe  of  a  Sovereign  was  paramount, 
and  npon  his  state  of  health  ot  mind  de- 
pended the  issue  of  peace  or  war.    And 
woiaeni  too,  playedalarge  part  in  work- 


ing out  Court  secrets  in  those  days.  The 
Secret  Service  money  was  then  a  reality, 
and  not  the  mere  sham  which  it  was 
at  the  present  time.     Eveiybody  was 
bribed,  frt>m  a  King's  mistress  down  to 
some  petty  officer  of  the  Gk)vemment. 
There  was  a  tradition  that  important  in- 
formation respecting  the  secret  Articles 
of  the  Treaty  of  Tilsit  was  purchased  by 
the  gift  of  a  diamond  necklace  to  a  lady 
connected  with  the  Bussian  Embassy. 
But  all  this  had  been  changed.    Europe 
was  then  covered  by  petty  States,  the 
focus  of  intrigue  and  mischief ;  but  these 
had  been  consolidated  into  the  Gh*eat 
Empires  of  Germany  and  Italy,  and  no 
longer  endangered  the  peace  of  Europe. 
The  telegraph  and  railways  had  brought 
the  British  Government  into  immediate 
contact  with   all  the  great  capitals  of 
Europe.    The  Foreign  Office  could  com- 
municate by  the  telegraph  with  the  Am- 
bassadors, and  there  was  now  not  the 
necessity  for  a  large  staff  of  diplomatists. 
By  looking  at  the  Blue  Books  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  see  how  completely  the  British 
Ambassadors   were    even  guided    and 
governed  by  the  Foreign  Office.    Con- 
stantly, either  by  despatches  or  by  tele- 
graphic messages,  as  matters  of  import- 
ance had  arisen,  the  Foreign  Office  had 
communicated    with   the    Ambassadors 
abroad ;  and  by  means  of  the  telegraph, 
or  by  other  means  of  communication,  the 
Foreign  Secretary  had  directed  the  Am- 
bassadors as  to  the  course  which  they 
ought  to  take.    It  seemed  to  him  that 
all  the  circumstances  which  he  had  verr 
briefly  glanced  at,  showed  that  thougn 
the  number  and  the  class  of  the  repre- 
sentatives   in    the  Diplomatic    Service 
might  have  been  justified  under  the  cir- 
cumstances which  existed  50  years  ago, 
it  was  entirely  unjustifiable  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.     To  the  Great  Powers  of 
France,  Germany,  Hussia,  Austria,  Italy, 
the  United  Stated,  and  he  supposed  he 
might  still  say  Turkey,  they  sent  Am- 
bassadors of  the  first  rank,  and  sur- 
rounded them  with  a  vexy  large  staff. 
There  was  not  one  of  the  staffs  that 
might  not  be  reduced.     He  was  quite 
ready  to  admit  that  if  it  was  necessary 
to  have  representatives  anywhere  it  was 
clearly  necessary  to  have  them  in  these 
centres  of  political  influence,  but  below 
these  great  Embassies  were  the  small 
Kingdoms  and  States  of  Europe,  where 
there  might  be  a  very  great  reduction 
indeed.    There  was  no  necessity  to  have 
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a  Minister  of  first  rank  in  Denmark, 
Sweden,  or  some  of  the  lesser  European 
States,  where,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, a  Chargi  d'affaires  would  be  suffi* 
cient,  and  if  anything  turned  up  of  im- 
portance, it  was  easy  to  send  a  Plenipo- 
tentiary. And  then,  again,  the  small 
German  States  were  under  the  control  of 
Germany,  and  there  was  no  necessity 
to  have  special  representatives  at  those 
petty  Governments.  Then  there  were 
some  third-class  representatives  in  South 
American  States  who  might  be  done 
away  with,  and  their  duties  discharged 
by  Consuls.  For  instance,  the  Argen- 
tine Bepublic  cost  us  £4,400,  when, 
perhaps,  £2,200  would  be  amply  suffi- 
cient. In  moving  that  the  Vote  be  re- 
duced by  £5,000,  he  merely  wished  to 
intimate  that  the  Yote  was  excessive. 
He  believed  if  the  Foreien  Officewould 
deal  with  it  in  a  thorough  manner  and 
get  rid  of  unnecessary  officials,  and 
reduce  the  rank  of  some  of  the  American 
Embassies,  they  might  save  many  thou- 
sands per  annum.  The  second  and  third 
class  Secretaries  of  Legation  were  much 
more  numerous  than  were  required  by 
the  necessities  of  the  case.  In  speaking 
on  this  Vote  last  year  he  understood  the 
Under  Secretary  to  promise  that  a  Be- 
tum  would  be  given  of  the  expenditure 
of  the  different  Embassies,  but  he  had 
not  yet  seen  the  Ketum. 

Mb.  B0IIR£[£  was  understood  to  say 
that  the  Eetum  for  1875  was  given 
with  the  Appropriation  Accounts  some 
months  ago. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  that  his  reason 
for  asking  for  it  was  that  in  former  years 
great  abuses  had  arisen  under  the  heads 
of  miscellaneous  expenditure,  audit  was  a 
great  check  to  have  the  items  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  He  begged  to  move 
that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  £5,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  smii,  not  exceeding  £134,726,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  de&ay  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1878,  for  the  Expenses 
of  Her  Majesty's  Embassies  and  Missions 
Abroad."— (Jfr.  Bylandt.) 

Mb.  BOUEKE  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  not  moved  the  reduction  of  the 
Yote  upon  the  ground  of  extravagance 
in  any  particular  Mission,  but  upon 
the  general  ground  that  a  reduction 
should  take  place  in  the  Bervice.  He 
thought  that  was  hardly  the  way  to  deal 

Mr.  Eylands 


with  any  branch  of  the  Public 
The  only  way  of  showing  whetiMr  a 
large  reduction  could  be  made  waa  by 
g^ing  into  particulars  and  potBtiDg  out 
instances  of  extravagance  in  detail ;  b«t 
the  hon.  Member  hi^  only  so  imx  gooa 
into  particulars  as  to  state  that  he 
thought  certain  Missions — such  aa  tha 
Netherlands,  Norway  and  Sweden,  and 
Denmark  —  could  be  abolished  or  i^ 
duced.  With  regard  to  the  Netherlands* 
the  Minister  there  had  not  a  large  salary ; 
but  his  (Mr.  Bourke's)  experienoe  Bsoe 
he  had  been  in  office  showed  him  that 
there  was  no  country  in  Europe  with 
whom  he  had  so  many  and  so  drverae 
commercial  relations  as  the  Netherlands. 
Again,  we  must  maintain  oar  pocittaB 
with  other  countries.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  the  interests  of  England 
would  suffer  if  we  had  Ministers  of  in- 
ferior rank  to  other  countries  at  the 
various  places  mentioned.  All  th«w 
matters  had  been  minutely  gone  into  by 
the  Oonmiittee  of  1871,  of  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  a  Member.  That 
Oonmiittee  made  a  Beport  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  assented,  and  the  efilMk 
of  that  Beport  was  that  it  had  not  been 
shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Cooi- 
mittee  that  the  expenditure  had  been 
extravagant,  while  many  reforms  Ittd 
been  made  by  the  chiefs  of  the  Forein 
Office.  That  was  the  Beport  of  the 
Oommittee  in  1871,  and  since  1871  many 
other  reforms  had  been  effected,  which 
had  tended  to  the  economy  and  efficieoey 
of  the  Diplomatic  Service.  With  regard 
to  the  other  places  mentioned — ^the  miner 
German  States,  Darmstadt  and  Oobnig 
— the  hon.  Member  was  well  aware  thai 
there  were  special  reasons  for  retaining 
a  Minister  at  these  places.  At  both 
Hesse  Darmstadt  and  Ooburg  personal 
considerations  connected  with  the  relap 
tions  of  the  Sovereign  had  rendersd  il 
especially  desirable  that  a  Miiiistwr 
should  t>e  retained,  and  they  had  oftn 
been  found  extremely  usefuL  Other 
Powers  had  representativee  there  of 
equal  rank  with  ours,  and  it  did  not 
follow,  as  had  been  shown  by  Mr.  Htm- 
mond  before  the  Committee,  that  beeauM 
a  place  was  small  a  repreeentatiYe  then 
was  of  no  use.  As  to  the  system  of  ap- 
pointment to  the  Diploma^o  Serrios, 
that  question  had  been  raised  by  tht 
hon.  Member  for  the  Border  Borooghs 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  in  the  eariy  part  of  tht 
Session,  when  he  (Mr.  Bourke)  pointed 
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oat  that  Lord  Derby  thought  it  impos- 
sible to  xaake  it  an  open  service.  The 
majority  of  the  Oommittee  of  1871  re- 
eoDunended  that  the  present  system 
should  be  oontinued,  and  if  it  were  not 
oontiniied  he  must  say  that  a  very  lar^e 
increase  would  have  to  be  made  in  the 
salariee,  and  oonsequently  a  great  in- 
crease in  the  expense  must  be  expected. 
Both  Liord  DerW  and  the  late  Foreign 
Minister  (Earl  UranyiUe)  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that,  under  all  the  circum- 
stanoesy  it  was  impossible  to  appoint 
any  one  to  the  Dipfomatio  Service  who 
had  not  private  means.  The  salaries 
paid  were  inadequate  to  the  amount 
which  those  engaged  in  the  Service  were 
obliged  to  spend.  He  thought  the  pre- 
sent was  a  most  inopportune  moment  for 
reducing  this  Estimate.  In  fact,  it  was 
found  it  would  be  necessary  to  increase, 
rather  than  diminish,  the  number  of  our 
Consular  Agents  abroad.  There  was 
hardly  any  Department  in  the  Foreign 
Office  which  was  receiving  more  atten- 
tion than  was  this  Department ;  and  the 
House  miffht  depend  upon  it  that  it 
would  be  we  desire  of  the  GK>vemment 
to  keep  it  efficient  without  incurring  any 
unnecessary  expense. 

Ma.  OOLDSmD  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Burnley  evidently  thought  he 
had  a  mission  to  alter  and  re-arrange 
the  map  of  Europe,  and  with  the  assist- 
ance of  the  German  Emperor  he  cer- 
tainly had  to  some  extent  been  success- 
ful. But  he  hoped  the  Committee  were 
not  prepared  to  express  a  wish  to  see 
the  smaller  States  of  Germany  absorbed 
in  order  that  we  might  no  longer  send 
representatives  to  them.  He,  in  common 
with  many  other  hon.  Members,  strongly 
disapproved  of  the  annexations  made  oy 
the  German  Emperor — such  as  that  of 
Hanover — and  also  regretted  that  this 
country  was  no  longer  represented  in 
some  very  important  places.  He  felt 
quite  sure  that  the  Netherlands  could 
not  be  regarded  as  an  insignificant  coun- 
try ;  and  when  it  was  remembered  that 
it  was  a  country  that  had  done  more  for 
the  march  of  freedom  even  than  the 
hon.  Member,  it  was  not  desirable  that 
we  should  give  notice  that  its  independ- 
ence ought  to  cease  because  some  Mem- 
bers might  wish  to  withdraw  the  salary 
of  our  Diplomatic  Bepresentative.  We 
bad  such  Bepresentatives  in  only  32 
countries,  and  in  other  countries  we  had 
c&ly  Consular  servants.  He  believed  that 

TOL.  OGXXXY.    [TBxan  sbrhs.] 


many  of  the  difficulties  which  had  re* 
cently  arisen  were  owing  in  a  great 
measure  to  the  reduction  of  our  Diplo- 
matic and  Consular  Establishments.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  give 
way  to  the  ill-advised  pressure  which 
had  been  broujo^ht  to  bear  upon  them 
during  the  last  ^w  years  for  a  further  re- 
duction of  our  Diplomatic  and  Consular 
staff.  As  the  Under  Secretary  had  just 
stated,  the  present  was  a  time  not  for 
reduction,  but  rather  for  increase.  The 
country  ought  to  be  well  represented  in 
small  independent  States  as  well  as  in 
the  larger  ones,  and  he  trusted  the  in- 
dependence of  those  small  States  would 
be  preserved  for  many  years  to  come. 

Db.  CAMERON  agreed  with  much 
that  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands).  He  (Dr. 
Cameron)  had  last  year  moved  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  on  account  of  certain 
proceedings  which  had  taken  place  in 
l^eru,  and  he  considered  it  desirable  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  we  had 
been  dragged  into  something  worse  than 
a  fiasco  by  the  course  taken  by  Admiral 
De  Horsey,  who  had  acted  on  some  in- 
formation that  the  Euasear  had  been 
committing  outrages  on  British  interests. 
If  we  had  to  wait  for  more  detailed  in- 
formation on  that  subject  we  should  have 
to  wait  until  next  Session  or  the  Session 
after  that.  He  objected  to  our  having 
such  highly-paid  representatives  in  Peru, 
where  they  could  not  be  communicated 
with  speedy ;  where  they  could  not  be 
controlled  by  the  Foreign  Office;  but 
they  had  just  such  powers  as  to  get  us 
into  mischief.  He  cordially  supported 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  GOBST  said,  there  was  no  part 
of  the  world  in  which  it  was  more  neces- 
sary that  we  should  be  represented  by 
efficient  public  servants  than  it  was  in 
the  Bepublics  of  South  America,  because 
delicate  and  difficult  questions  arose 
which  must  be  decided  without  the  ad- 
vantage of  telegraphic  communication 
with  England.  The  very  fact  that  we 
required  such  efficient  servants  was  a 
reason  why  the  sum  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Foreign  Office  should  not  be  re- 
duced.          

Mb.  HAYTEB  said,  he  should  like 
to  know  who  was  now  in  actual  receipt 
of  the  £A,000  charged  for  the  Ambas- 
sador at  Constantinople.  If  Mr.  Lavard 
received  that  amount  there  must  be  a 
vacancy  at  Madrid,  for  which  £5,000 
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was  charged,  and  if  Mr.  Layard  was  at 
Constantinople  only  temporarily,  then 
perhaps  Sir  Henry  Elliot  was  receiving 
it.  There  was,  too,  a  larger  number  of 
Secretaries  at  Constantinople  than  at 
any  of  the  principal  Courts  of  Europe ; 
for  while  there  were  five  at  Constanti- 
nople there  were  only  four  in  Austria, 
three  in  Germany,  three  in  Italy,  and 
three  in  Bussia.  It  would  be  satisfac- 
tory to  know  why  two  more  were  kept 
in  Constantinople  than  in  Germany, 
Italy,  or  Eussia.  He  would  also  be  glad 
to  know  on  what  principle  the  salaries 
of  our  representatives  in  Greece  and 
Denmark  were  based;  because  there 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  great  disparity 
in  some  of  the  items  connected  with 
those  Embassies. 

Me.  BENTINCK  considered  the 
course  pursued  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Dr.  Cameron)  as  most  irregular 
with  regard  to  the  Shah  and  the  JSuasoar, 
when  it  was  known  to  him  that  the 
Papers  relating  to  the  matter  would  be 
produced ;  and  with  regard  to  the  con- 
duct of  Admiral  De  Horsey,  it  would  be 
found  that  he  had  been  fuUy  justified  in 
the  course  he  had  taken  by  me  circum- 
stances of  the  case. 

Mr.  BOUBEIE  said,  he  was  not  aware 
whether  Mr.  Layard  was  now  receiving 
the  Madrid  salary  of  £5,000,  or  the 
Constantinople  salary  of  £8,000;  but 
his  impression  was  that  a  special  arange- 
ment  was  entered  into  with  him  when  he 
went  to  Constantinople.  He  was  not  at 
present  able  to  answer  the  question  more 
fully.  With  regard  to  the  Secretaries 
at  Constantinople,  he  did  not  think  there 
was  any  Mission  in  the  world  that  was 
more  hardly  worked  than  the  Mission  in 
that  city,  and  there  were  frequent  com- 
plaints of  the  large  amount  of  work  that 
had  to  be  done.  It  would  be  impossible 
to  reduce  the  staff  at  Constantinople. 
The  gentleman  who  was  acting  as  Chargi 
$Affa%re%  at  Madrid  was  receiving  extra 
pay  of  £1  a-day.  [An  hon.  Membeb  : 
Sir  Henry  Elliot?]  According  to  the 
rules  of  the  Service,  Sir  Henry  Elliot 
received  half  his  salary.  Salaries  had 
been  adjusted  from  time  to  time,  and 
when  a  salary  had  been  settled  it  was 
almost  impossible  for  a  Secretary  of 
State  to  reduce  it. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  thought  it  most  ex- 
traordinary  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  able  to  give  the  Committee  any  satis- 
factory information  on  transactions  which 

Mr*  HayUr 


had  been  the  subject  of  discussion  all 
Europe.  As  the  Government  seemed  to 
take  the  matter  so  easily,  and  tamed 
their  attention  to  the  matter  so  little,  he 
thought  it  desirable  that  the  Yote  should 
be  postponed  in  order  that  the  hon.  Qen* 
tleman  might  be  able  to  obtain  further 
information  respecting  these  mattezs. 

Mr.  BOUBKE  said,  he  had  given  aU 
the  information  that  had  been  required, 
except  on  one  point,  and  that  was  as  to 
whemer  Mr.  Ijayard  was  receivings  the 
Madrid  salary.  If  the  hon.  Member 
considered  it  important  he  would  g^e 
the  information  when  the  Beport  was 
brought  up. 

Question  put,  and  nsgattved. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(15.)  £165,894,  to  complete  the 
sum  for  Consular  Services. 

In  reply  to  Sir  Charlss  W.  Dilke, 

Mr.  BOUEKE  said,  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Chief  Justice  of  China  and 
Japan  was  still  under  consideration. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  caUed  at- 
tention  to  the  importance  of  appointing 
a  Consul  at  Massowah,  where  a  repre- 
sentative of  England  formerly  was  sta- 
tioned. A  great  sea  trade  went  on  from 
the  ports  since  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment had  extended  its  dominions  to  the 
Bed  Sea,  and  he  thought  it  of  great  im- 
portance to  this  country  to  know  what 
was  going  on  in  Abyssinia  and  the 
neighbouring  countries. 

Mr.  BOUEKE  concurred  in  the  im- 
portance of  appointing  a  Consul  at  Mas- 
sowah, which,  after  inquiry,  had  been 
decided  to  be  the  best  place  for  a  Consul 
on  that  part  of  the  coast  of  the  Bed  8et. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £53,176,  be 
granted  to  Her  Maiefltr,  to  complete  the  mm 
neceesary  to  defray  the  Charge  w^ch  will  oone 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  aAiiof 
on  the  3lBt  day  of  March  1878,  in  aid  of  Colonvl 
Local  Revenue,  and  for  the  Salaries  and  AQov* 
ances  of  Governors,  &c.,  and  for  other  T^«jtf<M« 
in  certain  Colonies." 

Mr.  00LD8MID  urged  that  full  in- 
formation concerning  the  state  of  tbass 
Colonies  ought  to  Se  laid  before  tb« 
House  with  the  Estimates,  in  curder  ^ 
it  might  know  what  it  was  doing* 
Especudly  the  House  ought  to  be  in- 
formed whether  the  revenue  was  pnh 
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ffMMnre  or  not,  and  what  was  the  oon- 
oition  generally  of  the  Oolonial  revenuea 
in  thoee  oaBee  in  which  grants  in  aid 
were  asked  for. 

M&.  £BItINaTON  observed,  that  it 
was  difficult  to  calculate  the  expenditure 
that  took  place  in  the  Oolonies,  as  there 
was  no  mention  of  it  in  the  Army  Esti- 
matea.  He  thought  the  House  should 
be  informed  upon  that  subject.  Last 
year  the  military  expenditure  at  Barba- 
does  was  not  less  tnan  £100,000,  and 
the  events  that  then  took  place  in  that 
Island  must  have  greatly  mcreased  it. 
It  was  very  objectionable  that  the  House 
should  not  be  in  possession  of  informa- 
tion as  to  the  nature  of  (}olonial  expen- 
diture.   

Mm.  J.  LOWTHEB  said,  that  cer- 
tain eocpenses  incurred  on  Imperial  ac- 
count were  charged  to  the  Imperial 
Exchequer,  but  military  expenses  for 
local  services  were  charged  to  the  Colo- 
nies themselves.  The  item  of  £3,000 
odd  charged  in  the  Malta  account  repre- 
sented, of  course,  a  very  small  propor- 
tion of  the  military  expenditure  incurred 
in  the  Island,  but  was  paid  on  local 
aoooant  as  a  portion  of  the  police  esti- 
mate. This  was  a  very  moderate  sum 
for  keeping  order  in  the  Island.  As  re- 
garded information  to  be  given  to  the 
House,  it  should  be  understood  that  the 
Estimates  were  laid  on  the  Table  in 
February  last,  and  the  Supplemental 
Estimates  at  the  end  of  the  following 
month. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  said,  he  had 
hoped  that  the  Under  Secretaiy  would 
have  g^ven  the  House  some  account  of 
the  financial  position  of  Fiji.  The  sum 
of  £80,000  was  proposed  to  be  taken 
in  aid  of  Fiji  in  these  Estimates,  and 
£35,000  was  taken  last  year.  From 
private  information  he  was  aware  that 
there  had  been  a  remarkable  in- 
crease in  the  revenue  of  that  country, 
but  he  should  like  to  know  from  the 
mouth  of  the  Home  Secretary  whether 
this  was  the  case. 

Six  CHABLE8  W.  DTIiKE  said,  he 
was  glad  to  hear  of  the  improved  state 
of  Fiji,  but  it  would  be  more  satisfSactory 
if  the  information  came  from  the  GFo- 
vermnent.  The  Papers  last  presented 
to  the  House  only  showed  that  the  Oolony 
was  in  a  state  of  hopeless  bankruptcv. 
It  was  feared  last  year  that  a  war  would 
break  out  in  ¥jn,  and  those  fears  had 
been  realised.    They  should,  he  thought, 


have  some  explanation  as  to  that  war, 
and  as  to  the  fact  the  forces  employed 
by  the  (Governor  had  been  commanded 
by  Mr.  Gordoii,  a  civilian  and  secretary 
to  the  (Jovemor.  In  order  to  obtain 
that  explanation,  he  would  move  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  by  £30,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £23,176,  be 
g^ranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1878,  in  aid  of  Colonial 
Local  Bevenue,  and  for  the  Salaries  and  Allow- 
ances of  Governors,  &c.,  and  for  other  Expenses 
in  certain  Colonies." — {Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke.) 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  said,  he  was 
happy  to  be  able  to  confirm  the  state* 
ment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Eeadiog 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  that  there  was  a 
veiy  good  prospect  of  a  considerable 
improvement  taking  place  in  the  reve* 
nues  of  Fiji.  No  douot  the  position  of 
the  Colony  last  year  was  such  as  to  cause 
some  anxiety,  but  recent  accounts  showed 
that  there  had  been  a  great  improye- 
ment.  He  explained  that  £25,000  was 
required  this  year  in  aid  of  the  local 
revenues,  and  that  the  other  £5,000  was 
wanted  to  meet  charges  arising  out  of 
an  Act  passed  by  the  House  with  general 
acclamation  for  the  protection  of  the 
labour  traffic ;  but  expressed  a  hope  that 
another  year  it  might  not  be  necessary 
to  ask  for  a  grant.  The  war  to  which 
reference  had  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Charles  Dilke)  was  un- 
avoidable, having  been  brought  about 
by  the  attacks  made  upon  friendly  Na- 
tives by  hostile  tribes  m  the  interior  of 
the  country.  The  fact  that  the  chief 
command  on  that  occasion  was  con- 
fided to  a  civilian  did  not  escape  the 
notice  of  Lord  Carnarvon,  and  the 
explanation  tendered  was  that  the 
force  employed  against  the  Natives 
was  a  civilian  force,  consistinfir  of  police 
and  volunteers,  and  that  as  there  was  a 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  obtaining  the 
services  of  an  officer  of  the  Kegular 
Army,  and  there  was  no  very  able 
strategist  to  contend  against,  the  com- 
mand was  entrusted  to  a  very  energetic 
and  able  official  who  was  on  the  spot, 
and  who  conducted  the  operations  to  a 
successful  issue.  Owing  to  the  exertions 
of  Sir  Arthur  Gordon,  the  labour  traffic 
had  been  brought  within  a  very  narrow 
compass,  and  nothing  approximating  to 
domestic  slavery  existed  in  the  Colony. 
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Me.  CHILDERS  asked  what  was  the 
revenue  and  expenditure  of  Fiji  last 
year ;  what  were  the  estimates  this  year 
of  the  revenue  and  expenditure;  and 
what  was  the  total  indebtedness  of  the 
Colony  to  this  country  at  the  present 
moment  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  unfor- 
tunately the  estimated  revenue  was  con- 
siderably in  excess  of  the  sum  obtained, 
the  discrepancy  being  caused  by  the 
epidemic  of  measles  which  broke  out 
soon  after  the  establishment  of  the 
Colony.  It  was,  therefore,  found  neces- 
sary to  apply  to  Parliament  for  £35,000. 
As  regarded  the  total  indebtedness  and 
expenditure  of  last  year,  he  had  not  the 
figures  with  him,  but  he  would  under- 
take to  produce  them  on  the  Eeport.  As 
regarded  the  expenditure  for  the  pre- 
sent year  he  could  only  give  round  num- 
bers, as  there  was  great  difficulty  in 
getting  statistics  from  a  new  Colony  like 
Fiji. 

Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT  wished  to  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  a  question  with  re- 
gard to  what  he  had  called  the  war  in 
which  Mr.  Gordon  led  the  resisting  force. 
He  did  not  know  whether  it  could  be 
called  a  war  or  not,  but  it  was  a  dis- 
turbance of  some  kind.  But,  after  it 
was  over,  he  judged  from  the  reports  in 
the  newspapers  mat  there  was  rather  an 
extreme  measure  taken  in  the  execution 
of  some  savages.  He  did  not  know 
whether  they  were  hanged  or  shot,  or 
by  whose  orders,  or  under  what  law  or 
after  what  trial.  But  it  appeared  to 
him,  judging  from  the  newspaper  re- 
ports, to  have  been  a  very  singular  and 
a  very  severe  measure,  and  he  thought 
the  House  ought  to  have  some  informa- 
tion upon  it.  The  Colonial  Office  must 
have  received  some  special  account  of  a 
transaction  of  so  serious  a  nature,  and 
he  wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  would  be  kind  enough  to  lay 
the  Papers  on  the  Table,  together  with 
the  Correspondence  which  had  taken 
place  with  regard  to  the  employment  of 
Mr.  Gordon  in  a  military  capacity  ?  He 
thought  the  whole  matter  should  be  laid 
before  Parliament^ 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  should 
have  much  pleasure  in  laying  upon  the 
Table  all  the  despatches  with  reference 
to  this  matter.  As  regarded  the  execu- 
tion of  the  persons  mentioned  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham,  it  was  an  act  which  Sir 


Arthur  Gordon  repreeented  to  be  one  of 
absolute  necessity,  but  one  whiok  Sr 
Arthur  Gordon,  nevertheless,  de^j  re- 
gretted.   

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYRE  wiahed  to 
know  whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  thff 
reason  these  people  had  been  execQttd 
was  they  had  not  only  been  takaa 
in  open  rebellion  against  the  QueenS 
authority,  but  that  they  had  oommitud 
the  most  revolting  crimes  of  murder  aad 
cannibalism. 

Mb.  GOLDSMTD  wished  to  know 
what  was  the  revenue  last  yemr  of  tlie 
Island  of  Fiji  and  what  the  expenditure. 
He  thought  farther  information  was  &»- 
cessary,  or  they  would  have  to  endeeroor 
to  postpone  the  Vote. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  had  not 
the  figures  by  him,  bat  he  would  pro- 
duce them  on  Beport.  With  refereoo* 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  £iir 
Eeadinc^  (Mr.  Shaw  Leferre),  them 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  peraou 
executed  had  been  guilty  of  vexy  serioos 
atrocities,  but  he  could  not  say  whcdMr 
they  had  been  guilty  of  the  paiticokr 
atrocity  mentioned.    

Mb.  JOHN  BHIGHT  said,  H  mut 
not  be  understood  that  he  made  any 
charge  against  Sir  Arthur  Gordon.  He 
had  known  him  for  many  years^  and  he 
was  the  very  last  person  whom  he  should 
think  ^capable  of  doing  anything  veiy 
severe.  He  (Mr.  Bright)  thought,  how- 
ever, that  this  was  a  case  in  regard  to 
which  we  ought  to  have  further  infor- 
mation. These  savages  were  said  to  be 
guilty  of  a  crime  because  they  had  eetn 
their  prisoners.  Well,  that  was  merdy 
a  habit  of  the  country.  It  had  been  m 
for  a  long  time,  and  he  did  not  believe 
there  was  anything  in  our  law  to  put  a 
man  to  death  on  account  of  that 

Mb.  GOEST  hoped  the  Committas 
would  insist  on  having  further  informa- 
tion as  to  the  execution  of  these  unfor- 
tunate people  in  Fiji.  These  men,  bo 
doubt,  were  cannibals.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Binniof- 
ham's  remark  had  been  reoeiTed  vim 
laughter;  but,  after  all,  we  had  do 
right  to  execute  men  merely  becasM 
they  did  what  their  ancestors  had  don* 
for  generations.  It  might  be  a  vvy 
good  reason  for  introducing  civilixatwa 
into  the  country,  but  it  was  not  a  na- 
son  why  they  should  execute  these  idml 

The  CHANCELLOE  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB  pointed  out  that  the  OammittM 
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drifting  into  an  inconyenient  dis- 
cussion of  a  matter  of  serious  import- 
ance.    In  the  course  of  this  conversa- 
tion  some  expressions  had  been  used 
which  ought  not  to  be  employed  in  dis- 
cussing 80  grave  a  subject.     The  Go- 
Teimnient  had  not  at  tne  present  mo- 
ment the  Papers  which  were  asked  for. 
He  felt,  however,  that  the  question  put 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  ouffht  to  be  fairly 
answered,  and  that  a  mil  explanation 
ought  to  be  given  on  the  subject.    No 
one  who  was  acquainted  with  Sir  Arthur 
Gordon  could  doubt  that  when  any  mat- 
ter   in  which  his    administration   was 
challenged    was    brought    under    the 
notice  of  Parliament,  it  would  be  found 
that  he  had  acted  with  that  statesman- 
like   ability   which  distin^shed   him. 
But  the  House  was  really  talking  of 
matters  in  the  dark.    Nothing  could  be 
more  mischievous  than  that  such  deli- 
crate  questions  referring  to  the  relations 
of  the  British  power  to  Native  races 
should  be  thus  discussed.     He  would 
therefore  suggest  that   the   fieport  of 
this  Vote  should  be  a  distinct  Keport, 
and  should  be  taken  on  a  day  sufficiently 
distant  to  allow  of  the  Papers  being  pro- 
duced or  informationgiven. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEraVRE  wished  to 
correct  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  in  one  particu- 
lar. The  Natives  who  had  been  de- 
oribed  as  rebels  were  so  actually,  as 
thev  had  accepted  the  British  authority 
and  had  lived  under  it  for  some  months. 
Mb.  HERMON  pressed  the  hon. 
Member  for  Chelsea  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment  upon  the  understanding 
that  the  Vote  should  also  be  deferred. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  should 
be  happy  to  postpone  the  Vote. 

Mb.  PABNELL  hoped  that  full  de- 
tails would  be  afforded  of  the  executions 
of  these  people,  as  he  knew  of  instances 
where  men  had  been  cruelly  executed 
nearer  home  than  Fiji. 

Bib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  with- 
drawing his  Amendment,  said,  that  he 
had  alluded  only  to  the  financial  condi- 
tion of  the  Gobny. 


ion,  by  leave,  withdrawn* 
Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(16.)  £2,044,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Orange  River  Territory  and  St. 
Helenay  a§r44dia. 


(17.)  £5,642,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade, 
agreed  to, 

(18.)  £11,537,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Tonnage  Bounties,  &c.  and  Liberated 
African  Department,  agreed  to, 

(19.)  £1,742,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Emigration,  agreed  to, 

(20.)  £1,170,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Suez  Canal  (British  Directors). 

In  reply  to  Sir  John  Lubbock, 

Mh.  W.  H.  smith  said,  it  was  true 
that  certain  pajrments  were  made  for  the 
British  directors,  who  did  not  reside  in 
Paris ;  but  it  was  the  duty  of  those  gen- 
tlemen to  travel  from  London  to  Paris 
from  time  to  time  to  attend  all  the 
meetings  of  the  Board,  in  order  fully  to 
represent  the  interests  of  this  country, 
and  that  duty  they  discharged.  The 
whole  arrangement  had  been  explained 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  when  the  Bill  relating 
to  the  Suez  Canal  purchase  was  passing 
through  Parliament,  and  when  the  ori- 
ginal Estimate  was  taken  for  that  ser- 
vice. 

Mr.  monk  wished  to  ask  whether 
the  nominal  value  of  the  shares  of  500 
francs  each,  which  were  held  by  the 
Government,  would,  when  drawn,  be 
paid  to  this  country  ?  If  so,  would  this 
country  cease  to  have  an  interest  in  the 
Suez  Canal  as  soon  as  the  last  share  had 
been  paid  off,  or  what  interest  would  it 
still  have  in  the  property  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  the  question  was  one  of 
importance,  and  one  which,  of  course, 
deserved  notice.  It  was,  however,  rather 
a  complicated  matter.  The  shares  which 
were  held  generally  by  the  Suez  Canal 
Company  were  liable  to  be  paid  off  in 
time,  according  to  drawings,  and  that 
would  naturally  apply  to  all  the  shares. 
But  the  shares  which  had  belonged  to 
the  Khedive  of  Egypt,  and  which  wore 
afterwards  purchased  by  Her  Majesty's 
(Government,  stood  in  a  peculiar  posi- 
tion, because  they  had  been  mortgaged, 
in  a  certain  sense,  and  handed  over  to 
the  Company,  the  ooupons  being  cut  off 
for  a  certain  number  of  years.  Those 
coupons  had  been  applied  to  form  a  new 
fund  called  d4Ugation»,  and  ihe  diUga- 
tairee — the  persons  who  purchased  those 
diligatiom — were  interested  in  Uie  pro- 
ceeds of  those  shares  as  long  as  uiej 
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should  continue.  Then  the  question 
arose,  what  was  to  happen  if  any  of 
those  shares  which  had  been  so  placed 
in  a  peculiar  position  were  drawn  among 
the  shares  which  had  to  be  paid  off? 
There  was  a  provision,  he  believed,  that 
any  person  who  was  paid  off  should  re- 
tain his  right  of  voting  in  respect  of  the 
shares,  though  he  was  not  quite  sure  as 
to  that.  But  that  did  not  affect  the 
shares  of  the  British  Gt)vemment.  If 
one  of  the  shares  with  the  coupons 
cut  off  was  paid  off,  the  British  Govern- 
ment would  receive  the  value  of  the 
share,  and  that  would  be  more  than 
they  had  bargained  for  when  they 
bought  the  shares,  and  the  diUgataire9 
would  have  less  profit  than  they  stipu- 
lated to  obtain.  The  provision  made 
was  of  this  nature : — The  share  was  paid 
off,  and  the  amount  was  placed  to  an 
account,  which  was  under  the  control  of 
the  British  Gt)vemment;  but  the  British 
Government  did  not  receive  the  interest 
on  the  share  so  paid  off  until  the  expi- 
ration of  the  time  for  which  the  coupons 
were  cut  off,  and  during  that  time  the 
proceeds  went  to  the  diUgataire,  At  the 
end  of  the  time  the  British  Government 
would  receive  the  capital,  which  was 
placed  in  British  securities,  and  in  the 
names  of  British  officials,  so  that  it 
would  be  impossible  that  the  money 
should  be  lost  to  the  nation.  The  ar- 
rangement was  somewhat  complicated, 
and  it  was  rather  difficult  to  make  it 
clear  to  the  Committee  off-hand. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  asked  whether  the 
Government  were  aware,    when    they 

Surchased  those  shares,  that  they  were 
able  to  be  paid  off  ? 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER: Yes. 

Mr.  MONK:  I  wish  to  know  this. 
At  the  end  of  the  period  when  all  those 
shares  have  been  drawn,  what  interest 
will  the  British  Government  have  in  the 
Suez  Canal ;  or  will  it  continue  to  have 
any  interest  in  the  Canal? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  The  shares  and  profits  equal 
to  the  shares  which  the  stock  repre- 
sents. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Class  VI. — Supbraknuatiok  akd  Re- 
tired Allowakoes  and  Gratititibs 
for  Charitable  and  other  Seryicbs. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


(21.)  £254,011,  to  oompltfte  tks 

for  SuperanuatioDS  and  lUtired  Allow- 
ances. 

Mr.  RTLANDS  called  attantion  to 
the  gpx»wing  amount  of  these  allowaaoeii 
expressing  his  helief  that  if  tkeoe  hcciy 
charges  were  allowed  to  continaa*  t^ 
would  give  rise  to  a  very  oonaiderabb 
amount  of  public  discontent.  He  ooa- 
plained  that  under  the  existiiig  syitca 
of  retiring  and  superannuating  offidak 
a  large  number  of  persons  were  strack 
off  from  duties  wmoh  they  were  idU 
quite  able  to  perform,  and  paid  kif« 
sums  of  public  money  for  which  th«7 
did  not  continue  to  render  any  pub&r 
service.  He  thought  the  time  bad 
come  when  this  Vote  most  be  dealt  witk 
in  a  vigorous  manner. 

Mr.  CKILDERS  remarked  upon  th* 
enormous  amount  of  retirement  from 
the  Survey  Department,  while  ikm% 
was  no  diminution  of  the  Vote  for  t^ 
service  of  the  United  Kingdom.  A 
large  number  of  those  oflftcers  wert  re- 
tired, and  the  charge  for  their  retin- 
ment  amounted  to  several  thouiaadt  «f 
pounds.  He  found  by  the  Teatim«tA  £ar 
the  Office  of  Works  that  16  or  16  gu- 
tlemen  had  been  compensated  at  a  total 
charge  of  £3,000  a-year  without  tay 
reduction  at  all  having  been  made  in 
the  Department. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  bid 
little  control  over  this  Vote  for  saperas- 
nuation  allowances.  He  might,  how- 
ever, explain  to  the  Committee  that,  ii 
the  course  of  time,  offices  became  b«^ 
dened  with  an  unsuitable  olaas  of  xmblie 
servants.  The  right  hon.  OmtLmsa 
opposite  (Mr.  Childers),  when  first  had 
of  the  Admiralty,  had  occasion  to  r»* 
commend  a  reduction  in  the  staff  of  tkit 
Department,  and  that  reduction  invohrfd 
a  serious  charge  upon  the  soperanaas- 
tion  Vote.  These  ohanffes  were  lequBto 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  efficiency  of 
the  public  service.  He  might,  howerv, 
add,  that  whenever  a  man  was  fovad 
capable  of  doing  his  work,  the  Trcaisry 
recalled  him  to  public  service,  and  if  kt 
did  not  answer  to  that  reoall  hs  kr- 
feited  his  pension.  It  became  neemiry 
to  take  up  a  re-organisation  of  the 
Office  of  Works,  and  a  sensible  iiBomm 
would  be  found  of  salaries  and  wages  it 
the  Vote  for  that  Office,  while  he  be- 
lieved there  was  no  defieiettoy  ti  the 
work  done  there.  A  large  anmbsr  d 
officers  of  that  Departnent  had  to  U 
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retired.    The  OhaiTinan  of  the  Inland 
Berenue  recommended  the  alterations. 

Vote  mfresd  to. 

(22.)  £19,600,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  Pen- 
sions, ftc.,  a^eed  io, 

(23.)  £22,500,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Belief  of  Distressed  British  Sea- 
men Abroad,  agr$0d  io. 

(24.)  £11,404,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland, 
m^eid  to, 

(25.)  £2,741,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
liieoellaneous  Charitable  Allowances, 
ftc.  Oreat  Britain,  agreed  to, 

(26.)  £2,762,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other  Al- 
lowances, Ireland,  agreed  to, 

(27.)  £2,700,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Commutation  of  Annuities,  agreed  to, 

CukBA   Yil. — Miscellaneous,   Special, 

AlTD    TeHPORABY   ObJECTS. 

(28.)  £12,969,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Temporary  Commissions,  agreed  to, 

(29.)  £6,045,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Misoellaneous  Expenses. 

Mr.  OHILDEBS  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  Oovemment  would  see  their 
way  to  the  appointment  of  a  sufficiently 
influential  Commission  whose  investiga- 
tion might  lead  to  the  abolition  of  the 
whole  of  the  existing  absurd  system 
under  which  fees  were  paid. 

Mb.  DELLWYN  drew  attention  to 
the  great  increase  in  the  charge  for 
robee,  collars,  badges,  &c.,  for  the 
Knights  of  the  sereral  Orders,  which 
amounted  this  year  to  £4,240  against 
£1.800  last  year.  

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  would 
make  it  his  duty  to  see  before  next  Ses- 
sion whether  some  means  could  not  be 
derised  for  getting  rid  of  the  system 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Pontefract. 

Vote  agreed  to, 
Besolutions  to  be  reported. 

BlTBirUX  DXPABTMSKTS. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'That  s  mtm,  not  exceeding  £733,316,  be 
gnnted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  ram 
neeoMvy  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
fai  ooorte  of  payment  dnrinf^  the  year  ending 
on  tha  Sill  day  of  Mareh  1878,  for  the  Salariea 
and  EaKpaaaea  ii  the  Onatoma  Department." 


Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  that  there 
were  more  Boards  of  Customs  than  were 
necessary,  with  the  exception  of  liver- 
pool,  Glasgow,  Dublin,  and  a  few  other 
places.  One  Board,  with  fewer  officers, 
was  quite  equal  to  the  discharge  of  the 
greater  part  of  the  duties,  the  others 
being  relegated  to  the  Board  of  Inland 
Eeyenue.  He  moved  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £974,215.  He 
might  mention  that  he  had  proofs  in 
his  hand  to  show  that  the  racking  off  of 
spirits  in  bond  caused  a  loss  to  die  Go- 
vernment of  £200,000,  though  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  only  admitted  a 
loss  of  £13.000.  All  this  would  be 
avoided  if  all  the  work  was  carried  out 
under  one  Board;  but  the  system  of 
gauging  in  the  Customs  was  quite  diffe- 
rent from  that  carried  out  under  the  Board 
of  Inland  Bevenue,  which  was  the  prin- 
cipal cause  of  loss  to  the  revenue  of  the 
country. 

The  CHAIEMAN  pointed  out  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  moved  to  reduce 
the  Vote  now  asked  for  by  a  sum  largely 
in  excess  of  the  Vote  itself,  and  indi- 
cated the  irregularity  of  submitting  in 
this  mode  a  Motion  which  was  tanta- 
mount to  saying  ''No''  to  the  whole 
Vote. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN,  explaining  that 
he  did  not  challenge  the  entire  Vote, 
moved  its  reduction  by  the  sum  of 
£700,000  to  raise  the  question. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  stun,  not  exceeding  £33,316,  bo 
g^ranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  som 
neceeeary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  ooune  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1878,  for  the  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Customs  Department." — (Mr, 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  observed  that  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  was 
a  veiy  large  one,  involving  the  abolition 
of  one  of  the  two  great  Departments  of 
the  Customs  and  the  Inland  Eevenue. 
He  was  far  from  saying  that  it  would 
not  be  possible  for  the  Customs  Depart- 
ment to  perform  many  of  the  duties  of 
the  Inland  Revenue  Department,  or  for 
the  Inland  Eevenue  to  perform  some  of 
the  duties  of  the  Customs  Department ; 
but  the  question  was  of  too  extensive  a 
character  to  be  summarily  disposed  of. 
It  had  already  engaged  the  attention  of 
successive  Governments  for  maav  years; 
and  it  had  been  the  earnest  desire  of 
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Govemment  to  employ  as  few  hands  as 
possible  consistently  with  the  efficiency 
of  the  Public  Service ;  but,  meanwhile, 
he  did  not  think  the  present  was  a  con- 
venient time  to  '  discuss  the  question 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  put  before 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  PAENELL  dissented  from  the 
view  that  that  was  not  a  proper  time  for 
discussing  the  question. 

It  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of 
the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow; 

Committee  also  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
agpain  To-morrow, 

The  House  suspended  it  sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 


TURKISH   LOAN   (1864).— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  EUSSELL  GUENEY  rose  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  Turkish 
Loan  of  1854  was  subscribed  for;  and 
to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
honourable  obligations  contracted  in  1854  by 
the  allied  Governments  of  England  and  France 
towards  the  Turkish  Bondholders  of  that  year, 
will  not  permit  a  lengthened  acquiescence  of 
the  British  Goyemment  in  the  unsatis&ustory 
reply  received  from  the  Ottoman  Porte," 

when 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  a^oumed  at  five  minutes  after 

Nine  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednsiday,  18M  July,  1877. 


MINUTES.V-SuppLY— <WMiVfcr«?  in  CommittM 

—  Civil    Servicb   Estucatbb  —  RetohUiont 

[July  17]  reported. 
Public    Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firet    BeeuUng — 

Valuation   of   Lands  and   Hereditaments  * 

f266]. 

Mr.  W.  E.  Smith 


Second  Reeding — Intozioftfcing  liqoonjlrdai;, 
[37],  put  off  ;  IntozicatiDg  Liqnon  (liosnng 
boards)  *  [24],  put  off;  Regis^mtioo  o<  l«aM 
(Scotland)  Act  (1867)  Amflndmeiit  *  [1M\ 

Committee  —  Report  —  Marri«d  Women's  Pd^ 
perty  (Scotland)  {re'Comm^  «  [IMT. 

Third  Beading— Q%B  and  Water  Oiden  Om^ 
mation  (Abingdon,  &c)  •  [2^] ;  Metnpofa 
Improvement  Provisioiial  Orders  CtmSam^ 
tion  (Great  Wild  Street,  *c)*  [2Z1\\  Loal 
Govemment  Board's  Proviaiofiml  Orden  Om- 
firmation  (Bdper  Union,  Ac)*  [238],  vd 
passed, 

Witkdraum — Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqvon  oi 
Sunday  •  [83] ;  Irish  Peerage^  [119] ;  Pikfti 
Parks  (Scotland)  •[111]. 


ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAT. 


INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  (IBELAXD; 
BILL.— [Bill  37.] 

(Mr.  SuHiwan,  Mr.  Dense.) 
SSOOND      BSADOfO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  GALLAN  said,  he  rose  o&  a 
point  of  Order.  He  found  in  the  Ordir 
Book  that  leaTe  was  given  on  the  9t2i  of 
February — the  second  day  of  the  Sesmn 
— for  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  intitakd 
''Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill, 
for  the  regulation  of  the  sale  of  Intoxi- 
cating Liquors  in  Ireland,"  and  Uw 
same  day  tne  Bill  was  read  a  first  time. 
It  was  necessary  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact,  that  in  the  Session  of  1874  a  BOl 
was  introduced  by  the  same  hon.  Mem* 
ber,  intituled  "Intoxicating  liqiion 
(Ireland)  Bill,"  the  Preamble  of  iriaA 
ran  thus — 

*'  Whereas,  it  is  expedient  to  smend  the  Lm 
relating  to  the  common  nle  of  laUaaaha^ 
Liquors  in  Ireland.' 


»» 


That  Bill  was  not  read  a  second  time ; 
but  in  1875  an  exactly  similar  Bill  vu 
introduced,  the  only  d^erenoe  beiag  s 
Schedule  which  corrected  an  omisnon  of 
the  draftsman,  who  had  not  altered  t^ 
date  of  the  Bill  firom  1874  to  187t. 
Without  any  intimation  whaterer  mm  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  leave  was  thii 
year  again  obtained  for  the  introdnction 
of  the  Intoxicating  liquors  (Ireliod} 
Bill.  Now,  the  practice  of  the  Honwoa 
these  points  was  worthy  of  atteotzaa 
When  a  Bill  was  introduced  and  n«d 
a  first  time  it  was  not  generally  priatsd, 
but  the  aerk  at  the  Tia>le  took  the  titb 
from  the  hon.  Member  introdnciaf  it 
and  it  remained  a  dummy,  untU  it  ym 
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oonTenient  to  have  it  printed.  Teohni- 
callj  speaking,  he  believed  the  hon. 
Kember  who  introduced  the  Bill  was 
within  the  strict  rule  of  the  House,  but 
he  would  ask  the  Speaker  whether  he 
thought  it  was  not  desirable  that  the 
practice  of  introducing  Bills  under  a  title 
which  tended  rather  to  mislead  than  to 
enlighten  the  House  should  be  allowed. 
The  second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  fixed 
for  the  18th  July,  and  the  printed  Bill 
was  not  delivered  at  the  Public  Bill  Office 
tin  the  10th  of  July.  [Mb.  Fawobtt: 
Hear,  hear  !1  He  was  glad  to  hear  that 
cheer  from  tne  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney, who  probably  had  a  vivid  recollec- 
tion of  the  debate  on  a  Bill  of  his  own 
on  a  somewhat  similar  point.  He  had 
heard  rumours  in  the  Lobby;  but  the 
first  distinct  intimation  he  received  that 
this  Bill  was  substantially  different  from 
the  Bill  introduced  under  the  same  title 
in  previous  Sessions  was  conveyed  in  a 
telegram  sent  to  him  on  the  12th  of 
Joly.     It  was  as  follows : — 

**  Tk4  Irish  TimM  of  this  monung  pabliahet  a 
Bill  introduced  by  Mr.  Sulliv&n  for  doeing 
public  hoofes  from  7  o'clock  on  Saturday  even- 
ing,  and  the  second  reading  of  that  Bill  is  fixed 
for  Wednesday  next.  No  Notice  whatever  has 
been  given  of  any  such  BiU.  Is  it  not  an  abuse 
of  the  forms  of  the  House  to  conceal  the  real 
object  of  a  Bill  under  a  miilflsding  title  P  " 

The  delivery  of  the  Bill  on  Friday  last 
came  upon  him  with  the  same  sort  of 
surprise  as  experienced  in  youth  when 
opening  the  well-known  toy  called 
"  Jack-in-the-box ; "  and  remembering 
that  a  different  Bill  with  the  same  title 
had  been  introduced  in  1874  and  1875, 
he  thought  it  worth  while  to  consider 
whether  it  was  riffht  that  such  a  Bill 
should  be  launched  upon  the  House  for 
the  first  time  within  a  month  of  the  end 
of  the  Session,  and  five  months  after  its 
introduction  and  the  Order  made  for  its 
being  printed.  I''  was  a  serious  ques- 
tion in  the  interest  of  the  House  gene- 
rmUy  whether  the  practice  should  not  be 
restricted ;  and  he  thought  that  the 
ruling  of  ^e  Speaker  would  be  such  as 
would,  while  maintaining  the  privilege 
of  private  Members,  at  least  prevent 
their  abuse.  They  remembered  the 
question,  under  which  King,  Bezonian, 
oo.  ?  He  might  ask,  under  which  of  the 
three  Bills  was  the  real  object  to  be  found? 
But,  perhaps,  he  should  rather  say  that 
another  illustration  would  apply  more 
aptly — namely,  that  of  the  tLxee  '*  * 


bles  and  the  pea,  and  it  might  be  asked 
under  which  of  the  thimbles  was  the 
pea  ?  He  thought  that  the  practice  of 
the  House  was  laid  down  as  long  ago  as 
1 850,  when  the  then  Speaker  rul^  that  it 
was  not  competent  for  a  Member  to  make 
other  than  a  clerical  alteration  in  a  Bill 
that  had  been  read  a  first  time ;  and  in 
the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney (Mr.  Fawcett),  a  bold  and  straight- 
forward avowal  had  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Oentleman,  that  between  the  first 
and  second  readings  a  series  of  material 
alterations  had  been  made  in  the  Bill ; 
so  that  was  a  difference  in  the  two  cases. 
In  March,  1873,  it  was  ruled  by  the 
Speaker  in  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney,  that  there  was  no  principle 
more  clearly  laid  down  in  that  House 
than  that  when  a  Member  had  introduced 
a  Bill  into  that  House,  it  ceased  to  be  in 
that  Member's  hands,  and  passed  into 
the  possession  of  the  House.  No  essen- 
tial alteration  of  the  Bill  might  after- 
wards be  made  except  by  the  distinct 
order  of  the  House.  It  was  clearly  es- 
tablished that  no  alterations  could  be 
introduced  into  a  Bill  that  were  incon- 
sistent with  its  general  character,  and 
the  proper  course  to  take  when  it  was 
desired  to  make  an  essential  alteration 
in  a  Bill,  was  to  ask  leave  of  the  House 
to  withdraw  the  Bill  and  to  proceed  with 
another.  The  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney, accordingly,  had  to  follow  that 
course.  Ths  Daily  News  said  that  nothing 
would  have  been  heard,  at  least  this 
Session,  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth,  but  for  the 
obstructive  conduct  of  those  who  had 
succeeded  in  arresting  the  pros^ress  of 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry (Mr.  B.  Smyth).  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth  had  not  stated 
that  his  Bill  was  not  substantially  the 
same  as  it  was  when  introduced,  or  it 
would  have  come  within  the  rule  already 
quoted ;  but  as  it  was,  he  had  sprung  a 
mine  in  the  House  in  a  manner  which, 
though  it  might  be  technically  correct, 
induced  him  to  call  attention  to  the  pe- 
culiar circumstances  of  the  case,  and  to 
ask,  whether  what  was  done  was  con- 
sistent with  the  Hules  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  SXTLLIYAN  said,  he  would  dis- 
pose of  what  he  had  to  say  in  a  few 
minutes,  though  it  had  taken  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Oallan)  20 
minutes  to  make  a  speech  to  show  that 
he  had  been  taken  by  surprise.    The 
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House,  he  hoped,  would  bear  with  Idm, 
for  it  knew  that  he  never  troubled  it  to 
answer  a  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundalk.  Now,  in  what  had  the  hon. 
Member  been  surprised?  He  did  not 
say  whether  it  was  pleasurable  or  other- 
wise ;  but  he  considered  that  this  was 
an  extreme  measure,  and  one  of  severity, 
and  that  he  (Mr.  Sullivan)  had  cut  the 
Bill  to  a  single  issue. 

Mr.  CALLAN,  interrupting,  said,  he 
had  made  no  such  charge.  He  con- 
ceived that  the  Bills  of  1874  and  1875 
contained  no  reference  to  Saturday 
closing. 

Me.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  expected 
the  hon.  Member  to  writhe  and  try  to 
interrupt.  The  Bill  did  not  go  beyond 
their  Order  of  Leave.  If  it  did,  he 
would  withdraw  it,  and  apologize  for 
having  unwittingly  erred.  Every  Bill 
must  have  a  heading,  and  in  heading 
this  Bill  no  surprise  had  been  intended, 
and  no  misuse  of  the  Forms  of  the 
House  had  been  made.  It  was  observed 
that  during  the  late  discussions  on  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry, a  suggestion  constantly  made  by 
its  opponents  was  that  the  houses  should 
be  closed  earlier  on  Saturdays,  and  that 
was  all  the  Bill  proposed.  He  was  him- 
self prepared  to  support  a  deeper  and 
broader  measure.  He  had  been  under 
the  impression  that  before  printing  the 
Bill,  any  alteration  which  was  not  incon- 
sistent with  the  scope  and  object  of  it 
might  be  made  in  it.  It  was  said,  why 
was  it  not  printed  earlier  ?  Well,  the 
fact  was  he  did  not  wish  to  print  the 
BiU  until  he  saw  whether  the  Sunday 
Closing  Bill  would  pass  or  not,  and 
when  he  saw  there  was  no  chance  of 
that  being  done,  he  pursued  his  own 
course  with  this  Bill.  He  denied  that 
the  Forms  of  the  House  had  been  in- 
fringed in  the  least. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 
inconvenience  of  the  course  pursued  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 
in  withholding  the  printed  copy  of  the 
Bill  until  the  10th  July,  the  Bill  being 
introduced  on  the  9th  February.  That 
was  not  the  only  instance  of  a  3ill  iso- 
lating to  Ireland  which  had  been  read 
a  first  time  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session  having  been  kept  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  printer  until  the  Ses- 
sion had  virtually  come  to  an  end.  It 
would,  he  thought,  be  admitted  that 

Mr.  Sullivan 


such  a  practice  was  calculated  to  grve 
rise  to  a  great  deal  of  inconvenience, 
and  ought  to  be  discontinued.   The  Kon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Louth,  in  his 
explanation,  had  not  touched  the  main 
objection  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dnn- 
dalk,  which  was  not  that  the  BiU  "was 
different  from  that  of  1874  and  1875, 
but  that  it  was  not  the  Bill  whick  -was 
read    a   first   time    in   February   last, 
and  it  was  for  the  Speaker  to  decide 
the  point,  and  to  say  whether  the  hon, 
and   learned   Member  was  bound  by 
that  title.    The  fact  was,  that  in  pre- 
ceding Sessions  a  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced which  might  be  described  as  an 
Irish  Permissive  Bill;  but  the  present 
Bill  was  one  of  which  the  main  clause 
shortened  the  hours  during  which  public- 
houses  were  to  be  open  on  Saturday 
nights.    The  other  nine  clauses  were 
copied  verbatim  from  clauses  introduced 
into  the  Sunday  Closing  Bill  by   the 
Select  Committee ;  and  as  those  claases 
were  not  in  existence  in  February  last, 
it  might  be  safely  inferred  that  t;|iey 
were  not  part  of  the  measure  as  tiien 
introduced    by  the  hon.    and   learned 
Member,  as  he  could  not  possibly  have 
been  acquednted  with  them.     If  that 
were  the  case,  then  it  was  a  question 
whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  now  in  Order  in  moving  its  second 
reading. 

Mr.  S.ULLIYAN  said,  the  clauses 
referred  to  had  been  introduoed  for  the 
convenience  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Chief  Secretary,  who  had  suggested 
that  they  might  be  dedrable  for  police 
purposes,  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
a  stop  to  drunkenness. 

Mb.  CALLAN  submitted  that  tbe 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth,  in 
the  statement  he  had  just  made,  ad- 
mitted that  he  had  altco^  the  frame- 
work of  his  Bill  since  it  had  been  read  t 
first  time,  and  he  therefore  submitted 
that  he  came  within  the  Speak^'s  ruling 
in  respect  to  the  hon.  Member  icf 
Hackney's  (Mr.  Fawcett's)  Bill  laid 
down  in  March,  1878.  It  was  dear 
that  these  dauses  were  not  in  the  Bill 
when  it  was  read  a  first  time  in  Eebroaiy 
last. 

Mb.  G'SULUVAN  said,  there  was 
an  essential  difference  between  the  pre- 
sent BiU  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Louth  and  that  of  former  years.  The 
former  Bills  repealed  all  the  UoenaBy 
laws,  so  that  any  old  woman  who  kepi 
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an  apple  etall  might  sell  intoxicating 
liquors.  This  Bill,  however,  was  most 
restrictive.  Under  it  no  one  but  a 
licensed  person  was  to  sell  intoxicating 
liquors,  but  not  after  7  o'clock  in  the 
evening.  Hon.  Members  opposed  to 
such  restrictions  had  been  taken  by  sur- 
prise, and  it  could  not  be  called  treating 
the  persons  affected  bj  the  ohange  fairly, 
without  giving  them  an  opportunitv  of 
expressing  their  views  on  the  subject, 
which  could  not  be  done  if  the  Bill  was 
forced  on  this  Session. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  rose  to 
Order,  and  asked  that  the  discussion 
should  be  terminated  by  the  announce- 
ment of  the  Speaker's  ruling. 

Ma.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  said, 
that  though  this  practice  in  printing 
BiUs  had  obtained,  yet  that  was  the  first 
time  that  a  Member  of  the  Government 
had  complained  of  it.  It  would  be  a 
matter  of  regret  if  the  decision  were  in 
favour  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk. 
He  was  sorry  that  such  tactics  should 
have  been  resorted  to  to  defeat  a  mea- 
sure which  had  been  so  long  before  the 
country.     P'  No,  no !  "] 

Ma.  SP£AKEB  called  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  McCarthy  Downing)  to  Order. 
He  said,  he  found  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan) 
obtained  leave  to  bring  in  his  Bill  on 
the  9th  of  February,  and  that  it  was  not 
delivered  into  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers until  the  12th  of  July — ^five  months 
afterwards.  The  attention  of  the  House 
having  been  drawn  to  this  delay,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  every  hon.  Member 
who  obtained  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
was  bound  without  loss  of  time  to  lay  it 
before  the  House  as  soon  as  he  reason- 
ably could.  That  so  long  an  interval  as 
five  months  should  have  been  allowed 
to  intervene  between  the  first  reading  of 
the  Bill  and  its  delivery  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers was  a  practice  much  to  be  depre- 
cated. His  attention  had  also  been 
drawn  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.  Oallan)  to  the  fact  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Louth  having 
obtained  leave  on  former  occasions  in- 
troduced Bills  wi^  the  same  titles  as 
this,  and  that  the  present  measure  dif- 
fered from  them  as  lutroduoed.  He  was 
bound  to  say  that  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  thought,  while  re- 
taining the  title,  that  by  the  alteration 
proposed  he  might  make  his  Bill  more 
acceptable  to  the  House  he  was  entitled 


to  do  so.  Having  regard  to  the  whole 
of  the  oircumstanoes  of  the  case,  he  did 
not  see  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  was  out  of  Order  in  sub- 
mitting his  Bill  to  the  House.  At  the 
same  time,  he  felt  that  it  was  his 
duty  to  decidedly  mark  the  objectionable 
practice  of  so  long  a  delay  occurring  be- 
tween the  introduction  and  the  delivery 
of  a  Bill. 

Mb.  NOBWOOD  said,  the  question 
involved  was  one  of  great  importance 
to  the  House.  All  the  irreffularity  had 
arisen  from  the  practice  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers introducing  measures  without  any 
explanation  of  their  drift  or  purpose,  a 
practice  which  did  not  exist  when  he 
entered  Parliament. 

Ma.  M'OAETHY  DOWNING  rose  to 
Order,  and  asked  if  it  were  competent 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull  to  raise 
that  question  ? 

Ma.  SPEAKER  said,  that,  having 
ffiven  his  decision,  it  only  now  remained 
for  him  to  call  on  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
to  proceed  with  the  Motion  for  the 
second  reading. 

Ma.  SULLIVAN,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said : 
I  am  sorxT  that  the  Bill  has  been  en- 
countered by  the  obstructive  tactics  that 
have  already  consumed  half-an-hour  of 
the  time  of  the  House.    But  before  I 

?roceed  to  state  the  nature  of  the  Bill, 
wish  to  call  attention  to  a  circumstance 
that  has  taken  place  this  afternoon  with 
respect  to  it.  There  are  several  hon. 
Members  in  the  House  at  the  present 
moment  who  have  complained  that  not 
alone  moral  persuasion,  which  might 
have  been  frdr,  has  been  used  to  prevent 
their  entering  the  House,  but  that  hands 
have  been  laid  upon  them  in  the  Lobby 
in  order  to  prevent  their  coming  in  to 
make  a  House,  so  that  the  Speaker 
might  take  the  Chair.  A  numoer  of 
hon.  Members  were  standing  outside  in 
the  Hall,  and  two  of  them  were  Members 
of  the  Government,  right  hon.  and  other- 
wise. I  did  not  see  the  face  of  the 
Home  Secretary  at  all  until  the  Speaker 
had  taken  the  Ohair,  but  I  understand 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in 
the  Lobby ;  neither  did  I  see  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretaiy  for 
Ireland  in  his  place,  until  after  the 
House  had  been  made,  though  he  was 
also  in  the  Lobby.  It  is  not  my  inten* 
tion  to  occupy  the  time  of  the.  House  at 


1431        Intoxicating  Liquors  [COMMONS] 


{IrOami)  BiB. 


14tt 


any  length  in  describing  the  nature  of 
this  Bill.  During  the  debates  that  have 
lately  taken  place  in  reference  to  the 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  in  Ireland 
on  Sundays  Bill  many  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers who  opposed  the  proposal  to  close 
altogether  on  Sundays  asked  why  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  had  not  gone  in 
for  a  measure  to  shorten  the  hours  of 
sale  on  Saturday  evenings.  Again  and 
again  statistics  were  cited  to  show  that 
that  was  the  point  where  the  evil  really 
lay,  and  that  those  who  supported  the 
Bill  were  starting  at  the  wrong  point. 
In  dealing  with  such  arguments,  one 
plan  is  to  assume  that  they  were  mere 
pretences,  and  the  other  hAx>  assume  that 
those  who  used  them  were  thoroughly 
honourable  and  sincere.  It  occurs  to 
me  that  it  would  be  the  wiser  plan  to 
take  the  brighter  view  of  human  nature 
and  to  assume  that  those  who  recom- 
mended Saturday  eveningdosing,  though 
opposed  to  Sunday  dosing,  are  sincere 
in  that  recommendation.  Indeed^  I  feel 
bound  to  say  that  nearly  every  one  of 
the  few  Iridi  Members  who  have  in 
this  House  opposed  the  Sunday  Closing 
Bill  have  expressed  their  concurrence 
in  the  principle  proposed  in  the  present 
Bill — namely,  the  making  of  some  altera- 
tion in  the  hour  of  closing  on  Saturday 
evenings.  I  take  this  opportunity  of 
saying  that  I  am  not  wedded  to  the 
hour  proposed  by  the  Bill ;  I  am  willing 
to  have  that  discussed  in  Committee, 
and  to  hear  what  experienced  Members 
have  to  say — ^first,  as  to  whether  the 
hour  should  be  universal  all  over  Ire- 
land; or,  whether  it  should  be  earlier 
or  later  in  the  towns  and  cities  as  com- 
pared with  the  country  districts.  I  re- 
peat that  this  Bill  is  a  compromise,  in 
the  sense  that  it  does  not  represent  my 
views,  and  theories,  and  convictions  as 
to  the  complete  way  of  settling  the 
question  in  Ireland.  I  have  only  neard 
of  two  Irish  Members  who  are  really 
opposed  to  the  principle  of  the  measure, 
and  I  only  have  to  say  that  if  any  con- 
siderable number  suggested  that  there 
really  was  any  popmar  objection  to 
Saturday  evening  closing  in  their  locali- 
ties, as  I  have  idways  been  an  advocate 
for  allowing  an  option,  I  would  support 
any  Motion  they  might  introduce  by  the 
way  of  giving  localities  an  option  on  the 
Bubjeot.  The  evidence  taken  before  the 
Select  Committee  of  the  opponents  to 
Sunday  dosing  was  all  in   favour  of 

Mr.  SuUivan 


closing  public-houses  on  Saturday  nigMi. 
Captain  Talbot,  the  Assistant  Canunii- 
sioner  of  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Po- 
lice, told  the  Select  Committee  that  h* 
would  strongly  recommend  the  doamg 
of  public-houses  on  Saturday  night  at 
an  earlier  hour.  The  Chief  Samtaiy 
asked  Captain  Talbot  if  his  reoom- 
mendation  to  dose  on  Saturday  at  9 
o'clock  was  based  not  only  on  th« 
drunkenness  which  went  on  that  tima, 
but  on  the  fact  that  it  was  continMd 
until  the  Sunday  morning  on  aocount  of 
the  houses  being  kept  open  so  late  on 
Saturday  night.  Captain  Talbot  rep^ 
that  he  was  satisfied  of  that,  explaming 
how  Saturday  night  was  the  main  caan 
of  most  of  the  Sunday  dronkemieis. 
Captain  Talbot  said — 

<<  A  man  drinks  until  11  o*dodc  on  Sfttardi}' 
night,  then  he  most  have  more,  and  he  goet  to 
the  night  hoiue,  and  heing  rather  weak  on  1^ 
Sunday  morning,  he  follows  the 


All  the  witnesses  concurred  that  the 
only  way  to  arrest  the  squander  of  the 
weekly  wages  was  to  dose  earlier  oa 
the  Saturday  night.  Inspector  Corr,  d 
the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Tolice,  a  maa 
who  was  always  opposed  to  Sondaj 
closing,  said — 

''  1  think  if  the  hours  were  curtailed  oa  tlu 
Saturday  it  would  have  a  good  effect.** 


The  Secretary  of  the  Publican's 
tion  in  Dublin,  Mr.  Dwyer,  who  wu 
also  examined  before  the  CommittM, 
gave  important  evidence.  I  should  b« 
sorry  to  complain  of  the  vituperatioa  h* 
has  devoted  to  me  in  discharging  ths 
duties  of  his  office.  A  public  man  mart 
not  be  thin-skinned,  and  although  Mr. 
Dwyer  published  a  letter  in  the  Licenwd 
Victuallers'  organ  of  London,  which 
was  undoubtedly  a  brecu^h  of  pivilego, 
charging  me  with  trickery,  I  do  not 
compledn,  as  I  regard  it  as  only  tb« 
publican's  way  of  putting  or  shoving 
an  argument.  Why  is  Mr.  Dwyer  w 
sore  ?  It  is  because  he  never  exp6ct«4 
to  be  taken  at  his  word.  He  said  hi» 
opinion  was  in  favour  of  earlier  doiiac 
on  Saturday,  and  now  his  friends  9m 
employers  turn  round  and  say — "Tot 
have  allowed  the  enemy  to  get  thro«i|^ 
the  Balkan  pass."    Mr.  Dwyer  said— 

**  I  oan  flay  so  much  for  them  (Um 
of  Dnhlin),  that  the  intempflfaaoa  i 
drinking,  which  undoabtedly  dost 
more  on  Saturday  viAX  ' 
and  if  it  could  be  pia  ai 
undertake  to  stop  tt  '^  ^ 
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The  gentleman,  after  this,  howeyer,  was 
in  an  awkward  position,  and  I  think 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  opposed  the  Sun- 
day Closinff  Bill  to-day  find  themselves 
in  a  oriticar  position  with  respect  to  my 
Bill.  They  are  brought  to  the  proof 
"whether  the  suggestions  of  Saturday 
losing  have  been  made  in  g^ood  faith 
or  not,  and  it  remains  to  be  seen  whe- 
ther they  will  now  oppose  the  proposal 
^rhioh  they  have  made  all  along.  My 
lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Oity 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Brooks)  ought  to  have 
brought  in  the  Bill,  for  he  claims  the 
credit  of  being  the  Member  who  has 
been  trying  to  establish  earlier  closing 
on  Saturday.  In  a  letter  to  one  of  his 
constituents,  he  says — 

^  If  there  are  to  be  other  reetrictiona  on  the 
wmlt>  of  intoxicatiiig  drinks  than  those  which  now 
exist,  it  ia  clearly  shown  they  should  not  be 
confined  to  Sundays,  nor  to  the  unenfranchised 
^1 ^j£  society. 


He  further  says — 

'*  I  cannot  understand  those  who  take  so  much 
interest  in  this  Bill  and  who  so  persistently 
refuse  to  join  in  my  efforts  rather  to  restrict  the 
hours  of  sale  on  Si&urday." 

Mb.  M.  BHOOKS  :  Be  good  enough 
to  read  the  passage  fully. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN :  My  hon.  Friend 
proceeded  to  say — 

**The  evil  arisine  from  the  abuse  of  drink 
cannot  be  oTerrated.  May  we  not  hope  that 
th£  efforts  of  those  benevolent  persons  who  pro- 
mote this  Bill  may  be  directed  to  the  spread  of 
religion  and  education  as  means  of  reform  more 
truly  efficacious  than  this  bald  and  naked  mea- 
snxv  of  poUceP*'  ' 

That  is  contained  in  a  letter  creditable 
to  my  hon.  Friend,  and  thoroughly  con- 
sistent with  his  support  of  Saturday 
ev^ening  and  Sunday  closing.  [Mr. 
Bbooks  :  No,  no  !  ]  The  hon.  Oentle- 
man  in  that  letter  complained  that  he 
was  not  supported  in  his  efforts  to  dose 
the  public-nouses  on  Saturday  nights, 
but  I  am  prepared  to  giro  him  my  sup- 
port, and  I  claim  the  hon.  Members 
▼ote  on  this  Bill.  This  is  a  Saturday 
dosing  Bill,  and  I  hope  you  will  not 
class  me  among  the  fanatics  who  refuse 
to  strive  for  anything  which  is  not  a 
settlement  of  the  whole  question.  Mr. 
Dwyer,  as  I  have  said.  Rave  eridence 
before  the  Oommittee  in  favour  of  dos- 
ing at  an  eariier  hour  on  Saturday 
•wainga,  and  Mr.  Charles  O'Donel,  a 
foiiM  nagiatrate  of  the  City  of  DubUn, 


who  ought  to  know  something  about 
this  subject,  says — 

"  I  am  against  Sunday  closing,  but  I  unhesi- 
tatingly say,  dose  by  all  means  earlier  on 
Satuiday.  At  present  the  hour  is  11,  and  as  it 
would  be  better  not  to  do  the  thing  too  violently, 
I  should  say  8  o'clock  in  summer  and  7  u 
winter." 


in 


I  think  I  can  satisfy  the  House  that  un- 
less these  sug^stions  are  insincere,  and 
simply  meant  for  the  purpose  of  divert- 
ing us  from  doing  anythmg  I  ought  to 
have  a  unanimous  vote.  [Mr.  Murphy  : 
Will  the  hon.  Oentleman  read  more  of 
Mr.  O'Donel's  evidence?]  No  one  is 
better  able  to  make  a  good  speech  than 
my  hon.  Friend,  as  we  had  an  ample 
illustration  the  other  day,  though  imu>r- 
tunately  it  was  on  the  wrong  side  of  the 
question ;  but,  perhaps,  he  will  allow  me 
to  make  my  own  statement  without 
interruption.  The  Publicans'  Associa- 
tion of  Dublin  brought  forward  wit- 
nesses from  s6me  of  the  trade  sodeties 
^-only  some  of  them,  most  of  whom 
said — '' Although  we  won't  have  Sun- 
day dosing,  we  ask  you  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  the  earlier  dosing  on 
Saturday  night"  Monsignor  M'Cabe, 
who  had  since  been  raised  to  the  Epis- 
copal purple  in  the  Homan  Catholic 
Church,  gave  evidence  before  the  Select 
Committee  in  1868,  to  the  effect  that, 
whilst  opposed  to  Sunday  closing,  he 
was  strongly  of  opinion  that  a  great 
deal  of  the  misery  due  to  intemperance 
was  to  be  attributed  to  the  Saturday 
evenine  drinking,  and  advised  that  the 
public-houses  should  be  dosed  at  9 
o'clock  on  Saturdays.  The  Mayor  of 
Limerick  stated  that  he  would  not  have 
the  public-houses  open  later  than  6 
o'clock  on  Saturday  evenings  in  winter 
and  7  in  summer.  Dr.  O'Shaughnessy, 
the  father  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
dty  of  Limerick,  advised  the  closing  of 
public-houses  at  8  o'dock.  Mr.  Barry, 
inspector  of  Constabulary  at  Cork,  Mr. 
O'Halloran,  and  others,  were  all  strongly 
in  favour  of  the  restriction  of  the  hours 
of  dosing  on  Saturday.  No  sinele  wit- 
ness suggested  that  it  would  do  harm  to 
dose  earlier  than  at  present  on  Satur- 
day night.  Therefore,  the  present 
measure  is  brought  forward  broadly  on 
its  merits.  It  is  no  substitute  for  a 
Sunday  Closing  Bill.  It  will  be  entirely 
for  those  who  believe  that  this  would 
cure  the  evil  to  show  that  having  passed 
the  measure  there  would  be  no  necessity 
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for  Sanday  dosing,  and  that  it  would 
take  the  life  out  of  that  agitation  that  is 
about  to  be  prosecuted  in  Ireland  during 
the  Beoess  with  regard  to  Sunday  clos* 
ing,  and  in  reference  to  the  challenge  as 
to  what  evidence  the  Irish  people  will 
give  between  this  Session  and  next.  I 
believe  the  Irish  people  will  be  intelli- 
gent enough  to  understand  the  attitude 
taken  by  hon.  Members.  They  will 
scrutinize  the  various  suggestions  which 
have  been  made  to  close  earlier  on 
Saturdays,  and  will  make  a  £rank  ac- 
knowledgment of  the  good  faith  of 
hon.  Members  who  intend  to  support 
the  Bill  to-day.  I  can  only  say  that  the 
Sunday  Closing  Association  would  be 
blind  to  its  own  interest  if  it  did  not 
know  how  to  turn  to  good  account  in 
the  Becess  the  attitude  taken  by  those 
who  have  obstructed  us  hitherto.  We 
have  endeavoured,  some  hon.  Members 
may  think  in  a  wrong  direction,  to  grap- 
ple with  this  question  Session  after 
Session,  and  although  we  are  called 
fanatics  and  monomaniacs,  and  charged 
with  being  impulsive,  I  admit  that  I 
myself  may  sometimes  indulge  in  strong 
language.  We  ought  to  nave  credit 
given  to  us  of  being  able  to  see  a  ter- 
rible evil  wasting  our  people,  tracking 
our  countr3rmen  fdl  over  the  globe,  pur- 
suing them  in  foreign  lands,  robbing 
their  wives  and  children  of  the  suste- 
nance that  ought  to  be  theirs,  taking 
the  shoes  off  their  feet  and  the  pence 
out  of  their  pockets  that  ought  to  pay 
the  school  fees,  and  keeping  poor  people 
day-labourers  and  hodmen,  who  ought  to 
be  equal  to  any  of  the  men  with  whom 
they  are  brought  in  contact.  We  may 
be  wrong,  but  there  are  some  of  us  who 
have  entered  upon  this  agitation  from 
motives  of  patriptism,  and  who  feel  that 
the  emancipation  of  the  people  will  only 
be  half  accomplished  untU  they  are 
rendered  sober  and  temperate.  Every 
year  we  come  here  asking  relief — now, 
in  one  direction ;  and  then,  in  another. 
This  is  the  smallest  modicum  of  relief  that 
has  yet  been  asked  for,  but  I  hope  the 
House  will  consent  to  pass  it.  I  beg  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  Sullivan.) 

Mb.  SHAW,  in  moving  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months,  said,  he  hoped  the  House  would 

Jfr.  Sullivan 


not  oondude  that  those  who  oppotd  dw 
measure  were  at  all  indiffereBt  to  ths 
evils  of  intemperanoe.     Thoy  were  aD 
as    anxious  as  the  hon.    and   leansd 
Member  who  brought  it  forwaid  (Mr. 
Sullivan)  to  promote  temperanoe  aad  to 
secure  the  comfort  and  well-bong  of  tht 
people ;  but  they  took  the  liberty  of     ' 
ferine  with  their  Friends  as  to  the 
by  which  that  object  ought  to  be 
plished.      They  had  a  strong  opmoa 
that  legislation  was  not  the  only  way. 
and  leg^islation  should  not  be  resorced 
to,  except  in  aid  of  moral  force.    TImt 
had  on  the  Paper  to-day  two  other  Biui 
on  the  same  subject  referring  to  Eng- 
land.   It  would  be  a  pleasing  Tariaty  if 
they  were  to  hear  their  English  Friends 
discuss  the  question.    So  far  they  had 
nothing  but  Irish  Sunday  dosing,  Irish 
Saturday  closing,  and  Irish  tempennoe 
for  the  whole  Session.    They  were  tho- 
roughly wearied  of  it,  and  should  liks 
the  introduction  of  some  variety.    His 
principal  objection  to  the  present  Bill 
was  as  to  the  time  it  was  introduced. 
He  attached  no  importance  to  the  sag* 
gestion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Callan),  that  they  had 
been  taken  by  surprise.     His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  far  Louth 
had  a  perfect  right  to  improve  his  Bill 
and   make  it  more   acceptable  to  the 
House.    At  the  same  time,  he  wu  not 
prepared  to  say  that  a  Bill  introduced  cm 
the  9th  of  February,  and  circulated  only 
on  the   12  th  of  July,  might  not  hare 
been  a  surprise  for  some  people.    It  wu 
no  surprise,  however,  to  him,  but  he 
could  not  help  saying  that  this  measun 
would  affect  a  very  large  interest,  and 
that  many  persons  representing  that  in- 
terest did  not  expect  that  ever  a  mea- 
sure would  be    introduced    under  the 
title  of  this  Bill.    It  was,  therefore,  on 
that  gpK)und  a  very  great   surprise  to 
manypeople  in  Irdand.    The  feeling  of 
the  House    was,  that  vested  interests 
should  be  fairly  dealt   with,  but  thst 
could  not  be  done  now.    Another  objec- 
tion he  had  was,  that  there  was  not  ths 
slightest  possibility  of  passing  the  Bill 
into  law    that    Session.     Was  that  i 
time  of  the  Session  when  they  oould  ex- 
pect to  pass  such  a  Bill  ?    If  the  Go- 
vernment took  it  up  and  adopted  it,  bs 
did  not  think  they  could  possibly  pan 
it  that  Session.     He  did  not  really  ob- 
iect  to  the  principle  of  the  BilL    As  t 
large  employer  of  labour  in  Irdand,  be 
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believed  that  the  efforts  which  had  been 
made  to  shorten  the  hours  on  Sunday 
had  been  attended  with  great  benefit. 
He  also  thought  that  there  would  be 
advantage  in  shortening  the  hours  on 
Saturday ;  but  it  was  impossible  at  that 
period  of  the  Session,  with  the  present 
accumulation  of  Business,  to  go  into  the 
question  and  weigh  and  balance  the 
various  interests  ejected  by  the  Bill. 
He  would,  therefore,  appeal  to  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  not  to  press  the  Bill 
that  Session,  and  in  that  case  he  thought 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  take  up  the  question  next  year,  and 
deal  with  it  as  a  whole — ^though  he  did 
not  suppose  it  was  their  duty  to  do  it,  as 
perhaps  they  preferred  to  see  Irish 
Members  worry  themselves  and  each 
other  upon  the  question.  They  occu- 
pied a  position  which  was  not  possessed 
by  private  Members;  and  although  per- 
sonally he  was  in  favour  of  shortening 
the  hours  both  on  Saturday  and  Sun- 
day, he  would  not  violently  legislate 
against  the  habits  and  feelings  of  the 
people.  Whatever  measure  they  pro- 
posed must  be  tentative.  Undue  haste 
would  only  create  more  evils,  and  if 
they  put  off  the  question  for  another 
year,  the  Government  in  the  Kecess 
would  be  able  to  consider  the  subject, 
and  propose  a  satisfactory  settlement 
next  Session.  The  Petitions  which  had 
been  presented  in  favour  of  the  Sunday 
Closing  Bill  came  firom  veiy  good  people 
— the  cream  of  them,  he  might  say ;  but 
the  same  people  would  petition  against 
the  pa3rment  of  any  money  to  Maynooth, 
and  in  favour  of  closing  monasteries  and 
nunneries.  The  question  with  which 
the  Bill  proposed  to  deal  was  a  most  im- 
portant one.  It  was  one  that  affected 
the  interest  of  the  poor,  and  was  for  the 
benefit  of  the  poor ;  but  he  was  not  in 
favour  of  any  legislation  that  would  de- 
prive a  man  of  his  good  and  healthful 
glass  of  beer.  A  proper  measure  on  the 
subject  could  not  fail  to  do  a  great  deal 
of  good  to  the  country;  but  he  could 
not  concur  in  any  measure  which  would 
shut  the  poor  man  out  from  Saturday  to 
Monday.  He  maintained  that  the  ques- 
tion was  one  that  should  not  be  left  in  the 
hands  of  an  amateur.  There  were  other 
reasons,  too,  why  this  Bill  should  be 
withdrawn.  He  appealed  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  bring  in  a  Bill  next  Session 
dealing  with  the  whole  subject;  and  as 
he  beUeved  there  was  no  possibility  of 


bringing  the  present  Bill  to  a  successful 
issue  this  year,  he  felt  bound  to  oppose 
it,  particularly  as  he  considered  that  a 
question  of  such  magnitude  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  by  those  who  were  respon- 
sible for  the  peace  and  good  order  of 
the  country,  and  not  by  an  amateur 
statesman. 

Mb.  M.  BBOOKS,  in  seconding  the 
Motion  for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill, 
said,  he  did  so,  because  he  believed  the 
measure,  if  passed,  would  be  found  in- 
operative for  the  purposes  for  which  it 
was  introduced.  It  was  stated  in  evi- 
dence before  (;he  Select  Committee  that 
at  present,  in  spite  of  the  supervision  of 
the  police,  there  were  a  great  many 
illicit  drinking-houses  in  Ireland ;  he 
believed  the  effect  of  passing  this 
Bill  would  be  to  increase  the  number, 
and  that  people  woiild  go  to  them  after 
the  Hcensed  public-houses  were  closed, 
and  would  not  only  be  drunkards,  but 
law  breakers.  Such  a  measure  as 
this  ought  to  be  under  the  charge  of 
the  Gbvemment,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  bring  in  a  Bill  dealing  with  the 
whole  subject  of  Sunday  closing  next 
year.  Should  they  do  so,  and  the  mea- 
sure be  calmly  deliberated  upon  by  that 
House,  he  would  gladly  support  it.  As 
for  the  Bill  under  notice,  he  believed, 
if  it  passed,  that  worse  evils  than  now 
prevailed  would  ensue. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  **  now,"  and  at  the  Qnd  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  '^upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr.  Shaw,) 

Mb.  CALLAN  denied  the  statement 
which  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  SuUi- 
van),  that  hon.  Members  had  been  pre- 
vented from,  entering  the  House  in  order 
that  no  House  should  be  made.  Now, 
if  that  were  so,  it  would  not  only  be 
disrespectful  to  the  Speaker,  but  a  mat- 
ter for  the  consideration  of  the  Serjeant- 
at-Arms.  Nothing  in  the  way  of  force 
occurred,  and  all  that  was  attempted 
was  a  little  gentle  persuasion.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  selected  passages 
from  the  evidence  given  by  Canon  M'Cabe 
before  the  Select  Committee;  but  Canon 
M'Cabe,  in  answer  to  a  question  put  to 
him  as  to  what  hour  he  thought  would 
be  desirable  to  dose  the  public-houses 
on  Saturday  night,  said,  in  his  opinion, 
9  o'clock  would  be  a  reasonable  hour. 
But  what   did  the   hon.  and  learned 
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Member  propose  in  his  Bill?  Why,  he 
went  £ar  beyond  what  Canon  M'Oabe 
thought  a  reasonable  hour,  and  proposed 
7  o'dook  as  the  hour  for  dosing  the 
houses.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
also  left  out  the  evidence  of  Captain 
Corbett,  who  thought  that  public-houses 
might  be  kept  open  on  Saturday  nights 
to  9  o'dock,  and  it  was  considered  by 
other  witnesses  that  half-past  10  o'clock 
was  the  most  desirable  time  at  which  to 
close  the  houses ;  and  none  of  the  wit- 
nesses recommended  that  they  should  be 
closed  at  so  early  an  hour  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  named  in  his  Bill. 
In  condusion,  he  would  say,  that  as  the 
subject  had  been  so  fully  discussed  on 
former  occasions,  there  was  not  now  any 
necessity  for  him  to  mention  anything 
further  than  to  hope  that  the  Bill  would 
be  rejected. 

Mb.  M^CAETHY  DOWNING,  in 
supporting  the  Bill,  said,  there  was  one 
part  of  it  m  which  he  was  entirely  with 
Ids  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan),  and  that  was 
the  dosing  of  public-houses  early  on 
Saturday  evening,  and  shortening  the 
hours  on  Sunday.  If  his  memory  did 
not  fail,  he  thought  that  several  hon. 
Members,  both  English  and  Irish,  had 
indicated  in  their  speeches  on  this  sub- 
ject, on  a  former  occasion,  that  they 
were  *  prepared,  if  any  hon.  Member 
brought  in  a  Bill  for  shortening  the 
hours  of  keeping  public-houses  open  on 
Saturday  and  Simday,  to  support  it. 
Now,  if  that  were  so,  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
understand  why  those  hon.  Members 
should  not  have  the  courage  of  their 
opinions,  and  act  up  to  them  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  by  supporting  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth. 
He  should  be  surprised  to  hear  any  hon. 
Member  speaking  against  the  Bill.  His 
hon.  Colleague  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  not  done 
BO,  and  the  only  reason  he  put  forward 
why  the  Bill  should  not  now  be  read  a 
second  time  was  that  the  House  had  not 
Buffident  time  to  discuss  and  pass  such  a 
measure.  That  imdoubtedlv  would  be 
BO,  if  the  Bill  were  obstTucted ;  but  there 
was  time  enoueh,  if  hon.  Members  were 
sincere  in  their  desire  to  see  the  Bill 
become  law  in  Ireland,  where  the  people 
were  in  favour  of  it.  He  denied  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  a  drunken 
people ;  but  the  drunkenness  that  there 
existed  was  in  a  great  measure  due  to 
the  drinking  which,  commencing  on  the 

Mr.Calkm 


Saturday  night,  was  carried  oa  to  tki 
Sunday,  and  Monday  found  the 
imfit  for  his  work. 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Membetrt 
not  present;    House  counted,   and  44 
Members  being  found  present, 


Me.  M'CAETHY  DOWNING 
sumed,  and  expressed  a  hope  that  t^ 
evil  which  his  hon.  and  learned  Frieoi 
proposed  a  remedy  to  mitigate  would  bt 
met  in  a  fair  spirit.  Kb  regarded  tk» 
possibility  of  passing  it  that  Sfawi. 
there  was  a  Bill  in  Committee,  of  whidi 
he  was  a  Member,  and  it  was  only  z^ 

S)rted  yesterday,  and  the  right  bos. 
entleman  the  Cliief  Secretary  Cor  Irt> 
land  hoped  that  that  and  another  mea- 
sure, which  were  delayed  in  pfogio«» 
would  pass  that  Session.  The  pnnciplc 
of  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Fnnid 
being  admitted  to  be  a  right  one,  why, 
he  asked,  did  hon.  Members  hesitate  to 
support  it?    If  there  was  not  a&  «k- 

Eression  of  opinion  in  this  countiy  it 
ivour  of  the  Bill,  there  was  a  itmf 
one   in   Ireland.     By    shortening  tht 
hours  in  which  public-houses  in  Irelsod 
were  kept  open,  they  would  confer  s 
great  benefit  on  the  working  clsstei  ia 
Ireland.    His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  quoted  from  the  evidence  given  be- 
fore the  Committee,  and  in  a  most  n»- 
cinct  manner  he  had  quoted  from  ths 
evidence  of  the  witnesses  brou^it  Ofcr 
by  the  opponents  of  the  Sunday  Closiiif 
Bill,  and  were  was  not  one  of  those  wit- 
nesses who  did  not  say  that  early  doof 
on  Saturday  would  be  a  great  benefit  to 
the  community.    Now,  effect  was  givsa 
to  that  opinion  in  this  Bill  standing  aov 
for  second  reading  on  the  18thof  Jnfy. 
He  did  not  know  when  the  House  vsi 
to  be  dismissed  b^  Her  Majesty ;  bat  if 
the  Bill  were  met  m  a  fair  way,  there  was 
no  difficulty  in  the  way  of  its  becomisr 
the  law  of  the  land.    But  he  doubtsd 
if  the  Executive  in  Ireland,  or  the  Go- 
vernment in  England  really  desired  tk* 
Bill.    K  they  did  desire  to  pass  the  Bia 
it  would  be  passed ;  but  he  apprehended 
there  was  some  fear  that  to  support  thi 
Bill  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  Im 
Louth  would  offend  a  large  portion  o^ 
the  constituents  of  this  country.    Yeited 
interests  was  the  cry,  and  vested  intsrali 
must  not  be  tampered  with.    But  wkst 
were  these  vestea  interests?    No  naa 
under  the  BiU  would  be  deprived  of  ^ 
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fieenoe  and  no  additional  tax  was  placed 
upon  lum.    It  was  merely  this — ^that  the 
law  would  not  allow  him  to  keep  his 
hoose  open  as  a  snare  at  a  time  when 
lie  and  his  family  shoald  be  in  bed.   His 
lion.  Friends  from  Ireland  had  as  much 
experience  upon  the  subject  as  he  had ; 
bat  it  had  been  his  habit  to  sit  for  some 
time  as  a  magistrate  in  his  county,  and 
lie  could  say  that  out  of  a  bench  of  16 
zomffistrates,  there  was  not  one  single 
diflerenoe  of  opinion  as  to  the  advantage 
of  dosing  early  on  Saturday.     Their 
Tiews  differed  as  to  entire  Sunday  closing. 
In  the  small  towns  of  his  own  county  the 
market  day  was  usually  Saturday,  and 
the  country  people  came  to  the  towns  in 
crowds  from  the  surrounding  districts  to 
Mill  their  agricultural  produce  and  other 
eommodities.    Their  goods  being  sold, 
the  money  in  their  pockets,   and  the 
pnblic-houses  beine  before  them,  they 
eould  not  resist  going  into  them,  and  it 
"was  then,  during  the  late  hours  of  mar- 
ket day,  that  the  people  drank  to  drunk- 
enness.   Both  as  a  magistrate  and  a 
g^rand  juror  he  was  able  to  say  the 
crimes  attributed  to  drunkenness  did  not 
arise  from  drinking  in  the  early  part  of 
the  day,  but  frx>m  the  night  drinking, 
when  men  after  leaving  one  public-house 
were  on  their  way  attractea  by  the  bril- 
liant lighting  up  of  another.     Stop  this 
drinking  on  Saturday  night— confer  a 
boon  upon  the  people  of  &eland.    The 
people   desired  it.     It  would   remove 
temptation.    They  would  go  early  from 
market  to  their  homes  and  their  wives 
with    their    money   in    their    pockets. 
Sunday  would  be  a  happy  day,  and  on 
Monday  they  would  be  ready  to  resume 
their  work.    But  by  public-houses  being 
open  in  country  towns  till  10,  and  in 
eities  till  1 1 ,  there  was  a  sure  snare  ready 
lor  the  unwary  countrymen  who  came 
into  town,  a  snare  set  for  the  injury  of 
bis  body  and  mind,  as  well  as  an  injury 
to  his  uunily.     A  man  who  went  to  bed 
drunk  on  Saturday  night  did  not  go  to  a 
place  of  worship  on  a  Sunday.     While 
ne  was  opposed  to  Sunday  dosing,  he 
gave  the  Bill  his  support,  and  he  hoped 
that  English  Members  would  poin  with 
Irish  Members  in  offering  facilities  for 
its  passing,  and  that  the  Uhief  Secretary 
would  prove  the  sincerity  of  the  (Govern- 
ment by  doing  all  he  could  to  ensure  its 
becoming  the  law  of  the  land. 

Captaik  NOLAN  said,  he  was  glad  to 
see  thehon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 

VOL.  OUXXXV.    [thibd  amss.] 


(Mr.  Sullivan) inhis  place,  ashe  was  about 
to  suggest  to  him  the  advisability  of  not 

taking  a  division  upon  this  Bill  this 
year,  but  that  he  should  wait  till  next 
vear    before  doing  so.      That  counsel 
had  been  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.   Shaw)  and  by  others,  who 
said  that  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  had 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  consulting 
their  constituento   on  the  question,  and 
he  was  in  the  same  position.    This  was 
just  one  of   those  Bills  on  which  he 
should  have  liked  to  consult  those  who 
sent  him  there,  in  order  to  discover  whe- 
ther it  was  a  Bill  which  had  their  general 
approval  or  not.  The  Bill  was  introduced 
early  in  the  Session,  under  the  title  of  the 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill ;  but 
that  title  might  mean  anything.  If  a  Bill 
with  such  a  title  had  been  introduced  under 
the  auspices  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lime- 
rick county  (Mr.  0*Sullivan),  it  might  be 
supposed  to  be  a  measure  regulating  the 
mixmj?  or  blending  of   spirits,    or    to 
keep  Scotch  spirit  out  of  the  Irish  mar- 
kets ;  while  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  the  Bill  mi^ht  have 
been  supposed  to  be  one  prohibiting  the 
sale,  or  taking  off  all  restrictions  in  the 
trade — for  he  had  favoured  both  propo- 
sitions. If  he  (Captain  Nolan)  had  been 
asked  what  the  Bill  meant,  as  to  either, 
he  could  not  have  given  any  information 
from  the  title.    Upon  the  original  intro- 
duction of  the  measure,  the  only  idea 
conveyed  to  him  was  that  it  might  mean 
anything.  About  a  week  ago  he  learned, 
and  probably  he  was  one  of  the  first 
Members  of  the  House  to  do  so,  that  it 
meant  the  dosing  of  the  public-houses 
in  Ireland  at  7  o'cock  on  Saturday  even- 
ing.   What  was  he  to  do  in  that  case  ? 
He  might  have  scattered  copies  of  the 
Bill  as  well  as  he  could,  and  have  written 
to  ask  his  constituents'  opinion  upon  it ; 
but  it  would  have  been  thought  a  strange 
thing  to  give  them  onlv  a  week's  consi- 
deration, and  they  would  naturally  have 
returned  the  answer — **  Why  did  you  not 
do  so  a  week  ago  ?  "    On  the  other  hand, 
had  he  asked  the  opinion  of  his  consti- 
tuents as  soon  as  he  became  aware  of 
the  nature  of  the  measure,  he  might 
have  got  an  expression  on  one  side  from 
the  teetotallers,  and  one  of  a  contrary 
character  from  the  publicans,  but  the 
moderate  people  in  his  county,  whose 
opinions  were  worth  having,  would  not 
have  made  up  their  minds  on  the  sub- 
ject.   It  was  not  always  an  easy  matter, 
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OBpeciallj  in  the  counties  of  Ireland,  to 
find  out  what  people  wanted,  and  as  this 
was  a  Bill  peculiarly  for  the  constituen- 
cies, he  did  not  know  how  he  should 
vote  on  the  merits  of  the  question.  He 
considered  the  Bill,  just  as  the  Sunday 
Closing  Bill,  one  on  which  they  were 
bound  to  get  the  adyice  of  those  who 
would  be  affected  thereby.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers probably  would  not  have  to  loiter 
in  public-houses  on  Sunday  or  Saturday. 
They  might  do  so,  perhap,  as  he  had 
occasionally,  but,  as  a  rule,  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  not  find  any  inconyenience 
from  either  Bill  passing,  so  far  as  they 
were  personally  concerned,  so  it  was 
more  necessary  to  get  the  opinion  of  the 
class  who,  as  he  had  said,  would  be 
affected — the  farmers,  the  labourers,  and 
the  populations  of  towns.  There  was 
one  class  of  the  community  which  he 
should  have  liked  to  consult  on  this 
question — the  guides  of  the  people — the 
clergy.  He  had  not  the  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  subject  with  the  Catholic 
clergy.  The  opinion  there  might  be  in 
favour  of  or  against  the  Bill ;  but  as  a 
measure  affecting  the  moral  habits  of 
the  people,  he  should  like  to  ask  the 
clergy  what  they  thought  about  it  before 
giving  his  vote ;  so  also  with  the  views 
of  the  magistracy,  who,  as  having  a 
larger  acquaintance  with  crime,  and  that 
which  led  to  crime,  than  he  could  pos- 
sibly possess,  were  better  entitled  to 
express  an  opinion.  He  should  have 
liked  to  have  asked  all  these  parties  how 
to  vote.  They  could  only  nave  been 
arrived  at  by  letter,  and  he  had  certainly 
sent  letters  by  post  to  persons  in  the 
county  which  he  represented,  but,  as 
they  all  knew,  letters  sometimes  went 
astray — and  it  must  be  said  that  com- 
munication, in  some  parts  of  Ireland, 
was  rather  intermittent.  The  result  was 
that  at  the  present  moment  he  was  ab- 
solutely without  instructions.  It  would 
be  a  different  thing  if  the  question  were 
a  war  Estimate,  where  a  Member  had 
to  make  up  his  mind  one  way  or  the 
other  on  the  spur  of  the  moment,  and 
vote  hastily  either  for  or  against  a  pro- 
posal of  that  kind  without  there  being 
time  to  consult  his  constituents;  but 
this  was  a  Bill  which  might  have  been 
brought  in  10  or  20  years  ago,  and 
might  as  well  be  introduced  next  year 
as  this.  It  was  dated  to  take  effect  nrom 
the  1st  October.  He  had  never  taken  a 
prominent  part  in  this  liquor  question, 

Captain  Nolan 


though  there  wefre  few  Irish  quartinM 
he  did  not  have  somethinff  to  mj  «|k«  ; 
but  upon  this  subject  he  nad  not  ni4  a 
word,  and  he  had  no  wish  to  grrahk 
vote.  If  compelled  to  go  to  a  divisan^ 
he  should  probably  vote  against  the  BiO 
this  year,  but  next  year  he  migbtv  per- 
haps, after  consulting  his  oonatitanili, 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  ba  did 
not  wish  to  expose  himself  to  a  chaxft 
of  inconsistency  by  so  doing.  Snppott 
that  on  the  1st  of  October  peoide  wwt 
to  find  that  the  Bill  had  beooma  law, 
what  would  happen  ?  Whj,  in  tka 
market  town  in  whieh  he  Uved,  wbeie 
as  was  the  case  in  that  part  of  Irelaad 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  th« 
county  of  Cork  (Mr.  McCarthy  Downing) 
— the  market  was  held  on  Satordaj, 
they  would  be  unable  to  get  anything 
after  7  o'clock.  Publicans  who  had  laid 
in  their  stores,  not  expectinff  a  measure 
of  this  kind,  would  naturaUy  feel  ag- 
grieved, and  they  would  look  upon  hm 
in  a  nice  way,  if  they  found  he  had  voted 
in  favour  of  the  measure.  Had  the 
question  been  one  of  oloeinR  the  public* 
houses  on  Sunday,  that  would  have  be«a 
different,  because  the  question  had  hmm 
before  his  constituents  for  years,  and  hs 
had  seen  some  500  or  600  people  with 
reference  to  it,  and  had  a  very  fair  idta 
of  how  his  constituency  required  him 
to  vote,  though  neither  on  that,  nor 
on  any  other  subject  were  ther  nar- 
ticularly  unanimous.  However,  he  nad 
not  the  faintest  notion  how  thej  wishsd 
him  to  vote  with  regard  to  this 
Bill.  Therefore,  he  waa  of  opinica 
that  it  ought  to  be  laid  by  till  text  jetr, 
and  then,  if  he  found  his  oon^ituesti 
wished  it,  he  would  vote  for  it  with  iar 
more  pleasure  than  he  should  upon  the 
Sunday  Closing  Bill.  He  had  on^  one 
objection  to  the  Sunday  Closing  BiU,  hot 
that  objection  did  not  hold  in  this  caae. 
His  objection  to  the  former  was  that  it 
pressed  hard  upon  a  portion  of  people, 
some  50  or  60,  in  his  oountr,  wnere  it 
was  the  habit  to  set  up  publio-housoi 
near  the  chapel,  and  where — he  did  not 
know  whether  it  waa  so  in  Proteftast 
communities— people,  after  attending  te 
their  religious  duties,  went  not  oiilj  for 
refreshment,  but  in  a  great  number  of 
instances  to  purchase  their  week's  eo* 
ceries  and  small  stores.  If  the  pnoofr* 
houses  were  shut  up — for  these  wen 
generally  stores  as  wml — not  only  vo«U 
Uie  tradesmen  be  ruined,  but  the 
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woald  be  wetj  greatly  inoonTenienced. 
This  was  liie  oliief  objection  to  the  Sun- 
day Oloeing  Bill,  but  that  was  not  the 
queatian  here.    No  particular  class,  so 
imx  as  he  was  aware,  would  be  very  much 
inoovenienced  by  this  measure,  and  he, 
personaUy,  had  no  objection  to  it.    They 
moat  giTe  the  promoters  the  credit  of 
sayings  that  they  had  pushed  it  forward 
with  great  ener^  and  judgment,  though, 
in  his  opinion,  it  would  not  be  a  proof  of 
good  judgment  were  they  to  press  it  to 
a  dhrision  now,  because  they  would  force 
hon.  Members  to  follow  the  temperance 
men,    and  tiiey  might  find  themselves 
obUg^  to  Tote  against  it  this  year.  But 
eren  if  it  was  pressed  to  a  division,  he 
qneationed     very   much    whether   the 
■eoond  reading   would   be    agreed  to. 
And  what  was  the  extraordinary  reason 
giYon  for  pressing  the  Bill  forward  this 
Seeaion  ?    He  doubted  whether,  because 
three  or  four  hon.  Members  happened  to 
sajf  in  the  heat  of  debate,  that  public- 
honaee  should  be  dosed  on  Saturday  even- 
ings, this  Bill  would  meet  the  necessities 
of  the  case.    It  would  be  bad  policy  on 
their  part  to  allow  Uiis  Bill  to  be  passed, 
as  it  would  establish  a  precedent  which 
they  nuRht  have  cause  to  regret  here- 
after.   It  would  be  a  precedent  for  the 
Ooremment  to  propose  a  Bill  on  any  oc- 
casion, and  asK  them  at  a  few  days' 
notice  to  pass  judgment  upon  it.    The 
House  did  not  want  to  be  asked  to  pass 
Bills  at  a  week's  notice,  without  any 
opportunity  being  afforded  them  of  con- 
sulting their  constituents,   and  asking 
them  to  pronounce  upon  them.    They 
would  injure  their  cause  enormously  if 
they  asked  the  House  to  pass  this  mea- 
sure.   He  hoped  his  hon.  Friends  would 
consent  to  postpone  it  till  next  year,  and 
then  the  whole  subject   bein?  before 
them,  they  could  decide  upon  the  merits 
of  the  case.    The  Sunday  Closing  Bill 
affected  the  rural  part  of  the  population, 
but  this  Bill  would  affect  the  town  popu- 
lations, and  it  would  be  easy  for  the  Ke- 
presentatives  of  towns  to  ascertain  the 
feelings  of  their  constituents  upon  it. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned   Member   for  Louth  and    the 
junior  Member  for  the  county  of  Cork 
(Mr.    McCarthy   Downing)   would  not 
press  him  to  the   necessity  of  voting 

sgainst  the  BiU.  

SiB  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT :  Sir, 
I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  ocoa^ 
sioa.    ToUy  Sir,  have  ruled  with  regard 


to  the  point  of  Order  that  has  been 
raised,  and  if  you  had  not  so  ruled,  I 
should  certainly  now  have  raised  the 
question.    I  am  bound  to  say,  first  of 
all,  with  all  respect  to  the  hon.   and 
learned  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sulli- 
van), that  it  is  a  most  irregular  practice 
for  any  man  in  this  House  to  ballot  at 
the  beginning  of  the  Session  and  to  get 
his  name  put  down  for  a  Bill,  which  he 
fixes  for  some  particular  day,  when  at 
the  time  that  ballot  takee  place  and  he 
puts  his  name  down  for  a  Bill,  he  has  not 
a  notion  what  the  contents  of  the  Bill 
are  to  be.    That  is  one  of  those  uncon- 
stitutional things  that  ought  not  to  be 
tolerated  in  this  House  for  one  moment. 
I  venture  to  think  that  when  a  man  in- 
tends to  bring  a  Bill  before  this  House, 
he  is  bound  to  know  exactly  what  he  in- 
tends to  bring  forward.     If  I  am  rightly 
informed,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Louth  has  placed  in  this  Bill  many 
clauses  which  he  has  copied  from  the 
Beport  of  a  Select  Committee  upstairs 
upon  another  Bill.    But  what  does  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  do?     This 
Bill  is  not  delivered  to  hon.  Members 
till  the  12th  of  July,  and  now,  upon  the 
18th  of  July,  it  comes  on  as  the  First 
Order  of  the  Day.     That,  I  think,  is 
absolutely  wrong  and  improper.    The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  takes  every 
opportunity  of  stating  the  necessity  that 
exists    for    preventing  drunkenness  in 
Ireland,  ana  I,  like  him  and  every  other 
hon.  Member  in  this  House,  are  most 
anxious  that    drunkenness  everywhere 
should  be  suppressed  ;  but  it  cannot  be 
done  by  law.     There  must  be  something 
far  beyond  law  to  suppress  drunkenness. 
Far  greater  influence  must  be  used  over 
the  people  of  this  g^eat  country  than 
law  to  prevent  drunkenness.    The  hon. 
and   learned    Member   for    Louth,   al- 
though he  has  spoken  often  and  strongly 
on  this    question  —  although  no  hon. 
Member  has    used    stronger  language 
towards  the  Oovemment  than  he  has 
done  for  not  giving  him  what  he  wanted 
— has  most  signally   failed   in   under- 
standing the  necessity  there  is,  when 
any  man  attempts  to  bring  in  a  Bill  in- 
terfering, as  this  Bill  will  do,  not  only 
with  the  riffhts  of  publicans — because 
they  might  oe  put  on  one  side,  if  they 
are  in  direct  opposition  to  the  interests 
of  the  people-— but,  interfering  with  the 
rights  of  the  people,  he  is  bound  to  con- 
■ider,  and  ought  to  have  considered,  how 
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Buoh  a  question  as  that  could  be  fairly 
dealt  with.  Nobody  knows  better  than 
he  does  the  inconvenience  of  bringing 
in  Bills  of  this  fragmentary  character. 
First,  we  are  told  that  Sunday  closing  is 
the  panacea  which  is  to  set  everything 
right  in  Ireland;  but  when  they  are 
told  that  it  might  be  advisable  to  try 
Sunday  closing  in  certain  districts,  pro- 
vided the  large  towns  are  left  out,  they 
Bay — **  Oh,  no ;  we  will  not  have  that  at 
all,"  and,  finding  they  cannot  get  what 
they  want,  they  say  they  will  close  on 
Saturday  night,  and  that  that  will  meet 
the  case.  I  ask,  whether  that  is  not  the 
deliberate  opinion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth  and  those 
who  are  acting  with  him  ?  [Mr.  Sulli- 
YAN :  No.]  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber shakes  his  head,  but  that,  at  all 
events,  is  the  course  of  their  action,  and 
therefore  I  have  a  right  to  say  that  is 
their  deliberate  opinion.  But  look  at 
what  will  happen  now.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth,  clever  as  he 
is,  sharp  and  astute  as  he  is,  when  in- 
vestigating and  looking  into  all  manner 
of  things,  yet  fails  to  appreciate  public 
opinion.  Public  opinion,  so  far  as  I 
have  been  able  to  gather  it,  is  veering 
round  in  Ireland,  and  I  will  venture  to 
say,  whatever  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  may  think,  that  next  year  he 
will  have  far  less  chance  of  carrying  the 
Sunday  Closing  Bill  in  this  House  than 
he  has  had  this  year.  He  thinks  the 
House  is  not  going  to  pass  the  Sunday 
Closing  Bill,  and  so  now,  at  the  fag-end 
of  the  Session,  he  will  try  to  close  public- 
houses  a  greater  portion  of  Saturday 
evening.  Well,  I  say,  this  is  not  a  wise 
proceeding.  If  you  are  going  to  deal 
with  this  question  deal  with  it  in  a 
statesmanlike  way.  At  the  beginning 
of  next  year,  bring  in  a  Bill  dealing  with 
the  liquor  question  in  Ireland,  taking 
Saturday,  if  you  please,  with  Sunday, 
and  let  us  discuss  it  in  this  House,  and 
deal  with  it  as  we  may  be  advised  will 
be  for  the  advantage  of  those  who  will 
be  affected  by  it.  I  venture  to  say  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 
will  not  find  that  Englishmen  are  unpre- 
pared to  give  every  attention  and  con- 
sideration to  the  subject  which  has  been 
BO  repeatedly  brought  before  this  House. 
There  are  many  men  who  have  deter- 
mined to  sacrifice  a  certain  portion  of 
their  individual  opinions  because  they 
believed  a  majority  of  the  Irish  people 
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were  in  favour  of  Sunday  oloem^.  W^m 
the  supporters  of  the  Bill  are  treated  ia 
that  way,  is  it  fair  at  thia,  thA  eleTcatk 
hour  of  the  Session  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of 
this  kind  which  deals  so  Btronriy  witk 
the  rights  of  the  people  of  Irelana  ?  1k» 
hon.  and  leamea  Member  for  Looib  is 
Member  for  a  large  agricnlturml 
stituency.     Has  he  oonsulted  that 
stituency,  as  to  whether  it  is  wise  or 
desirable  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind! 
Is  he  going  to  ride  over  them  roogk 
shod,  and  see  if  he  can  get  a  majority 
of  the  House  of  CommonB  to  pais  kii 
measure,  because  he  thinks  it  wiJi  be  for 
their  advantage?     And    does   he  ool 
know  perfectly  well  that  the  great  cry 
in  Ireland  has  been  that  the  people  c«a 
get  whiskey,  which  is  their  main  drtnk, 
upon  Saturday,  so  that  there  is  no  occa- 
sion to  go  to  the  public-hoQse  on  Sea- 
day  ?  and,  notwithstanding  this,  he  aov 
turns  round  and  says  that  in  these  very 
hours,  when  people  are  leaving  thor 
work,  they  are  not  to  be  allowed  to  go  to 
the  public-houses  at  all.     If  he  had  pat 
the  hour  of  closing  at  a  more  modsratt 
time  we  might  have  oonsidered  sons- 
thing  about  it.      But  he  says — ^'No; 
7  o'dock.    No  man  is  to  go  to  a  poblis- 
house  after  7  o'clock ;  while  he,  and  all 
those  like  him  may  go  when  and  whers 
they  pleased."    There  is  another  thisf . 
Many  of  them  forget  that  ^e  oonsomp- 
tion  of  beer  is  growing  g^reater,  aad  I 
hope  will  grow  greater  every  day  in 
Ireland,  and  one  of  the  great  reasooi 
for  not  closing  these  houses  may  be  thai 
people  ought  to  be  able  to  get  their  bc«r 
not  only  upon  Saturday  night»  but  also 
for  a  certain  time  on  Sunday.   I  veotnn 
to  hope  that  the  practice  of  drinkiiig 
beer  may  increase,  much  to  the  detri- 
ment of  the  whiskey  traffic.    Bat  it  is  a 
grave  consideration   for  the  hon.  aad 
learned  Gentleman,  whether  when  b« 
comes  at  such  a  time  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of 
this  kind,  which  can  only  reoomnciid 
itself  to  some  few,  who,  at  the  oost  of 
harassing  the  Government  and  harasnaf 
this  House  with  legislation  which  they 
know  cannot  pass,  will  not  damage  that 
cause  which  they  profess  to  have  at  hcaxt 
and  remove  to  a  considerable    exttet 
any  chance  of  passing  a  good  Bill  tat 
Ireland. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  said,  he  aho«U 
not  have  taken  part  in  the  disomifla 
had  it  not  been  for  a  remark  mads  lit 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  coimty  of  Ooft 
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(Mr.  McCarthy  Downing),  who  said  that 
this  waa  a  Bill  on  whion  the  English  as 
well  as  the  Irish  Members  ought  to  pro- 
nounoe  an  opinion.  That  being  the  case, 
bo,  as  an  English  Member,  and  as  one 
who  desired  to  the  utmost  of  his  power 
to    ^aard  the  privileges  of  the   great 
body  of  the  people,  thought  it  his  duty 
to  enter  his  protest  against  such  a  Bill 
as   tbat  before  the  House.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork   pleaded  in  a  most 
effusive  way  as  to  the  necessity  of  pass- 
ing ibe  Bill,  and  he  made  use  of  a  most 
bumiliating  statement  in  respect  to  a 
section  of  his  own  countrymen  as  a  proof 
of  tbe  necessity  for  doing  so.     He  wished 
this  Bill  to  pass — for  whom  ?    Not  for 
ibe  working  classes,   on  whose  behalf 
Bucb    illiberal  and   unwise  professions 
were  made,  all  in  the  way  of  depriving 
them   of   their   personal  liberties,  but 
lor  tbe  farmers  coming  to  market  with 
tbeir  produce.    This  Bill  was  to  prevent 
tbem  ixom  obtaining  drink  on  Saturday 
nigbt,   and  preventing  them  from  the 
niieery  of  recovering  from  drunkenness 
on  Sunday.  This  legislation  was  wanted 
for  the  farmers  who  came  to  the  markets 
and  sold  their  goods  on  Saturdays.  Now 
be  (Mr.  Macdonald)  should  be  very  loth 
to  believe  that  the  farming  class  in  Ire- 
land were  so  wretchedly  low  in  their 
moral  habits  as  to  require  such  legisla- 
tion.    He  should  be  very  loth  to  believe 
tbat  in  the  case  of  that  powerful  body, 
the  clergy  of  Ireland,  to  which  Irishmen, 
wherever  they  were,  paid  the  highest 
attention,  and  for  which  he  respected 
tbem,  although  not  a  member  of  their 

Church 

Mr,  M'CAETHY  DOWNING  rose 
to  a  point  of  Order.  He  had  never  said 
anytliing  at  all  reflecting  on  the  moral 
character  of  the  farming  class.  He 
merely  alluded  to  them  as  one  class  of 
persons  affected  bv  drinking  late  on 
Saturdays.  He  included  artizans  and 
labourers,  and  meant  no  reflection  on 
the  moral  character  of  any  person. 

Ma.  MACDONALD  submitted  that  he 
was  nerfectly  in  Order,  and  that  the 
bon.  Member  had  just  confirmed  exactly 
what  he  was  saving — that  the  farmers 
were  liable  to  (irink.  He  had  not  said 
a  word  about  unmorality,  although  the 
bon.  Member  no  doubt  looked  upon 
drinking  as  immorality.  He  was  saying 
tbat  be  did  not  believe  that  the  in- 
floences  which  had  been  brought  to 
bear  upon  the  population  were  of  such 


a  character  as  to  lead  them  into  the 
rioting  and  disorder  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  referred.  But  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  this  legislation  if  it 
should  take  place  ?  Would  it  cure  the 
evil  of  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan),  and  those 
who  supported  him  complained?  He 
ventured  to  say  it  would  not.  If  the 
farmers  had  tasted  a  little  in  the  after- 
noon, would  the  result  not  be  that  be- 
fore the  houses  were  closed  they  would 
have  recourse  to  purchasing  a  quantity 
of  drink  and  carying  it  along  with  them, 
and  instead  of  drinking  it  where  they 
desired  to  have  it,  they  would  be  driven 
to  take  it  at  their  homes  amongst  their 
children  and  in  the  domestic  circle.  If 
drink  was  an  evil — and  he  believed  it  to 
be  a  serious  evil — it  should  not  be  driven 
into  the  houses  of  the  poor.  He  opposed 
the  Bill  on  this  further  ground,  that  if 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  promoted 
measures  of  this  kind  were  to  succeed  in 
getting  it  passed  for  Ireland,  they  would 
try  to  get  it  passed  for  England  as  well. 
He  did  not  believe  in  perpetrating  the 
slightest  leaven  of  injustice ;  and  so  long 
as  he  was  in  that  House  he  would  do  his 
best  to  prevent  it.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth,  and  those 
who  supported  him,  were  really  desirous 
that  the  Bill  should  be  just  in  its  cha- 
racter, they  would,  besides  preventing 
the  poor  farmer,  the  artizan,  and  the 
labourer  ^m  getting  drink,  put  in  a 
clause  enacting  that  every  person  who 
bad  a  cellar,  and  a  key  to  that  cellar, 
should  deliver  the  key  into  the  hands  of 
the  police  by  7  o'clock  on  Saturday 
evenings.  They  would  then  be  pru- 
vented  from  drinking  as  well  as  the 
middle  and  poorer  classes  throughout 
the  country.  If  they  were  so  desirous 
of  having  people  sober  and  correct  in 
their  habits  let  them  be  just,  and  close 
all  the  clubs  in  Dublin  and  elsewhere. 
A  measure  of  that  kind  should  be  made 
applicable  to  all  classes.  He  had  been  in 
Dublin,  where  he  had  observed  the  upper 
classes,  and  if  he  might  use  the  expres- 
sion, he  should  say  that  it  had  cost  more 
to  paint  one  of  their  faces  that  he  saw 
with  liquor  than  would  supply  the  wants 
of  the  working  classes  of  a  whole  county 
for  several  months.  In  conclusion,  he 
would  say  that  he  had  a  strong  desire 
for  the  temperance  of  the  people,  but  he 
did  not  beheve  it  could  be  obtained  by 
restrictive  measures.      The  only  hope 
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was  to  raise  the  people  by  other  means, 
to  elevate  them  by  higher  objects  of  a 
more  enobling  character  than  mere 
coercive  laws,  which  said  in  effect  that 
they  should  not  be  permitted  to  drink, 
whilst  others  might  drink  as  much  as 
they  chose  and  when  they  thought  fit. 

Me.    MACAETNEY,   in  supporting 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  said,  it 
was  exceedingly  difficult  to  meet  the 
various  views  of  those  who  took  an  inte- 
rest in  this  question,  and  especially  its 
opponents.     When  Sunday  closing  was 
proposed,  they  urged  earlier  closing  on 
Saturday,  and  now  that  that  was  pro- 
posed, they  resisted  it.     There  was  not 
a  single  authority  in  the  Constabulary, 
the  Dublin  police,  or  amongst  the  ma- 
gistracy, who  was  examined  before  the 
Select  Committee  on  Sunday  Closing, 
that  did   not    propose    the  alternative 
policy  of  this  Bill,  and  the  shortening  of 
hours,  if  not  total  dosing,  on  Sundays. 
They  also  knew  that    the  right    hon. 
Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
on  several  occasions,  had  intimated  that 
if  the  supporters  of  the  Sunday  Closing 
Bill  would  be  satisfied  with  the  shorten- 
ing of  hours  on  Sunday,  and  the  short- 
ening of  hours  on  Saturday  evening,  he 
would  be  prepared  to  consider  it,  and  he 
certainly  left  the  impression  Uiat  the 
Government  would  take  up  the  question. 
But  they  were  now  told  that  to  attempt 
by  law  to  make  a  man  sober  was  an  in- 
fringement of  his  liberty.     When  Bills 
had  been  before  that  House  for  prevent- 
ing men  and  women  from  working  as 
long  as   they  liked,   or  for  preventing 
parents  from  making  their  children  work 
as  long  as  they  liked,  had  the  House 
ever  hesitated  to  adopt  them  on   the 
ground  that  they  would  be  restricting 
the  liberty  of  the  subject  ?    Hon.  Mem- 
bers now  seemed    extremely    sensitive 
about  the  liberty   of  their  neighbours 
and  of  the  lower  classes ;  but  whenever 
Bills  had  been  passed  in  that  House  in 
which  their  liberties  and  interests  were 
severally  attacked,  they  had  had  to  sub- 
mit when  it  was  proved  that  their  doing 
so  would  be  for  the  public  advantage. 
Surely  the  advantage  of  having  a  nation 
as  sober  as  it  could  be  made  by  legisla- 
tion would  be  an  immense  gain,  and 
worth  trying  for.    Very  recently  a  sum-  ^ 
mary  appeared  in  one  of  the  evening 
papers,  and  it  stated  that  the  convictions  i 
for  drunkenness  in  Ireland  had  increased  | 
^m  6,000  a  few  years  ago  to  17,000 
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last  year.  If  the  oonviotuna  Ittd  m- 
creased  nearly  300  per  cent,  it  migbt  \m 
supposed  that  the  unconvicted  dra:^»<di 
had  increased  in  a  similar  ratio;  forny 
one  observing  the  conduct  of  tlie  potin 
must  know  that  out  of  20  m«i  who  vm 
tipsy,  not  more  than  one  waa  arvMted, 
no  notice  being  taken  of  a  drunken  lan 
so  long  as  he  walked  quietly  aloB^  tk* 
street.  The  returns  of  snmmaiy  eosni- 
tions  for  drunkenness  before  the  megii 
trates,  therefore,  did  not  repreeent  t^ 
amount  of  drunkenneea  in  a  oooatry. 
It  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  and  caUol 
Member  for  Oalwa^  (Captain  Nolia). 
that  he  took  objection  to  the  Bill,  h»- 
cause  it  interfered  with  the  Tested  inte- 
rests of  some  people  who  kept 
houses  near  to  chapeLs. 

Captain  NOLAN:  I  said  that 
my  objection  to  the  Sunday  doeing,  aa4 
that  uie  objection  did  not  apply  to  thii 
Bill. 

Mb.  MACABTNEY  begged  the  hoa. 
and    gallant   Gentleman's   pardoa  Ibr 
having  misunderstood  him.     He  eoaU 
onlv  say  that  if  other  h<m.  Membenhad 
had  the  trouble  in  clearing  of  pahlie- 
houses  that  he  had  had  as  a  mafistnl*, 
they  would  vote  in  favour  of  the  BiH 
He  lived  near  to  a  village,  and  thepofiet 
had  asked  him  from  30  to  40  tim«  to 
go  and  shut  up  the  publio-houMa,  be- 
cause there  was  such  a  row  going  oa. 
One  objection    to   the  Bill    waa,  diat 
Saturday  was  the  market  day,  aad  it 
was  the  day  on  which  the  monthly  hm 
were  held,  but  the  busineee  done  atthsM 
markets  was  generally  over  by  1  o'ckiek. 
Surely  there  was  sufficient  time  for  aaj 
number  of  persons  to  get  as  much  as  Acy 
possibly  could  between  1  and  7  o*oloek ; 
and  it  was  not  neoessaiy  to  kempvbfie- 
houses  open  till  10   o'clock.    Toe  re- 
spectable class  did  not  want  them  kipt 
open,  and  it  was  only  the  rowdies  vbo 
drank  in  them  till  late  at  night.    lUi 
late  drinking,  too,  was  often  the  oaais 
of  factions  and  religious  fights*  and  H 
was  very  often  arranged  by  one  partj 
drinking  in  one  pubhe-hooee  to  £•  is 
wait  for  another  party  drinking  ia  & 
different  public-house.    He  thou^  sij 
reasonable  man  in  the  ooimtry  soaU 
supply  himself  with  what  he  wtotiA 
before  7  o'clock.    He  was  in  lavoarcf 
the  Bill,  and  hoped  that  it  woiU  bs 
passed;    while  as  to   the  homn,  th«y 
could  be  arranged  in  Oommittee    B* 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Seottsy 
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for  Ireland  had  frequently  thrown  out 
the  suggestion  for  the  shortening  of  the 
hofors  on  Saturday  and  Sunday,  and  it 
would  possibly  lead  to  the  solution  of 
the  question  if  he  would  undertake  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  next  Session  dealing 
with  it  on  the  part  of  the  Goyemment. 

Mk.  GRA.Y  said,  he,  like  many  other 
Hon.  Memhers  who  had  spoken  that  day, 
felt  himself  somewhat  embarrassed  by 
the  suddenness  with  which  he  was  called 
upon  to  vote  on  the  Bill.    If  he  believed 
for  one  moment  that  there  was  a  proba- 
bility, or  even  a  possibility,  of  the  Bill 
becoming  law  that  Session,  he  should 
feel  coerced  by  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
mnd  eallant  Member  for  Galway  (Cap- 
tain Nolan) ;  and  although  he  sympa- 
thized with  the  principle  of  the  BiU  most 
decidedly,  and  although  his  convictions 
were  not  likely  to  change,   he  would 
vote  against  it.    They  must  rememher 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  had  not  been 
aufflciently    consulted    with   regard  to 
it  ;    and    even    ^ood    law,    if    forced 
upon  a  people  without  having  allowed 
public  opinion  to  mature,  was  not  at  all 
palatable.    However,  he  had  not  heard 
from  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  a  single 
argument  against  the  principle  of  short- 
ening the  hours  on    Saturday  nights. 
Therefore  he  thought  that,  taking  into 
account  the  suddenness  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  BiU,  some  compromise  should 
be  come  to,   whereby  the  scruples  of 
thoee  who  would  vote  for  and  against 
the  BiU  might  be  met.     He  believed 
that  it  was  not  an  uncommon  practice  to 
permit  a  BiU  to  be  read  a  second  time, 
on  the  understanding  that  it  should  be 
carried  no  further  that  Session.     Many 
hon.  Members  who  had  spoken  on  the 
question,  and  had  spoken  against  the 
second  reading,  did  so  on  the  ground  that 
they  not  ascertained  the  views  of  their 
constituents.    The  effectual  way  to  meet 
the  matter  was  to  place  the  BilHn  exactly 
the  same  position  as  the  Sunday  Closing 
BiU,  and  let  it  be  read  a  second  time,  on 
the  understanding  that  it  was  to  go  no 
farther  that  Session.    Those  two  BiUs 
might  then  be  re- considered  during  the 
Bc^ess.    The  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  far  more  forcibly  caUed 
to  the  subject  after  a  second  reading 
than  before;   and  he,  for  one,  would 
hope  that  during  the  Reoess  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  able  to  deal  with  the 
question  by  meeting  the  views  of  mode- 
rate men.    By  doing  so  they  would  best 


carry  out  the  object  of  aU  Members  of 
that  House — namely,  the  promotion  of 
temperance.  He  thought  that  that  could 
be  best  met,  pot  by  having  a  complete 
closing  on  Sundays ;  but  by  a  shortening 
of  the  hours  on  Saturdays,  and  providing 
for  a  considerable  shortening  of  the 
hours  on  Sunday,  leaving  on  the  latter 
day  some  time  for  necessary  refresh- 
ments. He  had  entered  that  House  a 
pledged  supporter  of  Sunday  closing; 
and  if  the  matter  came  to  a  vote  now, 
he  shotild  vote  for  total  Sunday  closing. 
But  he  had  learnt  a  good  deal  lately 
about  Sunday  closing,  and  he  did  not 
think  there  was  so  much  feeling  in 
favour  of  total  Sunday  closing  as  he  once 
was  led  to  believe,  and  he  believed  it 
was  tainted  with  the  Sabbatarian  ele- 
ment, to  which  he  objected.  He  hoped 
that  duriuff  the  Hecess  the  Government 
might  see  its  way  to  the  framing  of  some 
Bill  which  would  settle  the  question  in 
Ireland  for  som^  time  to  come ;  and  he 
believed  that  the  feeling  of  prominent 
men  who  were  not  extreme,  either  in  the 
view  of  publicans  or  Sunday  closers, 
would  be  best  met  by  the  shortening  of 
the  hours  on  Saturdays  and  Sundays. 
He  could  not  support  Saturday  closing 
at  7  o'clock,  and  he  did  not  understand 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Louth  was  pledged  for  that  hour  alone, 
but  a  rational  hour  of,  perhaps,  9  o'clock. 
He  would  suggest  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  that  if  the  Government  would 
hold  out  any  hope  that  they  would  con- 
aider  the  two  Bills,  with  the  view  of  in- 
troducing a  Bill  on  the  question  next 
Session,  he  should  be  content  with  the 
present  Bill  being  read  a  second  time, 
and  go  no  further  with  it.  If  that  was 
djone,  he  (Mr.  Gray)  should  vote  for  the 
BiU ;  but  if  it  was  to  be  rushed  through 
this  Session,  much  as  he  sympathized 
with  the  Bill,  because  he  did  not  think 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  had  had  quite 
sufficient  opportunity  of  considering  it, 
he  would  vote  against  the  measure. 

Ma.  STACPOOLE  said,  although  in 
favour  of  some  restriction  in  the  matter, 
he  could  not  vote  for  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  for  early  closing  on  Satur- 
days, and  he  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan),  see- 
ing the  feeling  of  the  House,  would  con- 
sent to  its  withdrawal.  A  measure  of 
this  kind  ought  to  be  very  carefully  con- 
sidered, because  it  proposed  to  establish 
a  principle  which,  so  far  as  he  knew,  had 
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never  been  eeriously  discussed,  either  in 
that  House  or  in  Ireland.  It  was  pro- 
bable that  the  Government  might  take 
the  matter  in  hand  next  Session,  and  in 
the  meantime  the  feeling  of  the  country 
could  be  ascertained,  and  the  whole 
subject  dealt  with  on  a  broad  and  equit- 
able basis,  whereas  the  attempt  to  rush 
the  Bill  through  at  the  fag-end  of  the 
Session  would  neither  settle  the  question, 
nor  satisfy  anyone.  He  should  Uierefore 
oppose  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  keek  said,  he  was  one  of  those 
who  had  always  opposed  Sunday  closing, 
believing  that  no  good  would  result  from 
it ;  and  with  regard  to  the  present  Bill, 
though  he  was  in  favour  of  its  prin- 
ciple, he  did  not  think  there  had  been  a 
sufficient  expression  of  opinion  on  it  in 
Ireland  to  justify  him  in  giving  it  his 
support.  He  beUeved  that  the  Sunday 
Closing  Bill  would  not  prevent  drunk- 
enness or  immorality,  but  had  no  doubt 
that  it  would  be  the  means  of  vastly  in- 
creasing illicit  drinking.  It  was  on  this 
ground  that  he  had  opposed  Sunday 
closing.  But  with  regard  to  the  Bill 
for  shortening  the  hours  on  Saturday, 
he  had  a  different  opinion.  He  was  as 
anxious  to  guard  the  liberties  of  the 
people  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford 
(Mr.  Macdonald),  but  there  was  a  want 
of  education  in  Ireland,  by  which  the 
bulk  of  the  people  were  not  able  suffi- 
ciently to  protect  themselves  against  the 
temptations  they  were  exposed  to  on  the 
Saturday  night  when  they  received  their 
wages,  and  until  this  was  removed,  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  do  some- 
thing on  Saturday  nights.  He,  however, 
agreed  with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Galway,  that  this  proposal  had 
come  upon  them  with  surprise,  and  he 
hoped  his  hon.  and  learned  Colleague 
would  consent  to  withdraw  it  until  next 
year,  and  then  some  proper  understand- 
ing with  regard  to  a'  modification  of  tho 
hours,  might  be  arrived  at  which  would, 
perhaps,  put  an  end  to  this  dreadful 
liquor  matter  for  some  time  in  that 
House.  He  was  of  opinion  that  8  o'clock 
closing  would  meet  the  necessities  of  the 
case 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  he  would 
oppose  the  BiU.  He  would  ask  the 
House  if  it  was  fair  or  reasonable  that 
a  Bill  proposing  such  a  restriction  of 
the  liberties  of  the  people  should  be 
broueht  into  the  House  with  only  one 
week^s  Notice  ?    It*  was  true  that  they 
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had  a  week's  Notice  of  the  BiU  ia  tko 
House ;  but  the  people  of  Ireland  bai 
no  notice  whatever,  they  would  know 
nothing  about  it  until  th^  read  the 
debate  in  that  House.     Was  it  fair, 
he  asked,  that  such  a  Bill  should  be  ta- 
troduced  at  the  tail  end  of  the  Seononf 
If  he  thought  that  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  would  finally  settle  the  qaeatkoa, 
he  would  warmly  support  it;  but  kt 
feared  it  was  only  one  of  the  manj  BOls 
that  the  Sunday  Closing  Society  had  im 
preparation.    The  Gbvemment  were  ia 
possession  of  the  evidence  that  had  beea 
given  before  the  Committee,  and  thay 
ought  to  be  well  prepared  to  bring  ia  a 
BiU  which  would  finally  settle  the  ques- 
tion next  Session.    They  regarded  the 
reduction  of  the    hours   on    Saturdey 
evening  as  a  most  legitimate  propoeal ; 
but  they  objected  to  the  Sabbatariea 
proposals  to  close  entirely  on   Sunday. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Loath 
(Mr.   Sullivan)  had   named  7   o'do^ 
as  the  hour  for  dosing  on  Setudaj 
night.    Now,  while  it  was  true  that  a 
good  many  of  the  working  mea  left 
work  at  1  o'clock,  and  had  time  to  get 
their  provisions  for  the  Sunday,  as  a 
rule,  the  labourers  in  the  oonntry  did 
not  leave  work  until  6  o'clock,  and  they 
were  often  two  or  three  miles  from  hone. 
Therefore,  if  this  Bill  were  passed,  not 
only  would  they  be  unable  to  get  a 
drink,  but  they  could  not  get  thetr  pro- 
visions for  the  Sunday — and  it  was  weQ 
known  that  in  Irelai^d  the  publicani 
were  provision  dealers  as  well.     It  was 
true  Uiat  the  question  of  hours  might 
be  considered  in  Committee ;  but  if  ths 
House  passed  the  second  reading  of  ths 
Bill,  it  would  be  admitting  that  7  o'ckxk 
would  be  the  proper  hour  for  ckwing 
on  Saturday  evening.  It  was,  therefore, 
advisable  to  say  now  that  they  were 
opposed  to  7  or  8  o'clock  as  the  hour  §at 
closing,  although  they  were  prepersd  to 
agree  to  a  reasonable  hour,  that  would 
enable  people  to  get  refreshment  and 
provision  for  the  Sunday.     He  objeetsd 
to  the  Bill,  because  it  was  only  the  this 
end  of  the  wedge,  and  that  maaT  soch 
measures  would  be  introduced  by  the 
Sunday  Closing  Sodetv.    This  BiD,  if 
passed,  would  leave  the  hands  <d  ths 
Society  free  as  regarded  Saturday  evsa- 
ing,  and  they  would  endeavour  nsoct  Ib 
secure  the  total  dosing  of  pubUc-houi^ 
on  Sunday.    He  wouM  ask  the  Qov««* 
ment  to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  sabjsd, 
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80  that  an  important  question  like  that 
might  not  be  dealt  with  by  private 
Members,  but  that  it  might  be  dealt 
with  in  accordance  with  the  rights  and 
priTileges  of  the  people,  and  with  a  due 
regard  to  the  large  amount  of  property 
inTolved  in  the  question  in  Ireland.  He 
hoped  that  in  the  event  of  a  division 
the  Bill  would  be  rejected  by  a  large 
majority. 

Mb.  GOLDSMID  said,  the  Bill  affected 
Imperial  quite  as  much  as  Irish  interests. 
H  was  not  long  since  the  Government 
dealt  with  the  whole  licensing  question, 
and  the  House  was  now  asked  by  a 
private  Member  to  re-open  it.  First,  they 
had  the  proposal  for  Sunday  evening 
(closing.  Now,  it  was  Saturday  evenine 
doeing,  and  he  was  sure  that  if  the  BiU 
were  passed  they  would  have  a  proposal 
next  Session  for  closing  public-houses 
on  Saturday  mominfi;.  Then  they  would 
have  a  proposal  to  close  them  on  Friday 
evening ;  next  on  Friday  morning,  and 
so  on,  BO  that  ultimately  they  would  get 
back  to  Sunday  as^ain,  and  in  that  way 
bring  about  absolute  repression.  That 
might  be  all  very  well  for  those  who  were 
in  favour  of  preventing  their  fellow-sub- 
iects  from  having  any  liquors  at  all ;  but 
he  maintained  that  the  working  man, 
like  others  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects, 
had  a  riffht  to  take  a  reasonable  quan- 
tity of  beer  or  spirits.  This  Bill  was 
one  of  a  series  which  interfered  with  the 
liberty  of  the  subject,  and  it  behoved 
erenr  hon.  Member,  whether  Irish  or 
English,  to  oppose  it,  and  prevent  its 
passing.  K  such  a  Bill  were  carried  for 
Ireland,  those  in  favour  of  equal  leg^a- 
tion  would  say  they  could  not  oppose  the 
application  of  the  same  principle  to  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.  He  objected  to  the 
practice  of  bringing  in  Bilk  which  were 
to  apply  to  only  one  portion  of  the  coun- 
try. If  they  wished  to  make  this  country 
a  onited  country,  the  best  plan  was  to 
take  care  that  their  legislation  should  be 
applied  to  each  country  alike.  He  denied 
that  drunkenness  was  on  the  increase, 
either  absolutely  or  relatively,  and  must 
again  say  that  the  Bill  was  an  improper 
interference  with  the  liberty  of  the 
•abject. 

MA^oa  O'OOBMAN  said,  that  when 
he  rose  to  speak  on  this  subject  before, 
he  called  it  a  Sabbatarian  subject.  He 
thought  he  was  perfectly  right  in  doing 
•0,  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  was  not  only  j 


attempting  to  keep  the  Christian  Sab- 
bath holy,  but  he  now  wanted  them  to 
return  to  the  Jewish  Sabbath  and  keep 
it  holy  also.  He  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  in  too  great  a 
hurry  to  get  into  "  the  Valley  of  Jeho- 
shaphat,"  and  he  would  be  quite  as  well 
to  be  content  with  this  world  as  it  was. 
For  his  own  part,  and  he  thought  hon. 
Members  would  agree  with  nimi  he 
(Major  O'Qorman)  would  say — 

«  Toa  may  rail  at  this  life.    From  the  hour  I 
waain  it 
Fve  foand  it  a  life  fall  of  kindness  and 
bliss; 
And   until  yon  can  find  me  some  happier 
planet, 
More  full  of  enjoyment,  I'll  stay  upon  this." 

He  did  not  know  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  felt  it  so,  or  not ;  but  he  would 
accompany  him  to  the  laist  verse—* 

''Ai  for  those  chilly  orbs  on   the  verge   of 
creation — " 

He  supposed  that  meant  Londonderry 
and  Drogheda — 

^*  Where  sunshine  and  smiles  must  be  equally 

rare. 
Do  they  want  a  supply  of  cold  hearts  for  that 
station. 
Heaven  knows  we  have  plenty  on  earth  we 
could  spare." 

What  was  he  to  say  with  respect  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  ?  He  had  actu- 
ally given  a  day  over  to  the  Irish  people, 
and  no  doubt  he  thought  he  would  be 
requited  for  his  generosity;  but  he 
(Major  O'Gbrman)  could  assure  the 
hon.  Baronet  that  he  could  never  expect 
any  gratitude  from  the  Irish  people — 
never!  They  could  not  be  grateful. 
They  were  not  educated  for  it.  They 
never  got  anything  they  demanded,  and 
he  asked,  therefore,  how  could  they  be 
grateful  ?  They  asked  for  Home  Itule 
— refused.  They  asked  for  the  borough 
franchise— refused.  They  asked  for  the 
municipal  franchise  —  refused.  They 
asked  tnat  fair  compensation  should  be 
paid  to  occupying  tenants — refused.  He 
was  not  at  all  certain  even  that  they 
would  be  allowed  to  have  their  letters 
delivered  in  Waterford  on  the  same  day, 
when  they  arrived  before  3  o'clock — 
at  present  they  were  detained  until  9 
next  morning.  He  believed  it  was  per- 
fectly impossible  for  them  to  be  grateful, 
and  therefore  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
thrown  away  his  day.  When  he  went 
home  in  the  evening  of  the  day  which 
he  lent  to  Irish  Members,  he  most  have 
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felt  something  like  the  Emperor  Titus, 
and  said — "I  have  lost  a  day."  He 
would  strongly  recommend  to  the  hon. 
Baronet,  particularly  when  he  had  to  do 
with  the  Irish  people,  the  advice  which 
PoloniuB  gave  to  his  son  Laertes — 

**  Neither  a  borrower  nor  a  lender  be, 
For  loan  oft  loses  both  itself  and  friend, 
And  borrowing  dolls  the  edge  of  hosbuidiy." 

No'^,  the  Bill  he  would  introduce  on 
this  subject  would  be  really  a  good  Bill. 
[**  Hear,  hear !"]  Whether  those  cheers 
were  ironical  or  not  did  not  matter; 
but  his  principal  evidence  was  the  hon. 
Baronet  himself,  who  had  quoted  a 
speech  delivered  by  him  (Major  0'  Gor- 
man) on  the  5th  of  May,  1875,  very 
much  to  his  surprise,  for  he  did  not 
know  that  he  was  an  authority  upon 
anything.  It  had  been  more  than  in- 
sinuated that  he  had  been  in  favour  of 
drinking  in  Ireland  by  the  people.  There 
was  never  anything  so  utterly  contrary 
to  the  truth,  for  no  man  in  that  House 
was  more  desirous  of  seeing  every  man 
in  Ireland  thoroughly  sober.  He  would 
prove  that  by  the  speech  which  he  had 
delivered  on  the  5th  of  May,  1875.  In 
that  speech  he  said — 

<<If  you  close  public-houses  on  Sunday  in 
Ireland  you  will  dearly  establish  illegal  sale 
of  spirits,  and  most  Ukely  its  illicit  distilla- 
tion." 

There  could  not  be  a  doubt  that  the 
people  would  get  drink. 

*«The  consequence  will  be  that  the  police 
will  be  perpetually  employed  in  the  detection 
of  that  which  was  not  crime  before.  The  Petty 
Sessions  Ck)urts  will  be  crowded  every  week  or 
every  fortnight  with  defendants  losing  their 
valuable  time,  and  the  whole  land  will  swarm 
with  Corydons  and  Talbots,  who  will  first  in- 
duce the  people  to  violate  the  law,  and  then  in- 
form against  them,  to  the  great  delight  of  the 
backstairs  of  Dublin  Castle.  I  think  that  that 
consideration  alone  ought  to  put  an  end  to  this 
Bill  this  day.  But  I  can  ^ve  you  reasons 
stronger.  I  look  upon  this  Bill  as  a  puling, 
miserable  thing,  a  particular  thing;  nothing 
imiversal  about  it ;  nothing  holic— I  dare  not, 
I  suppose,  say  Catholic — about  it ;  an  emascu- 
lated, mile  and  a-half  sort  of  thing.  If  we  had 
a  statesman  who  would  do  the  right  thing 
because  it  was  right  —  if  we  had  a  states- 
man who  would  do  the  virtuous  thing  because 
it  was  virtuous,  and  not  because  it  might  afifect 
prejudiciiQly  the  pocket  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer — if  we  had  an  old  Irish  Brehon  sage 
here,  how  would  be  proceed  F    He  would  ap- 

§  roach  the  question  somewhat  in  this  fashion, 
[e  would  say — '  This  whiskey  is  the  destruction 
of  my  people.  It  ruins  their  health.  It  de- 
prives them  of  their  reason.  It  lowers  them  in 
the  scale  of  creation  even  lower  than  the  brutes 

Major  0^  Gorman 


in  the  field.  It  is  manofactored  of  tbd 
should  provide  food,  not  poison,  for  my  i 
Let  it  end.  Sunday  and  Monday  alike.  Ls(  a 
never  appear  in  our  sacred  island  again.  O , 
my  officers,  to  the  bonding  warehotxns*  dxac  «« 
the  puncheons,  the  pipes,  and  the  hogjriien  d 
this  poison ;  swill  the  streets  of  my  dtm  wiak 
it ;  and  as  the  very  dogs  lap  it  in>  and  fall  are*. 
trate  under  its  influence,  let  Iriahmen  km 
what  a  foreign  nation  has  provided  far  tkcr 
destruction.'    — [3  Hamard,  ocxzIt.  lli.U.j 

There  was  something  statesmanlike  in 
that  speech.  \_LaughUr.'\  There  vm 
poaitiyelj,  although  he  saia  it — and  hedid 
not  claim  to  be  a  statesman.  The  Bill 
before  the  House  wa^  a  miserable  60 
minutes'  sort  of  thing,  and  discaftHina 
was  carried  on  from  1  o'clock  until 
nearlj  4,  as  to  what  Irishmen  shoold 
drink  from  7  to  8,  frt)m  7  to  9,  or  till  10 
o'clock.  That  was  a  miserable  thing  to 
be  introduced  bj  anyone  haying  th» 
smallest  pretensions  to  be  not  mcanelj  a 
statesman,  but  even  a  Member  of  Parlift- 
ment.  It  must  be  acknowledged  thai 
there  were  a  great  manj  Members  of 
Parliament  who  were  not  statesmeiu 
himself  amone  the  number.  Befernog 
to  his  speech  of  1875,  it  continued 


"Here  would  be  lawgiving;  ha^  voold  W 
impossible  drinking  Sunday  or  Monday;  ben 
would  be  wisdom ;.  here  no  tlass  lesialatian  oraU 
show  its  detested  face ;  here  would  be  LTrartan 
severity,  but  Lycurgan  severity.  Sir,  ehusMto 
Lycurgan  justice.  Here  all  woold  stand  eqfaa! 
in  the  presence  of  respected,  not  deraased  kvi." 
—{Ibid,,  116.] 

What  he  had  indicated  in  that  spescli 
would  be  a  proper  Bill  to  bring  m  lor 
Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  for  Majo 
(Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  had  some  we^ 
ago  talked  about  the  Maine  Liquor  Liv. 
In  that  State  the  sale  of  liquor  was 
utterly  stopped,  but  they  h*d  to  opoi 
the  houses  again.  They  found  it  woold 
not  do,  that  people  would  not  submit  to 
it.  Here  was  an  extract  from  an  Ame- 
rican paper,  which  would  be  nseful  read- 
ing to  some  hon.  Members.  It  was  from 
the  special  oorrespondent  of  Tk0  Bottm 
(Massachusetts)  Poit — 


**  In  the  year  1873  there  were  in 

population  was  only  629,916  at  the  LmS 

17,818  arrests  for  drunkenneia,  moxv  tbaa  tm 
all  other  crimes  put  together.  And  ysttkcn 
are  some  who  pmist  in  saying  King  AknAui 
does  not  reign  in  Maine.  I  wish  it  dmnot;  Wt 
I  assure  you  if  some  night  you  conld  liaa«  ost  i 
red  flag  at  the  door  of  every  ram  aliop  ^TlaiM 
the  people  would  wake  up  in  the  morataf  oA 
think  the  small-pox  had  broken  oat  all  orv  tk« 
State.  Facts  show  that  tha  jprohibBtory  lav  hsi 
been  a  failure,  wone  than  tiSat,  a  curse.  Tte 
it  has  rendered  the  means  ol  ' 
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oo«Uy,  it  11  tni«;  tliat  in  some  instances  it  hu 
mddea  somewhat  to  the  difficulty  of  obtaining 
liquor  may  he  admitted ;  that  in  some  places  it 
Kaa  lenened  the  number  of  places  of  sale  may  be ; 
that  it  has  also  tended  somewhat  to  influence 
public  opinion.  All  this  may  be  true,  still  facts 
•how  that  the  prohibitory  law  has  not  lessened 
the  erils  of  intemperance,  but  has  increased  it 
by  producing  other  and  collateral  evils.  It  has 
driTen  young  men  to  the  formation  of  clubs, 
mnd  the  establishment  of  club-houses,  causing 
an  excess  in  drunkenness  and  ruin.  It  has 
mors  extensiTely  introduced  the  rum-jug  into 
the  fomily  circle.  More  than  ever  do  men  buy 
liquor  now  in  kegs  and  demijohns,  and  keep  it 
mnid  drink  it  in  Uieir  homes  in  the  presence  of 
their  children;  and  while  the  law  has  made 
liquor  more  costly  in  price,  it  has  made  it  also 
more  poisonous  in  quality.  And  old  and  reliable 
tkhyiicians  throughout  uie  State  now  report  a 
four-fold  increase  of  cases  "of  dklirium  tremetu. 
To-day  a  man  with  four  inches  of^lCaine  whisky 
in  him  is  not  less  dangerous  than  a  wild  beast. 

It  would  be  precisely  the  same  in  Ire- 
land if  this  Bill  were  passed,  which  he 
hoped  it  would  not.  Ke  wished  to  refer 
to  the  harassing  nature  of  such  legis- 
lation. They  were  told  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.B.  Smyth) 
that  there  was  no  harshness  in  Sunday 
closing,  inasmuch  as  people  could  on 
Saturday  provide  themselves  with  any 
quantity  ox  liquor  for  the  Sunday.  Now, 
if  this  Bill  passed,  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  people  to  get  either  liquor  or 
provisions,  and  in  consequence  of  the 
late  hour  at  which  they  left  off  work, 
they  could  not  get  those  things  on  the 
other  five  days  of  the  week  unless  they 
absented  themselves  from  their  labour. 
He  (Major  O'Gbrman)  was  utterly  op- 
posea  to  it ;  no  Petition  had  been  pre- 
sented in  favour  of  it,  and  it  had  come 
upon  the  House  entirely  by  surprise,  no 
one  being  aware  of  it.  The  county  Ty- 
rone, perhaps,  ought  to  be  excepted. 
That  seemed  to  be  an  atrocious  county, 
for  the  hon.  Member  who  represented  it 
(Mr.  Macartney)  said  the  gaols  were  full 
of  people  who  were  arrested  for  drunk- 
enness, and  as  only  1  in  every  100  was 
arrested,  it  might  be  suggested  that  all 
the  rest  of  the  population  must  be  drunk 
too.  They  were  a  very  peculiar  people 
in  the  county  of  Tyrone.  They  draSak 
there  by  hands.  They  were  not  at  all 
pleasant  fellows,  if  the  hon.  Member  was 
to  be  credited;  and  th^  only  became 
agreeable  when  they  had  consumed 
three  hands— every  hand  consisting  of 
five  tumblers  of  punch.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth  had  publicly 
stated  that  Mr.  Dwyer,  the  secretary  for 
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the  Publicans'  Association,  said  before 
the  Committee  that  he  was  in  favour  of 
the  closing  of  public-houses  on  Satur- 
day— [Mr.  Sullivan:  I  did  not  say  so; 
I  read  the  exact  terms  of  his  answer.] 
He  was  obliged  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  for  correcting  him.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gbntleman  read  the 
evidence  of  that  witness ;  well,  he  would 
read  it  too.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  put  the  following 
question : — 

« Do  yon  think  it  would  have  a  very  good 
effect  upon  the  order  and  sobriety  and  general 
monditj  of  the  City  to  close  earlier  on  Satur- 
day— do  you  agree  with  all  the  other  witnesses 
who  said  that  it  would  P  " 

The  answer  was — 

"To  a  certain  extent  I  would  agree  with 
them ;  but  with  this  very  great  difference,  that 
I  do  not  see  how  such  a  thmg  could  be  done ;  I 
believe  that  the  essential  element  of  all  these 
things  is  that  the  law  should  be  not  only  ad- 
ministered impartially  so  far  as  that  is  possible 
in  Ireland,  because  it  is  scarcely  possible  to  ad- 
minister the  law  quite  impartially  in  Ireland ; 
and  that  these  persons  whom  we  call  the  better 
rlsBsos  should  submit  to  the  law.  I  think  that 
there  is  very  great  difference  between  (to  a  cer- 
tain extent^  the  u^per  classes  evading  the  law 
and  actually  passing  a  law,  and  stereotyping^ 
the  thing  by  passing  one  law  for  the  poor  and 
another  for  the  rich,  which  you  would  if  you 
close  the  public-houses  earlier  on  Saturday 
evening,  for  surely  you  are  not  going  to  send 
the  whole  population  of  Dublin  to  bed  at  8  or 
9  o'clock  on  Saturday  evening,  and  shut  up  the 
the  theatres." 

But  the  Bill  was  not  for  the  better 
classes,  it  was  for  the  poor,  who  were 
not  consulted.  Why,  hon.  Members 
knew  there  were  a  great  many  things 
besides  liquor  that  people  wanted  after 
the  theatre.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr. 
Meldon)  would  tell  them  that  there  were 
crabs  and  lobsters  to  be  got,  and  there 
was  no  hour  in  the  day  when  people 
were  so  pleasant  as  after  the  theatre. 
The  next  question  put 


''When  you  speak  of  the  upper  classes  not 
obe3ring  the  law  for  early  closing  on  Saturdays, 
do  you  mean  the  upper  olssses  of  publicans  P" 

That  was  a  very  cunnine  question.  But 
the  old  man  was  not  to  be  taken  in  that 
way.  He  answered,  "Oertainlj  not." 
The  next  question  was — 

"How  could  people  who  are  not  publicans 
and  in  the  upper  clissfi  be  called  upon  to  close 
ths  puhtio-housss.  I  am  talking  of  olodng 
publio-hoiisss  on  a  Saturday,  and  von  spsak  of 
ths  upper  classss  not  dosing  thsir  houses  P  " 
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The  answer  was — 

"  I  do  not  say  not  dosing  their  houses,  but 
not  being  satidied  with  having  the  licensed 
houses  they  use  closed." 

Another  question  was — 

''  Then  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  bringfs 
in  a  Bill  for  closing  the  public-houses  three  or 
four  hours  earlier  on  Saturday,  do  you  think 
that  he  will  have  the  support  of  your  trade  F  " 

The  answer  was — 

**  No ;  for  this  reason,  if  you  will  allow  me, 
he  will  not  have  any  of  our  support.  We  are 
perfectly  convinced  that  if  you  pass  a  law  to 
close  the  public-houses  on  Saturday  evenings 
you  would  merely  transfer  the  trade  from  one 

Slace  to  another  **  (a  shebeen,  no  doubt).  "  We 
o  not  believe  it  possible  that  you  could  by  any 
law,  or  any  administration  of  the  law,  no  mat- 
ter if  there  was  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  who  sat  here  permanently  to  enforce 
it,  stop  people  from  drinking,  or  could  change 
the  habits  of  a  whole  population  in  a  short 
time.** 

Further  on  he  was  asked — 

'*  About  what  hour  in  the  evening,  according 
to  what  you  call  the  habits  of  the  people  of 
Dublin,  are  the  public-houses  requirea  for  the 
purposes  of  counter  refreshment  by  the  bulk  of 
the  people  on  Saturday  night  ?  *' 

The  reply  was — 

"  According  to  the  present  habits  of  all  classes 
of  the  people,  high  and  low,  the  present  hours 
are  the  right  hours.  I  do  not  say  that  there 
may  not  he  any  improvement  hereafter,  and 
that  we  may  not  hope  for  better  things.** 

He  (Major  O'Gorman)  asked  any  hon. 
Memher  if  that  evidence  did  not  con- 
tradict the  evidence  that  had  been 
brought  forward  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Sullivan)  and  he 
would  like  to  know  with  what  face  such 
a  Bill  could  be  brought  forward?  He 
had  no  objection  to  the  House  being 
hoodwinked ;  but  it  was  very  hard  to  do 
it.  He  must  record  his  decided  objection 
to  the  Bill.    It  would,  if  passed,  tram- 

?le  upon  the  rights  of  tne  people  of 
reland.  They  would  not  dare  to  carry 
such  a  Bill  for  England.  [**  Hear, 
hear!"  from  th$  Ministerial  Benches,] 
No ;  the  English  Tories  had  some  grati- 
tude, if  Irishmen  had  not.  He  saw 
some  Tories  opposite.  They  understood 
all  about  the  publicans  and  the  par- 
sons. The  publicans  and  parsons  placed 
hon.Membersoppositein  tne  position  they 
now  filled,  and  they  had  not  forgotten 
that,  for  what  did  they  do  ?  As  soon  as 
they  got  into  power  they  showed  their 
gratitude  to  the  publicans  by  extending 
the  hours  of  closing  in  London  and  aU 
over  the  country  to  half-past  12  instead 

Major  (yOorman 


of  12  o'dock,  as  hitherto.  [An  ]»•. 
Member:  In  London  only.]  Well, 
there  were  5,000,000  of  people  in  Loo- 
don.  Hon.  Members  knew  perfectly 
well  that  they  could  not  paas  such  a  Bill 
as  that  for  Eneland,  although  there  wm 
considerable  dread  on  the  part  of  tlw 
publicans  of  England  that  something  of 
the  sort  would  be  attempted.  It  was  a 
Bill  trenching  upon  the  libertiee  of  t^ 
people ;  it  would  deprive  the  people  d 
an  indulgence  which  at  present  they  ac- 
cepted in  a  very  proper  and  sober  maa- 
It  was  not  true  that  the  Irish 


ner. 


people  in  country  districts  were  addieted 
to  curunkenness,  and  he  never  knew  peo- 
ple so  sober  as  they  were  in  his  ova 
neighbourhood.    He  had  seen  the  tvo 

Eublic-houses  in  the  village  near  whidi  h« 
ved  filled,  but  he  never  saw  a  dmnkta 
man  there — never.  He  did  not  pretead 
to  say  that  they  were  all  in  the  aaaie 
state  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Louth,  who  drank  like  a  fish,  for  the 
hon.  Member  never  drank  anything  bat 
water.  The  people  drank  eomeduag 
stronger,  and  to  deprive  them  of  it 
would  be  the  g^^eatest  piece  of  cmeltj 
that  could  possibly  be  imagined.  H« 
hope  the  Mouse  would  reject  the  BilL 
If  it  was  carried,  it  would  be  a  greai 
calamity,  and  a  slur  on  a  people  who 
knew  how  to  use  their  nrivilegea. 

Sm  MICHAEL  mCKS  -  BK\CH 
said,  he  need  not  detain  the  House  at 
any  length,  and  would  only  refer  to  thow 
clauses  of  the  Bill  relating  to  the  donng 
of  public-houses  on  Saturday  evening. 
The  clauses  dealing  with  the  supervision 
of  refreshment  houses  and  extension  of 
pealties  upon  the  sale  of  intoxioatisg 
liquor  without  a  proper  licence  had  beaa 
recommended  by  the  Select  Committt!* 
on  the  Sunday  Closing  BilL  Tbast 
would  have  been  neoeesarr  in  the  event 
of  the  total  closing  of  puDlic-hooaev  oa 
Sunday  ;  but  he  did  not  think  thej 
would  be  equally  necessary  in  the  event 
of  the  shortening  of  hours  of  opening 
on  Saturday.  At  any  rate,  a  discnssioa 
upon  them  might  be  very  well  poetponcdL 
until  it  was  decided  whether  tne  pabUe* 
houses  should  be  dosed  earlier  on  Satur- 
day evening  or  not.  He  would  be  booftl 
to  admit  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan),  in  movxaf 
the  second  reading,  very  fairly  said  tfaaft 
he  did  not  attach  paramount  impoftasfli 
to  the  hour  of  doaingwhich  he  himsstf 
named  in  the  Bill.    He  understood  tlis 


1465        Intoxieating  Liquon        (Tttlt  18,  1877} 


{Irelani)  Bill 


1466 


principle  of  the  Bill  was  this — that  the 
hours  during  which  public-houses  were 
open  on  Saturdays  should  be  shortened, 
and  that  the  hour  of  7  o'clock,  or  any 
other  hour  the  House  preferred,  should 
be  adopted  in  lieu  of  the  present  hour. 
Therefore,  it  was  unnecessary  to  dwell 
on  the  hours  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  selected,  further  than  to  say 
that  he  agreed  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  close  public-houses  in  large 
towns  on  Saturday  at  7  o'clock  with  any 
regard  to  the  convenience  of  the  peo- 
ple. That,  however,  would  not  afPect 
the  desirability  of  some  curtailment  of 
the  hours,  and  the  acceptance  of  the 
general  principle  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth,  supported  as  it  was 
by  a  large  body  of  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  Select  Committee  on  Sunday 
closing.  He  found  evidence  given  be- 
fore the  Ck)mmittee  in  favour  of  shorten- 
ing the  hours  from  officers  of  police, 
from  magistrates,  from  the  Eecorder 
of  the  City  of  Dublin,  and  from  wit- 
nesses of  almost  every  class  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  great,  no  doubt,  as  the  im- 
portance of  that  evidence  was,  it  did  not 
afford  sufficient  grounds  for  agreeing  at 
present  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  It  must  be  remembered  that  the 
evidence  was  only  given  incidentally  in 
regard  to  the  closing  of  public-houses  on 
Saturday,  the  real  question  being  the 
closing  of  public-houses  on  Sunday.  It 
must  be  remembered,  also,  that  the 
subject  had  not  yet  been  fairly  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Louth  and  his  supporters  approached 
the  question  from  a  narrow  and,  in  his 
opinion,  mistaken  point  of  view.  They 
argued  that  drunkenness  was  a  gpreat 
evil ;  that  public-houses  were  the  cause ; 
and  that  if  they  were  closed,  or  the 
hours  of  their  being  opened  shortened, 
the  evil  would  cease.  The  proposal  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth  was 
mainly  based  on  that  argument.  It  was 
not  a  Bill  for  closing  public-houses 
altogether,  but  for  closing  them  during 
those  hours  in  the  week  when  it  was 
proved  by  statistics,  and  by  the  evidence 
of  magistrates  and  the  police,  that  the 
greatest  amount  of  drunkenness  existed, 
and  when  the  x->eople  were  most  able  to 
resort  to  them.  Now,  he  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  was  bound  to  say  that  he 
looked  at  this  question,  and  on  all  pro- 
posals dealing  with  the  licensing  laws, 


mainly  with  regard  to  the  habits  and 
the  convenience  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, for  he  believed  that  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind  whatever  law  Parliament 
might  enact  could  not  be  carried  into 
effect,  unless  it  was  in  accordance  with 
the  habits  and  feelings  and  convenience 
of  the  people.  Therefore  it  was  neces- 
sary, that  the  utmost  publicity  should  be 
given  to  proposals  on  the  subject,  in  order 
to  ascertain  the  view  the  people  might 
take  of  those  proposals  before  passing 
them  into  law.  It  appeared  from  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Committee  that, 
especially  in  Dublin  on  a  Saturday  even- 
ing, owin^  to  the  payment  of  wages  and 
the  shops  being  open  to  a  later  hour  than 
usual,  the  people  who  went  to  market  or 
pursued  their  various  avocations  on  these 
occasions,  required  refreshment  on  that 
evening  perhaps  at  later  hours  than  on 
other  evenings.  That  being  so,  the 
House  ought  to  know  what  these  people 
whose  liberty  it  was  proposed  to  curtail, 
thought,  of  the  proposal  before  them 
before  they  proceeded  to  pass  it  into 
law.  He  was  not  aware  that  any  sug- 
gestion of  the  kind  had  been  made  in 
Parliament  for  some  years.  When  the 
licensing  question  was  last  settled  in 
1874,  no  Amendment  was  proposed  in 
favour  of  shortening  the  hours  on  Satur- 
day, although  the  hon.  Member  for  Derry 
(Mr.  E.  Smyth)  raised  the  question  of 
closing  on  Sunday ;  and  although  Sun- 
day closing  had  been  thoroughly  can- 
vassed in  Ireland  for  the  last  three 
years,  he  did  not  think  the  question  of 
shortening  the  hours  on  Saturday  had 
been  placed  before  the  people  at  all. 

Mr.  EICHAED  SMYTH  begged  to 
correct  this  statement.  He  did  not  in 
1 874  raise  the  question  of  Sunday  closing 
in  reference  to  that  Bill ;  but  he  did  raise 
the  question  of  shortening  the  hours  on 
Sunday. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  : 
That  practically  confirmed  his  argu- 
ment. Then  the  question  they  had  to 
consider — whatever  might  be  their  opi- 
nion as  to  the  shortening  of  hours 
on  a  Saturday — was,  whether  on  that 
occasion  they  should  sanction  the  prin- 
ciple of  that  Bill.  Now,  he  had  listened 
carefully  to  the  debate,  and  he  did  not 
think,  firom  a  single  hon.  Member  he 
had  heard   any  very  g^eat  desire  ex- 

Sressed  that  the  Bill  should  become  law 
uring  the  present  Session;  and  from 
several  hon.  Members  he  had  heard  the 


1467        Intox%€aHn§  Zijuors        (OOUMONS] 


{Tr0kmi)  B%H. 


\^m 


fitatement  that,  wliile  tliej  approved  ge- 
nerallj  the  principle  of  shortening  the 
hours  on  Saturday,  thej  thought  nothing 
could  be  done  during  the  present  year, 
and,  therefore,  they  did  not  think  it  de- 
sirable that  the  Bill  should  be  pressed 
beyond  a  second  reading.   His  own  feel- 
ing was,  that  no  usefm  purpose  would 
be  served  by  proceeding  fiurther  with 
the  Bill  at  present.     He  did  not  think 
the  question  ripe  at  that  moment  for 
legislation.  He  thought  there  was  much 
to  be  said  in  favour  of  shortening  the 
hours  on  Saturday  night,  and  the  dis- 
cussion showed  a  general  feeling  that 
the  question  was  very  much  mixed  up 
with  that  of  closing  on  Sunday.    The 
hon.  and  learned  Member   for  Louth 
himself  must  agree  in  this,  because  the 
supporters  of  the  Sunday  Glosinfl^  Bill 
always  argued  that  it  would  not  mcon- 
venience  uie  people,  because  they  could 
get  what  liquor  they  wanted  on  Satur- 
day.   But  if  you  shortened  the  hours  on 
Saturday,  you  might  affect  very  much 
this    argument    in    favour   of  Sunday 
closing.    It  had  been  suggested  that  it 
would  be  very  desirable  the  Government 
should  deal  with  this  subject.    Well,  he 
did  not  think  it  necessary  because  a 
certain  Eesolution  had  been  adopted  by 
the  House  of  Ck)mmons  on  any  parti- 
cular subject,  that,  therefore,  die  Go- 
vernment should  take  that  question  out 
of  the  hands  of  all  other  Members,  and 
propose  legislation  upon  it.    But  he  was 
ready  to  admit  that  the  initiation  of  le- 
gislation upon  the  licensing  system  had 
been  generally,  though  not  always,  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government.    He  did  not 
like,  with  respect  to  any  subject,  to  pro- 
mise legislation  for  future  Sessions.   He 
thought  there  were  material  objections 
to  such  a  course,  because  it  was  de- 
sirable before  making  promises,  to  be 
pretty  certain  of  being  able  to  fulfil 
them;  and  the  experience  of  that  Ses- 
sion   afforded    an    additional    warning 
against  promises  of  the  kind.    But  he 
would  undertake  to  consider  the  matter 
together   with  the    subject  of  Sunday 
closing  during  the  Beoess,  and  to  bring 
it  before  his  Colleagues,  dealing  with 
the  question  as  a  whole ;  and  in  giving 
that  undertaking  he  wished  it  to  be  un- 
derstood that  he  thought  the  question 
must  be  treated  as  it  were  d$  novo— 
that  it   would  be    necessary  not  onlv 
to  bear  in  mind  its  past  history  as  weU 
outside  as  within  that  House,  but  also, 

Sir  Michael  Htoh-Beaoh 


that  it  oould  hardly  be  tetUed  widioii 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  eompro> 
mise,  for  there  had  beenanqneedooabty 
signs  of  a  considerable  change  of  opinioft 
in  Ireland  on  the  question  of  Sondaj 
closing  during  the  past  year.  With  rt» 
gard  to  the  Biu  now  before  the  Hoasa,  ke 
thought  that  although  it  was  one  of  whkk 
the  principle  should  be  carefully  ooo» 
sidered,  yet  the  time  was  not  ripe  £ar 
that  House  to  assent  to  it;  and  be 
trusted,  therefare,  that  under  the  dr- 
cumstanoes,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Louth  wmiM 
not  press  the  measure  to  a  eeeond  read- 
ing, but  would  be  content  with  the 
lengthy  discussion  which  had  resulted 
from  Ins  Motion. 

Mb.  p.  J.  SMYTH  said,  tiie  ^ate* 
ment  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  be 
received  with  satisfaction  in  Ireland.  As 
he  (Mr.  Smyth)  was  one  of  the  opponents 
of  Sunday  dosing  referred  to  by  his  hen. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork,  he  wished 
to  state  he  was  equally  oppoeed  to  Sa- 
turday closing.  The  manner  in  whioli 
the  BiU  had  been  brought  before  the 
House  ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  oondena 
it  for  this  Session  at  leaM.  That  was 
not  the  way  in  which  legislation  affect- 
ing gn^eat  interests  and  important  clasies 
ought  to  be  conducted.  In  eonsidering 
the  Bill,  the  point  to  be  determined  was 
not  whether  there  was  more  dnmkea* 
ness  on  a  Saturday  evening  than  on  a 
Friday  evening,  but  whether  the  dties 
and  towns  of  Ireland  presented  on  Sa- 
turday evenings  scenes  of  drunkenncas, 
tumult,  and  disorder  unparalleled  in  the 
cities  and  towns  of  other  portions  of  the 
Empire.  If  that  point  were  determin«d 
in  the  affirmative,  there  was  a  primed  fom 
case  for  exceptional  legislation ;  bat  if 
otherwise,  the  Bill  was  an  insult  to  the 
Irish  people.  He  could  speak  for  ths 
City  of  Dublin,  and  he  affirmed  thai  li£» 
and  property  were  as  secure  there  oa 
Saturday  nights,  and  all  other  nifl;kta,  ss 
in  any  city  in  the  world.  He  oondemsed 
this  measure  as  affixing  a  stigma  on  sa 
entire  nation,  and  he  would  oppoee  it  si 
every  stage. 

Mb.  SULUYAN  said,  he  had  hand 
with  g^reat  astonishment  and  regret  ths 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ths 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  As  &r  ai 
any  expressions  of  opinion  had  hithsrto 
emanated  from  him,  they  had  all  bssa 
in  favour  of  shortening  the  bonis  oa 
Saturday.    If  he  bad  accepted  its  pria* 
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cifde*  he  (Mr.  SaUiran)  should  have 
been  perfectly  willing  to  allow  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  mould  the  Bill  in  his 
own  waj.  Hardly  any  speeches  had 
gone  further  in  opposition  to  the  second 
readine  than  that  ne  ought  not  to  try  to 
mooeea  further  in  the  present  Session. 
but  now  the  Chief  Seoretanr  for  Ireland 
had  gone  much  further,  and,  to  his  sor- 
row, he  recognized  the  Gbvemment  in 
their  true  light.  They  were  evidently 
oppoeed  both  to  Sunday  closing  and  to 
anortening  the  hours  on  Saturaay,  and 
that  being  the  case,  he  felt  it  his  duty 
to  press  the  second  reading.  He  did  not 
expect  to  have  been  treated — indeed,  he 
had  reason  to  expect  that  he  would  not 
be  treated — as  he  had  been  by  the  Gh>- 
▼emment.  Taken,  as  he  was,  completely 
by  eurprise,  he  must  press  his  Motion  to 
a  division,  although  he  was  convinced 
and  was  quite  aware  of  the  result  of  the 
division — although  it  might,  it  would  be 
impossible,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
him  to  proceed  further  with  the  Bill  now 
before  them  during  the  short  remainder 
of  the  present  Session. 

Mjl  butt  said,  that  he  must  resist 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  for  he 
thought  that  when  they  came  to  its  con- 
sideration next  Session,  they  ought  not 
to  be  bound  by  any  previous  assent  to 
its  principle.  How,  he  might  ask, 
coola  they  separate  this  question  from 
that  of  Sunday  closing?  If  they  ac- 
cepted Sunday  closing,  they  must  modify 
the  hours  of  dosing  on  Saturday ;  there- 
fore, he  said  that  the  two  questions 
must  be  considered  together.  He  ob- 
jected to  a  Bill  of  the  kind  being  intro- 
duced for  Ireland  alone.  Moreover,  it 
had  not  been  brought  in  deliberately. 
It  was  an  afterthought,  and  had  been 
founded  on  scraps  of  evidence  g^ven  for 
another  purpose.  That  was  not  the  way 
to  legislate.  The  present  Bill,  he  must 
add,  was  brought  before  the  House  in 
a  way  to  which  they  ought  not  to  lend 
the  slightest  encouragement.  It  had 
been  brought  in  as  a  dummy  Bill  early 
in  February,  and  had  remained  untU 
recently  in  that  state,  contrary  to  the 
ancient  and  good  practice  of  the  House, 
to  which  he  must  say  that  he  thought  it 
would  be  well  to  resort.  If  he  was 
anxiofu  to  adopt  the  principle  of  earlv 
dosing  on  Satinday,  he  shomd  not,  with 
the  information  at  present  before  them, 
know  bow  to  fix  tne  hours  of  dosing 
for  any  town  in  Ireland.     They  must 


have  furiher  inquiry  and  evidence. 
Therefore  with  great  reluctance  he  said 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  done 
right  in  not  committing  himself  to  any 
Bui ;  but  he  had  promised  to  give  the 
matter  the  fullest  consideration,  and  per- 
haps next  Session  the  Government  would 
be  able  to  propose  some  legislation  which 
would  check  drunkenness,  and  at  the 
same  time  avoid  putting  the  people  of 
Ireland   to    unnecessary  inconvenience 

and  insult.         

Mb.  MUEPHY  said,  he  thought 
that  the  House  ought  to  take  time  to 
consider  the  Bill,  which,  as  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Butt)  had  said, 
was  an  afterthought.  Although  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 
was  technically  in  Order  in  pursuing  the 
course  he  had,  yet  the  Bill  was  evi- 
dently brought  in  en  nvanche  as  a  mat- 
ter of  retaliation  upon  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  opposed  the  Sunday  Clos- 
ing Bill.  It  appeared  to  him  to  be  a 
crude  attempt  to  force  down  the  throats 
of  hon.  Members  a  principle  which  would 
be  found  to  be  utterly  impracticable. 
However  favourably  disposed  he  was  to 
shortening  the  hours  of  labour  and  of 
early  closing  on  Saturday  night,  he  could 
not  approve  of  the  Bill  without  evidence 
that  it  was  in  accordance  with  the  habits 
and  contributed  to  the  convenience  of 
the  people.  Moreover,  he  had  no  evi- 
dence of  its  practicability.  In  the  evi- 
dence g^ven  before  the  two  Committees 
which  sat  in  1868,  reasons  were  given 
why,  in  certain  localities,  restriction  of 
time  might  be  advantageous,  yet  there 
was  abundant  evidence  to  show  that  this 
rule  should  not  be  of  universal  applica- 
tion. It  was  monstrous  to  suppose  that 
the  hard-and-fast  line  of  closing  public- 
houses  at  7  o'dock  should  be  aaopted. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 
in  1874  and  1875,  brought  in  Bills  with 
exactly  the  same  title,  and  the  names  at 
the  back  of  those  Bills  were  those  which 
now  appeared  at  the  back  of  the  present 
Bill ;  but  the  latter  Bill  was  tot^y  dif- 
ferent in  prindple  and  detail  from  the 
former.  The  Bill  of  1876  renealed 
every  restriction  on  the  sale  of  liquor 
by  everybody;  but  this  Bill,  although 
introduced  in  Februarv,  was  not  printed 
till  last  Thursday,  and  then  hon.  Mem- 
bers found  to  their  surprise  that  it  was 
a  Bill  to  close  at  7  o'dock  all  the  pub- 
lic-houses in  Irdand.  He  objected  to 
that   sort  of  hey   presto— jaoVin-the- 
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box  legislation.  Last  night  be  TMr. 
Murpby)  received  a  communication  from 
bis  constituents  to  oppose  the  Bill  in 
every  possible  way  be  could.  Tbis  Bill 
was  brought  in  late  in  the  Session, 
without  the  slightest  possibility  of  its 
passing,  and  evidently  for  no  other  ob- 
ject than  to  enable  its  promoters  to  say 
to  the  advocates  of  the  Sunday  Closing 
Bill — "We  have  been  beaten  on  that 
measure,  but  on  the  Saturday  Bill  we 
fihall  go  off  in  a  blaze  of  fireworks."  In 
the  Committee  to  which  he  referred, 
Captain  Talbot  said  public  opinion  was 
decidedly  against  closing  public-housee 
before  11  o'clock  on  Saturday  night. 
Inspector  Corr  expressed  the  same 
opinion.  Their  evidence  was  to  be  had 
in  the  Blue  Books.  But  quite  apart 
from  any  evidence  on  the  subject,  it  was 
utterly  idle  to  expect  that  at  that  late 
period  of  the  Session  the  House  would 
be  disposed  to  adopt  the  second  reading 
of  such  a  Bill  as  this,  introduced  as  he 
might  say  without  Notice,  and  involving 
in  its  issues  an  undpubted  source  of 
inconvenience  and  injustice.  If  the  sub- 
ject was  to  be  discussed  bytheLeeislature 
and  the  outside  public,  let  it  be  done 
with  due  deliberation.  For  his  part,  he 
did  not  deem  it  necessary  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  House  by  any  further  expres- 
sion of  his  views,  but  would  leave  it  to 
their  good  sense  and  judgment  to  deal 
with  it  on  the  division. 

Question,  ''That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Beading  put  off  for  three 
months. 


INTOXICATING  LIQUORS   (LICENSING 

BOARDS)  BILL.— [Bill  24.] 

{Mr,  J.  Cowettf  Sir  Senry  Havelock,  Mr,  Nor* 

woody  Mr,  Burty  Mr,  £mett  Noel,) 

SECOin)   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  briefly 
explained  that  its  object  was  simply  to 
take  all  matters  connected  with  licensing 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  magistrates,  who 

Mr,  Murphy 


iretB  an  appointed  body,  and  to  place 
licensing,  and  all  the  powers  connected 
with  public-houses,  in  the  hands  of 
boards  elected  by  the  ratepayers. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  J,  Cowen,) 

Mr.  bod  well,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months,  said,  he  thought  the  House  was 
probably  tired  by  that  time  of  the  state- 
ments that  were  bandied  about  as  to  an 
increase  of  drunkenness  in  the  country. 
It  was  taken  as  an  axiom  that  drunken- 
ness was  the  parent  of  crime  and  pau- 
perism, and  when  he  found,  on  looking 
to  various  parts  of  England,  that  crime 
and  pauperism  were  rapidly  diminishing, 
he  was  at  a  loss  to  know  why  it  should 
be  said   that  drunkenness  was  on  the 
increase.    It  was  incumbent  on  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  to  show  that  the  pre- 
sent system  of  licensing,  which  had  been 
in  operation  for  only  a  short  period,  had 
proved  unsatisfactory,  and  had  been  the 
subject  of  complaints.    It  was  certainly 
a  very  great  improvement  on  the  former 
system.    The  licensing  justices,  he  be- 
lieved, dischai^ed  their  duties  with  per- 
fect fairness ;  and  in  these  days,  when 
so  many  watchM  eyes  were  observing 
the  conduct  of  the  magistrates,  and  par- 
ticularly the  unpaid  magistrates,  it  was 
certain  that  if  there  had  been  any  ground 
of   complaint  the    House  would   have 
heard  of  it.    It  could  not  be  said  that 
the  number  of  licences  increased  under 
the  present  system.    On  the  contrary, 
there  was  the  greatest  reluctance  on  the 

?art  of  the  justices  to  g^ant  new  licences. 
t  was  an  advantage,  moreover,  that  the 
justices  were  not  elected  by  the  people,  for 
they  were  able  under  the  existing  sys- 
tem to  act  with  independence.  Nothing, 
in  his  opinion,  would  be  more  objection- 
able than  to  place  the  granting  of 
licences  in  the  hands  of  an  electoral 
body,  because  it  was  evident  that  for 
months  before  the  elections  of  the  licens- 
ing boards,  publicans  would  engage  in 
a  regular  system  of  treating  in  order  to 
influence  the  composition  of  that  licens- 
ing board.  It  was  also  inopportune  to 
bring  forward  a  Bill  of  this  nature,  be- 
cause there  had  been  no  case  made  out 
for  any  change,  or  that  the  present  sys- 
tem had  not  proved  so  far  to  have  been 
successful  in  exercising  a  judicious  power 
over  the  public-house  trade.     Besides, 
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^rhen  lie  looked  at  the  clauses  of  the 
HiU  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  really  a 
liybrid  measure,  something  between  the 
PermissiTe  Bill  and  the  Gbttenburg  pro- 
posal,  and  it  contained  some  of  the  pro- 
visions of  each.  But  the  House  nad 
expressed  its  views  as  to  each  of  these 
schemes,  and  he  could  hardly  think  it 
"would  assent  to  a  measure  which  com- 
bined the  evils  of  both  of  them.  He 
-was  disappointed  and  sorry  that  his  hon. 
Priend  (Mr.  Cowen)  did  not,  in  propos- 
ing the  second  reading  of  the  Bui,  g^ve 
at  greater  len^  his  reasons  for  adopt- 
ing the  principles  of  the  measure  and 
altering  the  present  system,  because  it 
put  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  in  the  posi- 
tion of  being  compelled  to  fight  with 
shadows;  but  one  thing  was  very  cer- 
tain, it  would  involve  me  countiy  in  a 
very  large  expenditure.  It  would  be 
necessary  to  have  superintendents  and 
an  endless  number  of  other  officers  in 
each  local  unit:  so  that  it  would  not 
only  keep  the  countiy  in  continual  tur- 
moil ana  convulsion,  but  would  involve 
it  in  very  considerable  expense.  This 
measure,  he  presumed,  was  brought  for- 
ward to  diminish  drunkenness;  but 
what  guarantee  was  there  that  if  it  were 

Sassed  into  an  Act  it  iirotdd  diminish 
runkenness  in  the  slightest  degree  ?  It 
might  do  so  in  a  few  places  where 
publicity  could  be  brought  to  bear  upon 
the  working  of  the  system,  but  even  in 
those  cases  the  effect  would  be  only 
spasmodic — they  never  could  obtain  a 
uniform  system.  He  thought  it  would 
be  much  better  to  leave  licensing  in  the 
hands  of  those  in  whom  it  was  at  present 
placed,  and  he  begged,  therefore,  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,*'  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr.  RodweU.) 

Mb.  pease  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Cambridgeshire  (Mr.  Bod- 
well)  had  raised  an  issue  upon  the  nar- 
rowest possible  ground.  It  was  admitted 
that  there  were  great  evils  to  be  en- 
countered. One  of  those  was  that  three- 
fourths  of  the  pauperism  and  80  per 
cent  of  the  crime  of  the  country  could 
be  traced  to  the  effects  of  intoxicating 
liquors.  He  refused  to  regard  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  ratepayers  under 
this  Bill  as  simply  the  representatives 
for  licensing  purposes.    They  hoped  to 
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have  a  Bill  on  the  subject  of  local  go- 
vernment generally,  and  he  should  hope 
to  find  the  Board  created  under  the  Bill 
exercising  other  authorities,  because 
they  were  found  to  be  the  best  men  for 
all  general  purposes.  The  present  Go- 
vernment had  been  taunted  with  having 
come  into  power  through  the  assistance 
of  the  parsons  and  the  publicans.  He 
never  joined  in  that  taunt,  and  he  be- 
lieved they  were  anxious  to  do  some- 
thing to  check  the  evils  which  so  plainly 
existed.  One  effect  of  the  existing  law 
had  been  to  increase  drunkenness  among 
women,  the  power  of  the  magistrates  to 
restrict  the  number  of  licenbes  having 
been  nullified  by  the  power  exercised 
by  the  Excise.  The  number  of  licences 
to  sell  off  the  premises  had  enormously 
increased.  In  Manchester  the  effect  of 
this  had  been  a  very  large  increase  in 
the  number  of  cases  of  drunkenness 
among  women,  and  in  the  West  Biding 
a  similar  result  had  been  produced.  It 
was  things  like  these  that  the  country 
complained  of.  Such  matters  ought  to 
be  placed  under  a  licensing  authority. 
The  question  was  simply  how  best  to 
regulate  a  great  monopoly.  As  to  the 
hours  of  closing,  he  had  always  pro- 
tested against  any  universal  rule;  it 
shotdd  be  guided  by  local  feeling  and 
local  wants,  and  it  might  well  be  left  to 
the  decision  of  the  local  authorities. 
The  magistrates,  of  whose  action  so  far 
as  it  went  he  did  not  complain,  were  not 
so  suitable  a  body  to  take  it  up  as  the 
representatives  of  the  ratepayers,  not 
appointed  solely  for  licensing  purposes, 
as  for  the  general  purposes  of  Local  Go- 
vernment. Almost  universally  through- 
out the  North  of  England  the  opinion 
was  that  in  a  great  many  cases  a  short- 
ening of  hours  was  very  desirable.  What 
they  wanted  to  realize  was  a  maximum 
of  taxation  with  a  minimum  of  drinking ; 
but  this  could  not  be  attained  unless  the 
present  law  was  altered  in  the  direction 
of  diminishing  the  number  of  drink  traps 
at  present  existing  in  the  country. 

Mb.  GBEGOBY  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  addressed  the  House 
(Mr.  Pease)  had  dealt  with  matters 
which  did  not  arise  in  the  Bill.  The 
object  of  the  measure  was  simply  to 
supersede  the  authority  constituted,  after 
due  consideration,  by  Parliament  two 
years  ago  for  the  licensing  of  public- 
houses — ^to  supersede  the  committee  of 
magistrates  in  favour  of  a  local  body. 
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That  body  was  to  be  elected  by  the  rate- 
payers. What  would  be  the  ef^t?  They 
would  have  contests  right  and  left,  and  the 
most  influential  parties  in  such  elections 
would  be  the  publicans  themselves.  The 
result  would  be  that  the  representative 
body  would  be  to  a  g^eat  extent  com- 
posed of  the  nominees  of  this  dass.  Those 
who  doubted  that  such  would  be  the  case 
could  not  have  seen  the  influence  publi- 
cans exercised  in  the  present  municipal 
and  borough  elections ;  and  if  that  were 
the  case,  would  they  not  strive  every  nerve 
in  order  to  secure  the  constitution  of  the 
licensing  boards  in  their  own  interests  ? 
Had  any  case  been  made  out,  or  any 
grievance  even  alleged,  against  the^pre- 
sent  licensing  committees?  He  had 
heard  no  charge  of  dereliction  of  duty. 
He  ventured  to  think  that  before  they 
attempted  to  supersede  the  existing 
authority,  the  authors  of  the  Bill  were 
bound  to  show  some  cause  for  it,  and 
some  very  g^ve  dereliction  of  duty  on 
the  part  of  the  present  authority  before 
they  could  expect  the  House  to  assent 
to  the  second  reading. 

Sib  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  he  would  not  detain  the  House 
more  than  a  few  moments,  and  had  no 
intention  of  interposing  between  the 
division  which  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
appeared  desirous  of  taking;  but  he 
thought  it  right  that  the  views  of  the 
Government  uiould  be  plainly  stated  in 
regard  to  the  measure.  As  he  ventured 
to  state  to  the  House  last  year,  it  was 
an  entire  subversion  of  l3ie  principle 
upon  which  the  present  licensing  system 
was  conducted.  This  proposal  was  that, 
without  showing  any  case  against  the 
existing  authority,  without  proving  that 
they  had  in  any  way  neglected  their 
duty,  they  should  sanction  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  body  of  men  elected  by  the 
ratepayers.  He  believed  the  proposal 
would  be  liable  to  all  the  objections 
which  could  be  urged  against  the  Per- 
missive Bill.  It  would  produce  con- 
tinual turmoil  in  the  neighbourhood, 
inasmuch  as  there  would  be  constant 
endeavour  to  change  the  character  of 
the  representation.  It  would  also  bring 
into  play  such  uncertainty  in  regard  to 
licences  as  to  withdraw  capital  from  the 
trade,  upon  which  veiy  much  of  its  re- 
spectfkbility  depended.  He  would  also 
venture  to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the 
House  that  the  whole  of  the  dauses  of 
the  BiU  were  full  of  possible  ezpendi* 
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ture,  and  consequently  thai 
of  money  would  have  to  be  MtfmX  ia 
connection  with  the  frequent  electio«  of 
the  boards  it  proposed  to  entahtiih,  aad 
consequent  burdens  in  the  shape  of  taxa» 
tion  would  be  imposed  upon  the  nie- 
payers.  He  did  not  think  any  case  had 
oeen  made  out  for  altering  the 
upon  which  they  had  acted  for  the 
two  years.  The  effects  pointed  out 
the  subject  of  consideratioa  at  tha  jpr»- 
sent  moment,  and  had  been  mbauttad 
to  the  consideration  of  a  Committae  ia 
"  another  place,"  and  he  did  not  think 
it  was  possible— 4n  fact,  it  would  be  va- 
wise — to  deal  with  the  matter  until  ths 
evidence  they  had  taken  was  ia  ths 
hands  of  hon.  Members.  He  therefion 
thought  the  House  would  exercise  a  win 
discretion  in  rejecting  the  measure. 

Mb.  WAT^^N  \mJJAMS  was  dia. 
appointed  at  the  shortness  of  tha  dis- 
cussion, but  he  was  anxious  that  tks 
position  in  which  he  stood  with  regaid 
to  the  Bill  should  be  made  clear,  Hs 
intended  to  move  Amendments  which 
he  believed  would  meet  every  objectiaa 
raised  against  the  measure.  The  main 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  to  tranafer  to 
an  elective  body  the  power  of  grantinf 
licences.  He  was  prepared  to  suggest 
a  modification  of  the  proposal,  nadtf 
which  one-half  the  licensing  antiKxity 
should  be  elected  by  the  ratepayera,  ths 
other  half  consisting  of  magistrates  of 
the  localities.  He  most  cordially  gave 
his  vote  for  the  second  reading  of  dis 
BilL 

Qu^on  put,  "  That  the  word  '  a>w ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  dwid$d  :—kjm  tb ;  Nm 
1 33  :  Majority  48.— (IKt.  List,  No.  S31) 

yfot^  aided. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  sal 
agreed  to. 

Second  Beading  put  off  iat  tluret 
months. 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 

Supply  —  Besolutions  [July  17],  r»- 
ported. 

First  Twenty-eeven  Besohitionay< 
U. 

Twenty-eighth  Beeohition  pmlptmd. 

Subsequent  Besolution  ofreei  to. 

Postponed  Sesolutioii  to  beoonndffsd 
TihWMrrow. 


un 


Oonirollir  of  ih$ 


YALUATIOir  OF  LAHDS  AXD  mSBXDITJLlCBNTS 

Ok  IMka  of  Mr.  Ramiat,  Bill  for  the 
V«lwitum  of  Landi  and  Hereditamenta  in  Eng- 
land, €rder«d  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Rambat, 
Sar  Qmaham  Hontoobckbt,  Mr.  Baxtbb.  Mr. 
RoDWKLL,  Mr.  Josmrii  Cowbm,  and  Mr.  Mait- 


BiU^fMMUM^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  266.] 
Honae  a4joiixiied  at  Six  o'clock. 
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MINTTTBa}— PuEUO  BiLU^Firtt  R$ading^ 
Telepm^  rMoney)  *  (162). 

S^ceud  K$aiing  —  Committee  negatived  — 
(£20,000,000)  ConaoUdated  Fond  •. 

Otmmitim  Local  Gk>yenmient  Board's  Provi- 
aional  Orders  Confirmation  (Bishop  Aack- 
land,  kc),  n&w  (Hyde,  &o.)*  (93). 

S0l^  CtmmitUt — J(«ywr^— Local  Goremment 
Board's  Proyiaional  Orders  Confirmation 
(Atherton,  &c.)  •  (86)— (Oaistor  Union,  &c.)* 

Tkird   Bmiinf — ^Universities   of    Oxford   and 
Cambridge    (161);   Inclosnre*   (127);  Saint 
6Uphen*s  Green  (Dublin)*  (134);  Pier  and 
Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  *  (113) 
Hetropc^tan  Commons  ProTiiional   Order  * 

§;  General  Police  and  ImproTement 
ind)  Provisional  Order  Confirmation 
)•  (137);  Public  Works  Loans  (Ire- 
'  (143) ;  Companies  Acts  Amendment 
(Ko.'3)«  (141),  and/HMMtf. 

CONTROLLER    OF    THE    STATIONERY 

OFFICE— APPOINTMENT  OF  MR.  T  D. 

PIGOrr.— PERSONAL   STATEMENT. 

Tn  Eael  of  BEACONSFIEU)  : 
Mj  Lords,  I  rise  to  make  one  or  two 
remarks  upon  a  Beeolution  passed  by 
the  other  House,  which  is  on  your  Table, 
aad  which  has  been  transmitted  to  us 
in  the  usual  nuuiner.  That  Beeolution, 
mj  Lords,  is  a  censure  upon  the  con- 
duct of  the  Ooyemment  with  respect 
to  a  publio  wpointment  recently  made. 
My  Lords,  the  immediate  question  be- 
fitm  us  arose  in  this  manner.  There 
was  about  the  time  when  the  present 
Ooremmsnt  was  formed — now  more 
than  three  years  ago— one  of  the  De- 
partments of  the  State  whioh  was  not 
dssiaed  to  be  administered  in  a  manner 
ealirdy  satisiaotoiy  to  the  public.    A 
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Committee  was  appointed  by  the  House 
of  Conunons  to  inquire,  among  other  mat- 
ters, into  the  general  state  and  conduct  of 
business  of  that  Department.  That  Com- 
mittee, after  receiving  a  great  deal  of 
evidence,  issued  a  Eeport  of  interest  and 
value.  My  Lords,  i  do  not  think  that 
there  is  anyone  who  more  values  the 
labours  of  Parliamentary  Committees 
than  myself.  They  obtain  for  the  coun- 
try an  extraordinary  mass  of  valuable 
information  which  probably  would  not 
otherwise  be  at  hana,  or  available ;  and 
formed  as  they  necessarily  are  of  chosen 
men  from  the  two  most  important  bodies 
of  the  State,  their  Beports  are  pregnant 
with  prudent  and  sagacious  suggestions 
for  the  improvement  of  the  administra- 
tion of  afiPairs.  My  Lords,  I  have  spent 
the  greater  part  of  my  life  in  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  has  frequently  been  my 
duty — always  my  delight — to  vindicate 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  Parliament. 
I  have  sometimes  been  charged,  indeed, 
with  having  taken  an  extravagant  view 
of  those  rights  and  privileges,  but  I 
think  charged  unjustly.  But,  my  Lords, 
I  never  for  a  moment  have  maintained, 
nor  do  I  know  any  personal  or  written 
authority  that  has  maintained,  that  the 
Besolutions  of  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Oonmions  were  infallible.  My  Lords, 
I  think  you  will  see  that  if  that  were 
admitted,  the  utmost  disorder  and  in- 
convenience must  be  occasioned  in  the 
administration  of  public  affairs.  Li  the 
first  place,  it  would  entirely  destroy  the 
responsibility  of  Ministers.  If,  when  a 
public  question  arises,  all  that  a  Minister 
has  to  do  is  to  propose  a  Parliamentary 
Committee  to  mquire  into  it,  and  if 
when  that  Committee  has  reported,  all 
that  he  has  to  do  is  to  incorporate  their 
imimpeachable  suggestions  in  a  Bill,  and 
afterwards  an  Act  of  Parliament,  the 
House  will  at  once  see  in  what  a  position 
of  difficulty — of  disaster  I  might  say — 
the  Administration  and  even  the  legisla- 
tion of  the  country  might  be  placed.  In 
the  present  instance,  this  Committee 
offered  to  the  consideration  of  the  coun- 
try their  opinions  on  all  the  points  con- 
nected witn  the  adminiHtration  of  the 
Department  in  question,  and  they  offered 
them  in  consicierable  detail.  I  think 
the  ntmiber  of  Besolutions  at  whioh  they 
arrived  with  regard  to  that  Department 
were  not  less. than  60.  Some  of  these 
Besolutions— I  ma  v  say  many  of  these  He- 
solutions — ^were  adopted  by  theOovem- 
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ment,  and  have  been  found  to  work  ad- 
vantageously.    Some  of  these  Resolu- 
tions were  adopted  by  the  Gbvemment ; 
but,  in  their  operation,  have  not  been 
successful,  and  they  have  therefore  been 
abandoned.     Some  of  these  Besolutions 
were  disregarded  after  due  and  deep 
consideration  by  the  Government.    The 
Department  in  question,  my  Lords,  is 
that  of  the  Public  Stationery,  and  the 
office  in  question  is  that  of  its  Controller. 
Among    the    Besolutions    which   were 
disregarded  after  the  deepest  conside- 
ration by  the  Government,  was  a  Re- 
solution that  when  the  office  of  Con- 
troller again  became  vacant  the  person 
appointed  to   that    office  should   pos- 
sess the  requisite  technical  knowledge 
of  stationery  and  printing.    My  Lords, 
at  the  commencement  of  this  Spring  this 
office  did  become  vacant.    I  was  made 
aware  of  it  by  the  courtesy  of  the  gen- 
tleman who  held  the  office  some  time 
before  his  resignation  was  formally  an- 
nounced.   He  told  me  of  it,  I  doubt  not, 
from  a  consideration  of  the  difficulties 
which  were  likely  to  attend  the  new  ap- 
pointment, and  in  order  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  have  ample  time  to  consider 
the  matter.    It  fell  to  my  lot,  my  Lords, 
to  fulfil  that   duty — a  difficult  one,  I 
assure  you.    I  had  to  consider,  there- 
fore, the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  that 
the  new  Controller  should  possess  ''  the 
requisite    technical  knowledge  of  sta- 
tionery and  printing."    Now,  my  Lords, 
when  I  considered  that  Resolution,  and 
when  I  made  some  inquiries  respecting 
it,  I  found  that  it  was  one  which,  as  it 
appeared  to  me,  was  utterly  impractic- 
able.   No  doubt,  my  LordJs,  there  are 
gentlemen    connected    with   the    great 
private  establishments  for  the  sede  of 
stationery  in  all  its  forms  and  descrip- 
tions, who  possess  the  intelligence,  the 
education,  and  the  character  which  would 
render  them  perfectly  competent  to  oc- 
cupy this  post  in  the  administration  of 
the  business  of  the  country.     But  your 
Lordships  will  see  in  a  moment  that 
persons  connected  with  great  commercial 
transax^tions,  employing  a  vast  capital, 
and  getting  a  g^eat  return  for  it,  could 
not  be  tempted  to  accept  a  post  which, 
however  honourable,  is  one  with  nothing 
of  the  glare  of  distinction  about  it,  ana 
the  salary  of  which  hardly  exceeds  the 
salaiy  of  a  first-rate  derk  or  manager  in  a 
first-rate  commercial  establishment.  Now, 

The  Earl  of  Beaeontfield 


my  Lords,  what  would  be  the  ocmteomn 
of  such  a  position  of  affairs  ?    To  ap- 
point a  person  who  has  technical  kaov- 
ledg^  of  stationery  and  printing* — ^that  it 
te  say,  to  appoint  a  stationer  or  a  pRstar 
—I  should  nave  had  to  appoint  ant 
person  who  had  retired  from  bosineM,  or 
some  person  from  whom  boainen  bid 
retired.    My  Lords,  I  felt  the  inqm- 
sibility  of  dealing  in  such  a  manner  wid 
the  situation — I  could  not  undertake  tb* 
responsibility  of  asking  a  decayed  sta- 
tioner or  printer  to  fill  a  post  of  t2ui 
character.    My  Lords,  the  poat  ia  oot 
which  requires  considerable  adminitfra- 
tive  abili^ — it  requires  some  official  ex- 
perience, it  requires  a  capacity  for  labour. 
These  are  the  qualities  which  are  geoezaDr 
neoessaiy  for  an  administratiTe  ofBoe  oif 
this  description ;  and  it  ia  our  cnatoa 
that  they  should  be  coupled  with  that  of 
education  and  with  the  mckral  rcpate 
which  society  demands.    My  Lords,  is 
these  circumstances,  the  question  whidi 
I  had  to  decide  was  one  of  no  littU 
difficulty.    Your  Lordships  may  say  thai 
although  it  was  not  possible  to  appoaai 
a  man  who  had  technical  knowledge  of 
stationery  and  printing,  it  is  not  to  b« 
believed    that  the   superintendence  <tf 
an  important  Department  of  the  Stale, 
the  expenditure  of  which  amousts  to 
£500,000  a-year,  should  be   entmstid 
to  a  person  ignorant  of  the  particoltr 
knowledge  without  which  it  was  impos- 
sible that  successful  administratian  oould 
be  secured.     My  Lords,  I  appreheod 
that  this  vote  in  that  respect  must  have 
been  arrived  at  under  a  considenbls 
misapprehension  of  the  circomstanoH. 
In  the  Stationery  Office,  as  it  at  prescat 
exists,  there  is  a  complete  and  orgamaBd 
body  of  experts  in  every  Department  of 
that  Office — men  who  have  special  ac- 
quaintance with  stationery,  with  priB^ 
ing,   and  with  bookbinding — they  an 
thoroughly  capable  of  deciding  all  pocato 
connected  with  these  trades,  so  far  as  tk» 
public  requirements  demand.    Thej  ai« 
a  permanent  body,  and  they  supply  tbe 
individual  who  is  r^ponsible  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Department  with  sfl 
the  technical  knowledge  which  is  rt- 
quisite.    Your  Lordships  wilU  perbapi, 
be  interested  to  hear  tnat  there  are  ia 
this  Department  two  examiners  and  tvo 
assistant  examiners  of  printing  and  d 
printing  accounts;    that  there  is  oas 
examiner  and  one  assistant  exmmimr  of 
paper  as  material ;  that  tiiere  is  an 
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xniner  and  two  assistant  examiners  of 
binding — a  veiy  important  part  of  the 
Imsinese  of  the  Office — ^in  short,  there  is 
sot  a  single  branch  of  the  duties  which 
zequire  technical  knowledge  which  is  not 
alroadj  provided  with  competent  experts, 
irhoee  knowledge  is  at  the  service  of  the 
Controller.  Well,  my  Lords,  it  was 
mecessarj  for  me  to  consider  what  course 
I  should  take.    Far  from  having  disre- 

red  the  Besolutions  and  opinions  of 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, the    present    Qovemment   have 
efiected  in  this  particular  Department 
most  important  reforms,  and  have  re- 
duced its  expenditure  to  a  material  ex- 
tent. Since  the  publication  of  the  Eeport 
of  the  Committee,  and  much  in  conse- 
quence of  its  suggestions,  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  Department  has  been  reduced 
by  £40,000  a-year,  and  at  this  moment 
there   are    changes  in  progress  which 
will  bring  about  a  further  reduction  of 
X20,000  a-year.  I  think  this  is  evidence 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
not  in  any  way  neglected  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of    Commons.     Upon    this   point,    my 
Lords,  I  may  perhaps  miBike  an  observa- 
tion.   It  has  been  said  this  great  saving 
of  the   public  money,    and   the  ereat 
and  beneficial  changes  that  have  oeen 
effected,   are   a    striking  proof  of  the 
advanta^TO  of  having  as  superintendent 
of  the  Office  a  person  who  has  a  tech- 
nical   knowledge     of    stationery    and 
printing;   for  they  have  been  ascribed 
to  the  influence  and  exertions  of  a  dis- 
tinguished Colleague  of  my  own  who 
is  oecretary  to  the  Treasury,  and  who, 
before   he    entered    into  public    life — 
happily,  I  think,  for  the  public— was 
himself  the  head  of  one  of  Uie  greatest 
establishments  in  this  country  connected 
with  printing  and   with  stationery.    I 
allnde  to  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury — a  name  known 
ana  honoured.    Now,  I  assure  you,  my 
Lords — and  I  make  this  statement  with 
his   full  authority,  and  at  his  special 
desire — that  none  of  those  alterations 
in  the  Stationery  Office  are  at  all  attribu- 
table to  his  influence  and  exertions.    As 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  he  has  signed 
all  the  documents  which  have  appeared 
connected  with  that  Department;  but 
the  truth  is,  he  signed  them  formallv 
with  the  full  confidence  that  the  work 
which  had  been  done  had  been  done 
properly.     That  work  had  been  done 


by  a  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Eowland 
Winn.  It  was  solely  by  his  individual 
exertions  and  unceasing  care  that  those 
great  improvements  and  that  saving 
were  effected;  and  I  need  not  remina 
you,  my  Lords,  that  Mr.  Eowland  Winn 
has  no  technical  knowledge  of  stationery 
and  printing,  but  is  a  Lincolnshire 
country  Q^nileman.  Well,  then,  my 
Lords,  I  arrived  absolutely  at  this  con- 
clusion— that  it  was  impossible,  with  any 
regard  to  the  efficiency  of  the  Public 
Service,  to  appoint  as  head  of  this  estab- 
lishment a  gentleman  who  was  a  real 
stationer  or  printer.  The  question, 
therefore,  arose,  in  what  manner  the 
vacant  post  could  be  most  efficiently 
filled  up.  Some  are  of  opinion  that  the 
post  ought  to  have  been  filled  by  a  lite- 
rary man — ^because  it  had  been  filled  by 
literary  men  before,  and  because  that 
was  thought  to  be  a  graceful  tribute 
to  men  of  letters.  My  Lords,  I  do  not 
think  that  I  shall  ever  be  accused  of 
any  want  of  sympathy  or  respect  for 
men  of  letters.  While  I  have  occupied 
my  present  post,  and,  indeed,  in  for- 
mer times,  I  have  omitted  no  legitimate 
opportunity  of  aiding  and  honouring 
men  of  letters.  But  I  am  not  aware 
that  I  should  be  honouring  literature  in 
this  country  by  placing  a  man  of  letters 
in  a  post  which  requires  qualities  he 
does  not  possess,  and  the  duties  of 
which,  in  consequence,  would  have  to 
be  performed  by  others.  Now,  glancing 
over  the  names  of  various  men  of  dis- 
tinction in  letters,  I  did  not  find  any  one 
of  suitable  qualifications  whom  I  could 
have  expected  to  accept  the  post.  But 
it  might  be  said,  although  I  might  not 
have  been  able  to  fulfil  literally  the 
Resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons,  I 
might  have  found  a  person  competent  to 
carry  on  the  established  routine  of  the 
Office  among  the  present  members  of 
the  establishment.  Well,  my  Lords,  this 
is  a  delicate  subject  to  touch  upon ;  but 
when  the  public  interest  is  concerned,  I 
must  treat  it  with  frankness,  and  I  trust 
that  in  treating  it  with  frankness  I  shall 
hurt  the  feelings  of  no  individual.  My 
Lords,  I  have  ever  been  of  opinion  that 
— not  as  a  strict  rule  from  wnich  there 
may  be  no  exception,  but  as  a  general 
rule  to  be  observed — it  is  expedient  that 
when  the  head  of  a  Department  retires, 
or  is  promoted,  it  is  not  desirable  that, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  his  successor 
should  be  found  among  his  subordinates. 
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Generally  speaking,  I  believe  it  would 
lead  to  obsolete  routine  and  a  supine 
system  of  administration  which  it  is  not 
desirable  to  encoura^.  I  do  not  lay  it 
down  as  a  rule  without  exception ;  I 
can  at  once  admit  that  if  I  found  a  De- 
partment conducted  with  great  efficiency 
— a  Department  against  the  administra- 
tion of  which  there  had  been  no  mur- 
murs— and  if  I  could  trace  that  that 
efficiency  was  in  a  great  degree  attribu- 
table to  the  energies  of  some  of  the 
second  in  command — ^if  I  may  use  the 
phrase — in  the  Department,  I  think  that 
that  efficiency  ana  that  ability  would 
create  a  moral  claim  to  promotion  which 
I  should  be  the  first  to  acknowledge. 
But  if,  speaking  generally,  as  I  think  it 
will  be  admitted,  it  is  not  wise  that  it 
should  be  considered  a  matter  of  course 
that  a  subordinate  should  succeed  to  the 
Chief  on  his  promotion,  certainly  that 
rule  would  particularly  apply  when  we 
are  dealing  with  an  Office,  the  adminis- 
tration of  which  was  admittedly  unsatis- 
factory. I  say  this  particularly  with 
reference  to  the  Chief  Clerk  of  the 
Stationery  Department  (Mr.  Reid).  I 
believe  him  to  be  an  efficient  and 
able  officer ;  I  believe  that  all  that  was 
good,  or  much  that  was  good,  in  the 
late  administration  of  the  Office  may  be 
attributed  to  him.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  the  general  administration  has 
not  been  satisfactory,  and  it  appeared 
to  me  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
fresh  blood  should  be  introduced  into 
the  Department.  Under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  my  Lords,  there  was 
only  one  course  to  take.  As  it  was 
really  practically  impossible  to  appoint 
to  the  head  of  the  Stationery  Depart- 
ment as  Controller  a  retired  or  unfortu'- 
nate  tradesman ;  as  it  was  clear  to  me  that 
from  the  organized  system  of  experts  pre- 
vailing in  the  Stationery  Department,  all 
the  necessary  technical  knowledge  was 
to  be  obtained  from  men  who  had  been 
trained  as  stationers,  trained  as  prin- 
ters, trained  as  bookbinders — the  three 
great  trades  connected  with  that  Office ; 
as  it  did  not  seem  to  me  expedient 
that  a  man  of  letters  should  be  ap- 
pointed merely  because  he  was  a  man  of 
letters,  and  as  it  seemed  to  me  most  de- 
sirable that,  considering  the  state  of  the 
Department,  some  one  should  be  put  at 
ita  nead  that  had  the  requisite  qualities 
for  establishing  an  efficient  administra- 
tion, and  who  was  not  connected  with 
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I  oould  find  Buoh  an  individnmL    WdL 
my  LordB>  my  first  intefttion  sad  mj 
first  step  was  to  appiy  to  9omm  tA  Hii 
most  eminent  membim  of  tbe  <^vii  6«^ 
vice,  and  I  endeavoured  to  indnoe  Asb 
to  retire  firom   the  offices  which  tkfy 
filled  and  accept  the  one  that  was  Taasil 
My  Lords,  I  was  not,  on  the  whole,  Ibt- 
tunate  in  that  attempt ;  and  I  most  my 
that,  on  calmly  conaideiuig  tlie  obisD- 
tions  that  were  made  to  it,  I  do  lol 
think  those  objections  were  onw sna 
able.    The  gentlemen  to  whom  I  ap- 
plied all  held  offices  equal — not  to  Hy 
superior — in  dignity  to  the  Oootroflor- 
ship  of  Stationery,  and  they  aU  reesivsd 
salaries,  equal,  not  to  say  sapecior,  k 
some  instances,  to  that  which  is  aoootdsA 
to  that  functionary.    Therefore  it  was 
asking  them  to  make  a  sacrifice  withoet 
any  adequate  necessity  for  it.  My  LarAt 
what  was  to  be  done?    I  <iiwisi4i«gd 
then  that  the  best  course  I  coold  tikt 
would  be  to  see  whether  thes«  was  mC 
in  the  younger  members  of  die  CM 
Service  some  one  equal  to  the  otcmam, 
and  I  let  it  be  known  that  this  post  was 
vacant— that  it  was  to  be  a  reward  o^ 
merit,  and  that  anjrone  might  hare  it 
who  was  fully  conipetent  to  nndsftakt 
its  duties.    Certain^,  I  did  not  adw^ 
tize  this  in  the  newspapers,  or  prodsia 
it  at  Charing  Cross;  but  I  had  tfas  op- 
portunity of  making  the  matter  knova 
m  offioiid  circles ;  and  it  was  well  kaova 
in  official  circles  that  the  claims  of  aaj 
man  who  had  shown  that  he  had  dntia- 
guished  abilities,  and  that  he  was  eoa- 
petent  to  cope  with  such  a  post,  woeii 
be  favourably  considered  by  me.    Wsi. 
my  Lords,  what  was  the  reeolt  of  thalf 
Six  names  were  placed  before  me.    Oat 
of  them — and  tlie  only  name  I  wiU  msa- 
tion,  was  that  of  the  gentleman  who« 
appointment  is  the  subject  of  this  Reso- 
lution of  the  House  <u  Oonmions— Vr. 
Thomas  Digby  Rgott  I  wfllnot  msntifie 
the  others,  because  it  might  be  invidiovi 
to  do  so ;  but  I  will  name  th«r  poatuwk 
which  it  will  be  seen  were  not  matsnaHy 
difierent  from  Mr.  Pigott's.    One  wss  a 
clerk  of  the  Treasury.    The  Uas  of  ay 
mind  was  certainly  to  have  promoted  thit 
gentleman.    It  1dm  fallen  to  my  kn  t» 
introduce  clerks  of  the  Treasnir  to  in- 
portent  positions  in  the  Pol^  osrrioi, 
and  thev  have  invariably  gained  Sth 
tinotion  by  the  opportonify  t£it  has  * 


i 


14ft5 


CmdroOer  of  th$ 


{ JxTLY  19,  1877}         Biationery  Offie$.         1486 


thus  afforded  them.     Anotiher  gentle- 
man  waa  oonneoted  with  the  Omce  of 
Woi^ ;  another  was  in  the  Board  of 
Trade;  a  fourth  wai  clerk  in  the  War 
Offioe — the  same  Department  in  whioh 
Mr.  Fi^tt  was — and  another  was  in  the 
Geological  Survey  Office.    These  were 
the  aix  gentlemen  who  were  brought 
under  mj  notice  as  being  competent  to 
iiilfil  high  administrative  duties.    I  be- 
lieve that  all  of  them  are  men  who  will 
rise  in  the  Public  Service,  but  I  could 
not  appoint  all  six.    I  had  to  make  a 
selection.    I  made  every  inquiry,  and  I 
finally  decided  to  offer  the  post  to  Mr. 
Digbv  Pigott.    He  had  not  asked  for  it 
— mdeed,  he  would  probably  have  looked 
upon  it  as  an  act  of  great  presumption  to 
mak  for  it.    No  friend  of  nis  ever  inter- 
f<ired  in  the  matter.      His  name  was 
fanraght  before  me  by  a  gentleman  who 
has  as  iarffe  an  experience  of  business 
in  our  Public  Offices  as  probably  any 
living  person,  and  who,  from  his  obser- 
Tation  alone,  had  fixed  upon  Mr.  Pigott 
to  recommend  him  upon  Ms  merits.  And 
not  only  did  no  friend  of  Mr.  Pitt's 
interfere  in  the  matter,  but  Mr.  Pigott 
hiroself  was  unaware  that  he  had  been 
proposed  for  the  post,  and  was  greatly 
astonished  that  his  name  had  ever  been 
brought  before  me.     My  Lords,  I  men- 
tion this,  because  it  has  been  said,  in  an 
Aasembl V  almost  as  claswcal  as  that  which 
I  am  addressing,  that  this  appointment 
was  a  ''job,"  that  the  father  of  Mr. 
Pigott  was  the  parson  of  my  parish,  that 
I  had  relations  of  long  and  intimate 
friendship  with  him,  that  he  busied  him- 
self in  county  elections,  and  that  in  my 
earlier  contests  in  the  county  with  which 
I  am  connected,  I  was  indebted  to  his 
exertions.    My  Lords,  this  is  really  a 
romance.    Thirty  years  ago  there  was  a 
vicar  of  my  parish  of  the  name  of  Pi^tt, 
and  he  oertunly  was  father  to  Mr.  Digby 
Pigott    He  did  not  owe  his  preferment 
to  me,  nor  was  he  ever  under  any  obli- 
gation to  me.    Shortly  after  I  succeeded 
to  that  property  Mr.  Pigott  gave  up  his 
living,  and  retired  to  a  disUmt  county. 
I  have  never  had  any  relations  with  him. 
With  regard  to  our  intimate  friendship 
and  his  electioneering  assistance,  all  1 
know  of  his  interference  in  coun^  elec- 
tions is,  that  before  he  departed  from 
the  county  of  Buckingham  he  registered 
his  vote  against  me.    And,  my  Lords, 
it  is  the  tmth^t  may  surprise  you,  but 
it  is  the  truth — ^that  I  have  im>  personal 


acquaintance  with  his  son,  Mr.  Pigott, 
who  was  appointed  to  this  office  the 
other  day.  I  do  not  know  him  even  by 
sight.  And  yet,  my  Lords,  this  narra- 
tive was  the  basis  of  the  principal  ad- 
dress upon  which  this  Resolution  of  the 
other  House  was  founded ;  and  I  am 
told  by  a  gentleman  who,  necessarily, 
from  his  position,  is  the  best  and  most 
competent  judge  of  such  a  point,  that  if 
that  statement  had  not  been  made  there 
would  not  have  been  the  slightest  chance 
of  the  Resolution  being  carried.  My 
Lords,  there  is  in  this  question  some- 
thing much  more  than  personal  feeling^ 
to  be  considered.  When  such  a  Resolu- 
tion was  passed  by  the  other  House,  and 
laid  upon  your  Lordships'  Table,  I  should 
have  felt  it  my  duty,  under  any  circum- 
stances, from  my  respect  for  Parliament, 
to  have  brought  its  consideration  under 
your  notice.  But,  my  Lords,  I  am 
g^atly  mistaken  if  there  are  not  con- 
siderations connected  with  this  question 
much  graver  and  deeper  than  personal 
feelings  and  personal  interests.  I  will 
not  dwell  on  the  case  of  Mr.  Pigott. 
Mr.  Pigott,  though  of  gentle  birth,  is 
the  younger  son  of  a  vounger  son — the 
cadet  of  a  cadet — and  had  nothing  to 
defend  on  in  this  life  except  the  salary 
which  he  had  obtained  by  17  years  of 
honourable  and  not  undistinguished  la- 
bour in  the  Public  Service  of  which  he 
is  a  member — known  there  by  eminent 
Ministers,  now  in  this  House,  to  whom 
he  was  Private  Secretary,  and  known 
also  for  his  distinguished  services  as 
Secretary  to  a  Military  Commission  to 
which,  I  believe,  some  Members  of  your 
Lordships'  House  belonged.  Having-, 
of  course,  given  up  his  appointment, 
nevertheleas  he  did  not  hesitate,  aftor 
the  Resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
with  the  promptitude  of  a  gentleman,  to 
place  the  resignation  of  his  new  office  in 
my  hands.  He  is,  of  course,  without 
resources;  and  why?  Because  for  17 
years,  having  done  his  duty  in  a  manner 
which  never  had  been  impeached,  having 
obtained  reputation  even  in  his  modest 
career,  without  soliciting  promotion,  ig- 
norant that  his  name  was  brought  before 
the  Minister  who  could  promote  him,  he 
was  promoted  for  his  sheer  merits,  and 
for  his  sheer  merits  alone.  And  now, 
unable  to  go  back  to  the  post  which  he 
fiUed-^for  that  has  naturally,  of  course, 
been  immediately  given  to  another — he 
finds  himself  in  a  position  of  honourable, 
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but  absolute  destitution.  I  do  not  ask 
you  to  think  of  these  things.  If  it  is  for 
the  publio  interest  that  they  should 
occur,  they  must  occur.  If  it  is  for  the 
public  interest  that  Mr.  Pigott  should 
be  placed  in  such  a  position,  he  must 
meet  his  fate.  But,  my  Lords,  there 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  much  more  ge- 
neral, a  much  deeper  question,  for  us  to 
consider  at  this  moment.  I  have  the 
opportunity  of  now  addressing  men, 
many  of  whom  have  been  in  the  habit 
of  transacting  great  affairs,  and  who 
know  and  have  felt  the  terrible  respon- 
sibility of  Government.  My  Lords,  now 
many  of  you  there  are,  who,  when  Ministers 
of  the  Crown,  have  on  occasions  felt  that 
there  is  a  special  reason  for  appealing, 
and  a  special  object  to  be  attained  by 
appealing,  to  some  member  of  the  Civil 
Service,  and  asking  him  to  relinquish 
his  post  and  take  another  for  the  public 
interest  and  the  convenience  and  advan- 
tage of  tl^e  Government  of  the  day? 
But  can  you  appeal  to  a  gentleman  in 
that  position  now,  if  a  Besolution,  passed 
in  a  complete  misapprehension  of  the 
facts,  lays  down  the  principle  which  I 
deplore  to  see  expressed  in  the  Besolu- 
tion to  which  I  have  referred  ?  Why, 
you  might  go  to  such  a  person,  and  he 
would  naturally  say — "  Well,  I  have  a 
post  of  £700  or  £800  a-year,  and  a  pros- 
pect of  the  salary  increasing  by  the  con- 
stancy and  assiduity  of  my  labours.  You 
tempt  me  by  an  increased  salary,  you 
tempt  me  by  higher  duties,  you  touch 
the  ambition  natural  to  all  men,  and 
you  appeal  to  that  public  spirit  which, 
without  exaggeration,  is  a  distinguishing 
mark  of  the  Civil  Service  of  this  country. 
But  if  I  accept  the  post,  what  security 
have  I  that  Parliament  may  not  interfere 
with  the  Executive  in  the  performance  of 
the  duty  which  hashitherto  been  regarded 
as  the  peculiar  function  of  the  Execu- 
tive ;  and  what  guarantee  have  I  that,  in 
endeavouring  to  assist  the  public  interest 
or  the  Administration  of  the  day,  I  may 
not  find  myself  absolutely  destitute,  with 
a  family  to  provide  for  ? ' '  It  is  open  at 
any  time  for  somebody  to  get  up  in  the 
House  of  Commons  and  say — ''  I  under- 
stand Mr.  So-and-So  is  appointed  to  be 
Controller  (we  will  say)  of  tne  Stationery 
Office,  with  £1,200  a-year,  who  was  only 
a  clerk  with  a  few  hundred  ^unds  be- 
fore. This  is  an  infamous  job;  I  can 
prove  to  you  that  his  father,  or  his 
grandfather,  his  brother,  or  his  nephew, 

The  Earl  of  Beaconefield 


was  once  the  election  agent  of  a 
ber  of  the  present  Cabinet,  and  I  eali 
on  you  to  denounce  this  flagitkxM  ar- 
rangement." My  Lords,  I  would  ham 
that  the  House  of  Commons  will  coosifliff 
this  case  in  a  different,  a  xmldeEr,  sad  a 
juster  spirit.  It  is  a  generous  Aiiwiibly. 
and  I  am  oonvinoed  that  had  it  \mm 
aware  of  the  facts,  it  never  would  her* 
arrived  at  such  a  condosion.  Bat  if 
Mr.  Pigott  is  sacrificed,  I  am  eqiiaDy  i£ 
a  loss  to  know  howl  can  meet  the  wiihai 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  I  csbbdI 
place  at  the  head  of  the  Stationery  I>k 
partment  a  person  who  is  tedmioallj  a 
printer  or  a  stationer— eveiybodj  who  if 
consulted  on  the  subject  will  give  ih« 
same  opinion — and  I  donbt  not  that 
your  Lordships  on  both  sides  feel  that 
such  an  arrangement  is  not  cmlv  abanid, 
but  is  from  the  manner  in  whkh  thii 
Office  is  org^anised  utterly  iiiiiKWwisiiij 
for  all  special  and  techniosl  inibmiatm 
is  provided.  This  appointment  was,  im 
my  opinion,  a  good  appointment;  it 
was,  in  my  opinion,  an  appotntoMBt 
which  would  have  benefited  the  Ftihlie 
Service ;  and  I  am  sore  that  nerer  vm 
an  appointment  made  with  poror  moCiTSi. 
My  Lords,  under  these  oireamstaiiees  I 
have  felt  it  my  duty  to  make  this  eomla* 
nation  in  vindication  of  my  oondoet— i  de 
not  say  of  the  Government,  beoaiise,  of 
course,  horn  the  nature  of  thingm,  I  sa 
individually  responsible.  I  have  ac^ 
from  no  motive  of  which  I  am  in  th» 
least  ashamed.  I  have  been  inflneDoed 
solely  by  a  desire  to  advance  the  pabiit 
interest;  and,  therefore,  I  think  joar 
Lordships  will  soaroety  be  smyiiwA 
when  I  say  that  I  cannot  feel  inTsslf 
justified  in  accepting  the  resignation  of 

Mr.  Pigott.       

Earl  GBANYILLE  was  nndetitood 
to  say  that  the  noble  Eail  not  hsriif 
given  any  publio  or  private  intimatioa 
of  his  intention  to  nuuce  the  inttuMtiiii 
statement  which  their  Lordships  Hm 
just  heard,  it  was  not  to  be  expected  or 
wished  that  the  House  shoold  now  eK^m 
upon  the  consideration  of  what  had  oc- 
curred in  ''  another  place."  He  (Esil 
Granville)  desired,  however,  to  stale  hk 
opinion  that  the  noble  Eari  had  ooit 
naturally  come  forward,  beHering  tkn 
the  House  of  Commons  had  acted  wiik* 
out  a  knowledge  of  the  facts,  to  gift  ti 
explanation  of  the  ditnimatanoes  whiA 
had  led  to  the  appointment.  ThereeotU 
be  no  doubt  that  the  xi^t  of  briafii| 
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public  opinion  to  bear  on  the  exercise  of 
GoTemment  patronage  was  one  of  the 
moflt  important  safeguards  to  the  good 
fforemment  of  the  country.  He  believed, 
howcTer,  that  their  Lordships  would 
think  it  better  not  to  discuss  this  case  on 
its  merits,  but  to  leave  the  House  of 
Oommons  to  consider  the  statement  which 
the  noble  Earl  had  just  made. 

LoBD  PENZANCE  said,  he  had  the 
honour  to  be  Chairman  of  the  Commis- 
mon  on  Army  Retirement  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  had  alluded.  Mr.  Piffott  was  Se- 
cretary of  that  Commission.  It  sat  some- 
thing like  18  months:  it  had  to  go 
through  a  vast  mass  of  details,  to  group 
facts  together,  to  draw  conclusions  on 
particular  cases,  and  to  place  side  by 
■ide  with  each  other  the  claims  of 
Tarious  classes  of  officers.  In  the  in- 
▼estigation  of  those  matters  the  Com- 
mission had  the  assistance  of  Mr.  Pigott, 
and  his  only  object  in  rising  on  that 
occasion  was  to  state  that,  in  ms  opinion, 
a  more  assiduous,  a  more  intelligent,  or 
more  capable  man  for  the  duties  he  had 
to  discharge  in  connection  with  the  Com- 
mission could  not  have  been  found  than 
Mr.  Piffott;  and,  so  far  as  he  could 
judge,  uiat  gentleman  was  fully  capable 
<d  taking  (marge  of  a  Public  Depart- 
ment. He  had  great  pleasure  in  testify- 
ing  to  his  great  ability,  and  to  his  great 
SQOoess  in  the  work  he  undertook. 

Ths  EiLBL  OF  NOETHBBOOK  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  stating  that  when  he 
was  at  the  War  Department  Mr.  Pigott 
filled  the  office  of  his  private  secretaiy, 
doing  his  work  to  his  entire  satisfaction, 
and  showing  himself  an  able  and  excel- 
lent public  servant.  He  could  express 
no  opinion  of  the  qualifications  needed 
for  the  Stationery  Office,  having  no 
knowledge  of  its  working,  or  of  the 
Beport  of  the  Select  Committee ;  but  he 
haa  felt  it  his  duty  to  say  what  he  knew 
in  regard  to  Mr.  Pigott. 

VisoovNT  CABDWELL  did  not  rise 
to  say  anything  in  praise  of  Mr.  Pigott, 
because  he  did  not  understand  that  any- 
body had  cast  any  imputation  on  that 
gentleman  in  regard  to  the  duties  he 
had  hitherto  discharged.  But  he  could 
also  bear  testimony  to  the  faithful  and 
efficient  manner  m  which  Mr.  Pigott 
peribrmed  his  duty  at  the  War  Office. 
He  diacharffed  his  duties  most  £aithftilly 
and  most  ably — and  when  the  noble^Earl 
who  had  just  sat  down  left  office,  he 


(Viscount  Cardwell)  recommended  him 
to  the  noble  Marquess  who  succeeded — 
and,  if  his  memory  served  him,  he  had 
also  had  another  opportunity  of  giving 
the  same  favourable  opinion  of  Mr. 
Pigott's  capacity  and  service. 


UNXVERSITIES  OP  OXFORD  AND  CAM- 
BRIDGE BILI/— (Nos.  lU,  138,  146,  161.) 
{Th4  Marquess  of  Salisbury,) 
THIBD  BEADIKQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  Earl  of  HAEROWBY  said,  he 
trusted  that  the  Commissioners,  in  carry- 
ing out  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  would 
keep  in  mind  the  importance  of  offering 
every  facility  and  encouragement  to 
young  men  who  wished  to  enter  the 
ministry  of  the  Church  of  England 
to  obtain  an  education  at  the  two  Uni- 
versities. He  could  conceive  no  greater 
mischief*  to  the  country  than  t&t  her 
future  Clergy  should  be  driven  from  the 
Universities  by  any  loss  of  the  en- 
couragements which  already  existed,  and 
be  educated  at  Theological  seminaries. 
Such  a  course  would  destroy  the  inter- 
course that  had  hitherto  freelv  prevailed 
between  the  Clergy  and  family  life.  The 
Clerfl;y  ought  to  be,  as  they  had  been,  as 
much  as  possible  educated  with  the  I^dty, 
and  have  free  communication  with  them, 
and  should  not  be  required  to  pursue  at 
all  times  studies  which  were  purely 
theological.  They  should  be  encouraged 
to  pursue  a  wider  range  of  study,  and 
not  have  their  minds  narrowed  to  the 
habits  of  acaste.  It  was  one  of  the  greatest 
evils  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Church,  but 
it  was  essential  to  its  constitution,  that 
the  Clergy  should  be  educated  apart. 
Therefore,  he  would  urge  upon  the  ^yal 
Commissioners  who  were  to  carry  into 
operation  this  Act  of  Parliament  to  con- 
sider the  very  great  importance  of  en- 
couraging, by  every  means  within  their 
powers,  the  education  of  those  who 
purposed  to  enter  into  Holy  Orders, 
so  tnat  they  miffht  be  kept  as  much  as 
possible  at  the  Universities,  and  their 
views  and  feelings  kept  in  harmony  and 
sympathy  with  other  classes  of  the  com- 
munity. 

Bill  read  S*,  with  the  Amendments; 
further  Amendments  made;  Bill/MMW, 
and  sent  to  the  Oommons. 
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RUSSIA  AND  THE  PORTE— THE  CIRCU- 
LAR DESPATCH  OF  THE  OTTOMAN 
GOVERNMENT. 

MOTION  FOE   PAPEES. 

Lord  CAMPBELL,  in  rising  to  caU 
attention  to  the  progress  of  fiie  War 
between  Eussia  and  Uie  Porte ;  and  to 
move  for  a  copy  of  any  Answer  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the  Circu- 
lar Despatch  of  the  Ottoman  Govern- 
ment to  its  representatives  abroad,  dated 
the  25th  January,  said :  My  Lords,  it 
will  not,  I  think,  be  difficult  to  explain 
in  a  few  words  a  change  of  form  which 
is  apparent  in  the  Notice  I  have  given. 
The  despatch  from  the  Ottoman  Govern- 
ment of  January  25th  is  one  of  the  most 
important  which  late  events  have  drawn 
out;  because  it  contains,  elaborately 
stated,  their  reasons  for  declining  the 
last  proposals  of  the  Conference,  and^  at 
the  same  time,  a  sketch  of  the  alterna- 
tives they  offered.  My  impression  was, 
after  a  good  deal  of  research,  that  it  had 
never  reached  us,  except  by  foreign 
journals;  but  it  now  appears  in  the  15th 
Paper  on  the  East,  long  after  many 
things  ought  to  have  preceded  it.  But 
this  is  a  small  matter,  so  long  as  the 
despatch  itself  is  not  entirely  unnoticed. 
I  am  far  from  urging  that  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  were  bound  to  answer  it,  although 
I  move  for  any  answer  they  have  mside. 
If  they  have  made  none,  it  stands  intact 
as  a  reply  to  all  the  grounds  on  which 
the  aggressive  war  against  the  Porte 
has  been  excused. 

Having  given  Notice  also  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  progress  of  the  war,  the 
House  will  possibly  allow  me  to  make 
some  further  observations,  which  events, 
as  they  move  on,  might  soon  render  irre- 
levant. To  justify  the  term  aggressive 
as  applied  to  the  part  of  Bussia— a  term 
which  some  may  disapprove  —  let  me 
take  refuge  in  the  reply  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  Prince  Gortchakoff,  dated  May 
1st.  A  document  more  grave,  as  I 
think  more  conclusive,  has  never  left 
the  Foreign  Office.  It  is  pointed  out, 
with  more  or  less  detail  in  it,  that  the 
Bussian  declaration  violates  the  Treaty 
of  1856,  and  mocks  the  principle  laid 
down  in  1871 ;  that  the  Porte  was  not 
bound  to  signify  its  acquiescence  in  the 
Protocol;  that  the  pretension  of  the  Czar 
to  represent  the  views  and  interests  of 
Europe    was    altogether   inadmissible. 


One  point  the  reply  of  the  GownmcBt 
omitted,  as  it  was  not,  periiaps,  deeinbU 
to  lengthen  it.  It  is  uie  fiMt,  u 
by  Lord  Augustas  Loftus  in  a  * 
of  April  6th,  that  Bussia  iimiwt.»d  on  a 
manifesto  from  the  Porte,  alter  tha 
Protocol  had  been  imparted.  Had  it 
been  otherwise,  the  Porte  would  hava 
been  responsible  for  the  mamfefta 
which  appeared.  But  we  learn  from 
Lord  Augustus  Loftos  tiiat  tMitfaff 
silenoe  nor  evasion,  nor  even  wvbal 
statement,  was  left  open.  A  fuanifiwrto 
seemed  to  be  insisted  on,  becanaa  a  m- 
text  for  invasion  was  essentiaL  ne 
manifesto  was  elicited,  and  the  invaaoa 
was  conmienoed.  Everjooe  may  tkas 
be  led  to  see  that  the  aggrecakm  vis 
unwarrantable;  but  it  reqniree  gimtw 
patience  to  observe  that  it  is  nn^  mora 
unwarrantable  than  those  of  1828  and 
1853.  In  1828,  besides  other  |dea«»  tba 
Bussian  Government  had  oertain  U^acs 
of  complaint  against  thePbrte  asregacds 
the  imperfect  execution  of  a  Trea^ — 
namely,  that  of  Bucharest.    Whaa  tkt 

? resent  war  began  the  oondoct  of  the 
orte  involved  no  wrong,  however  sha- 
dowy, to  Bussia.     In   1858  the  Ciar 
Nicholas  was,  in  some  degree,  invoked  to 
protect  the  Greeks  against  the  Latins  al 
Jerusalem.    Bussia  has  not  been  invited 
to  her  present  task  by  any  creed  <v 
interest  whatever.    The  Exaich  of  BoU 
garia  never  summoned  her  across  tiM 
Danube.    The  Patriarch  of  Oonstaati- 
nople  sends  up  open  prayers  for  hw  di^ 
oomfiture.      The  plea  advanced  is  b« 
equivalent  to  such  a  demand.    When  a 
Power   has   fomented   insurrection  ia 
another  country,  and  when  that  coontiy 
has  repressed  it  with  wild,  vindictivBt 
or  even  barbarous  severi^,  tlie  Pdw«r 
which  fomented  it  can  have  no  Uem 
standi   of  indictment,    although   otkir 
Powers  may  be  qualified  to  chum  set. 
The  final  cause  of  the  atrocities  canaol 
be  the  jud^  or  the  avenger  of  the  cnmM 
it  has  produced.     But  neither  in  1828 
nor  1858  oould  it  be  said  that  darinff 
the  three  previous  years  Bossia  W 
combined  with  other  Powen  against  th» 
Ottoman  Empire.     She  had  not  th«a 
directed  the  subversive  force  of  the  Hol;f 
Alliance  to  any  Eastern  olneet.    fibi 
had  not  made  Oommeroial  Treatiss  a 
lever  to  detach  the  vassal  Priaoipahtiss 
from  their  allegiance.  Shehadnoiaroisl, 
let  loose,  directed  Servia  in  a  rebellisai 
war 
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limd  been  imprudently  entrusted  to  it. 
She  had  not  flung  the  Prince  of  Mon- 
tenegro into  the  Herzegovinian  strife,  to 
feed  and  to  extend  it.  She  had  not  for 
10  preriotis  years  employed  at  Oonstan- 
tinople,  a  cQplomatist  of  great  ability, 
no  doubt,  and  only  true  to  his  instruc- 
tions; but  now  proTed  by  uncontested 
documents  to  have  laboured  for  the 
gradual  dismemberment  of  the  State  to 
which  he  was  accredited.  Above  all,  at 
neither  of  those  periods  was  Bussia 
making  war  against  a  Constitution  re- 
cently maugurated.  The  just  conclusion 
would  therefore  be,  not  only  that  the 
■tap  of  Bussia  cannot  be  defended,  but 
that  it  assumes  a  darker  hue  than  those 
which  have  immediately  preceded  it, 
although  among  the  sinular  attempts  in 
the  last  century,  which  Major  Bussell 
has  enumerated,  some  miffht  be  found 
perhaps  to  rival  it  in  blaoKuess.  Since 
April  24th  it  has  gone  on  unresisted 
except  BO  far  as  the  unnies  of  the  Porte, 
the  waters  of  the  Danube,  together  with 
the  insurrection  in  the  Caucasus,  have 
been  able  to  retard  it.  It  is  worth  while 
to  inquire  briefly  how  far  such  a  position 
oan  be  deemed  a  satisfactory  one.  To 
Tnaintain  that  it  is  Jiot  satisfsotory 
implies  no  strong  reflection  on  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  Their  attitude 
may  be  the  same  as  they  described 
themselves  at  the  beginning  of  the  Ses- 
sion— ^namely,  that  of  men  who,  anxious 
on  conviction  of  their  value  to  uphold 
the  Treaties  of  1856,  find  themselves  im- 
peded or  discouraged  by  the  faint  sup- 
port they  get  from  some  who  were  more 
immediately  the  authors  of  them.  At 
the  same  time,  we  must  recall  the  fact 
that  they  are  utterly  unexecuted,  while 
all  the  pretexts  for  neglecting  them 
have  long  ago  been  answered.  The 
Proclamation  of  Neutndity  does  little  to 
facilitate  adherence  to  them.  In  point 
of  fact,  it  favours  the  belligerent  whom 
they  engage  us  to  resist.  It  was  not 
demanded  bv  neutrality.  In  1828,  as 
far  as  I  can  learn,  there  was  not  sudi  a 
proclamation.  In  1863  there  certainly 
was  not,  although  neutrality  continued 
from  July,  when  Bussia  crossed  the 
Pruth,  down  to  March,  when  Great 
Britain  became  an  actual  belligerent. 
Sir  Bobert  Phillimore'  explains,  in  his 
text  book,  that  a  neutral  is  not  bound  to 
make  a  proclamation  of  the  kind.  You 
gain  noUiing  by  it  If  it  is  desired  to 
prevent  British  subjects  mixing  in  the 


war,  the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act  suffices. 
The  proclamation  only  serves  to  flatter, 
where  it  is  a  duty  to  withstand. 

Beyond  that,  if  the  independence  and 
integrity  of  the  Ottoman  Empire  are 
desirable,  both  are  violently  outraged. 
K,  as  some  reasoners  contend,  it  would 
be  better  to  have  a  more  enlightened, 
civilized,  tenacious  Power  on  ue  Bos- 
phorus — whether  its  orig^  was  Athens 
or  Vienna,  whether  its  type  was  Federa- 
tive or  Imperial,  whewer  it  was  con- 
nected with  the  Protestant,  the  Oreek, 
or  Latin  form  of  Christianity — their  hope 
is  perishing  before  them.  To  a  solution 
of  the  kind,  Bussian  arms,  when  th^ 
succeed,  are  an  inexorable  barrier.  It 
will  not  become  a  fact ;  but  it  will  even 
cease  to  be  a  vision. 

But  as  soon  as  it  is  seen  that  the  suc- 
cess of  Bussia  would  be  a  blow  to 
Europe,  we  are  forced  to  own  that  the 
Porte  is  making  war  for  all  the  nations 
which  abandon  her. 

Howevmr,  there  is  yet  a  more  striking 
point  of  view  in  whidi  the  present  state 
of  things  can  hardly  be  defended.  The 
favourite  aspiration  of  the  moment  is 
thrown  overboard.  The  improvement  of 
the  races  subject  to  the  Porte,  when  it 
might  have  been  triumphantlv  secured, 
is  ruthlessly  abandoned.  If  Treaties 
were  now  observed  even  within  narrow 
limits,  and  at  little  hazard  or  expense, 
no  reform  would  be  impossible.  To 
defend  the  Porte  is  to  control  it.  It  is 
not  any  theory  on  my  part  It  stands 
on  record  that  in  1854  and  1855  Lord 
Stratford  de  Beddiffe  obtained  conces- 
sions which  at  another  time  could 
scarcely  have  been  granted,  even  to  a 
mind  so  energetic  and  imperious.  If 
Treaties  were  now  obeerved,  the  Ambas- 
sador would  be  capable  of  anything.  He 
could  appoint  Viceroys,  org^anize  tribu- 
nals, regulate  finance,  establish  com- 
panies, overrule  Grand  Viriers,  guide 
assemblies,  restore  ability  to  councils, 
and  fling  corruption  out  of  Palaces.  As 
things  stand,  he  is  placed  in  a  manner 
utteny  deplorable.  By  long  tradition 
he  is  forced  to  use  the  languM^e  which 
becomes  the  organ  of  a  defending 
Power,  while  that  Power  is  hardlv 
making  any  preparation  to  defend. 
When  he  advises  he  is  an  unautho- 
rized, unwelcome,  and  importunate  dis- 
turber. WhMi  he  does  not,  he  is  an 
empty  form  and  ceremonial  nonentity. 
It  IS  no  reproach  to  him  whatever  that 
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it  should  be  so.  The  fault  belongs  to 
those  who  keep  the  Treaties  unfulfilled. 
The  result  is  incontestable.  The  British 
Embassy,  which  used  to  be  the  Mecca  of 
the  races  no  other  Mecca  lures  towards 
it,  is  paralyzed,  in  deference  to  men  who 
hypocritically  clamoured  for  their  benefit, 
but  now  throw  off  the  mask  which  sat 
so  cleverly  upon  them. 

At  no  period  would  such  a  situation 
be  desirable  or  acceptable.  But  we  are 
forced  to  reflect  upon  the  time  at  which 
it  happens.  It  happens  when  the  fate 
of  Denmark  in  1864,  the  concessions  on 
the  Black  Sea  in  1870,  the  sacrifice  of 
public  law  at  Washington  more  recently 
—even  without  reproaching  the  succes- 
siye  Goyemments  who  had  to  do  with 
these  transactions — required  to  be  bal- 
anced and  redeemed :  when  national  de- 
cline in  foreign  policy  at  least  had 
reached  the  lowest  point  compatible 
with  safety,  and  when  a  rare  and  long- 
required  opportunity  is  granted,  to  re- 
establish on  its  former  height  the  low- 
ered honour  of  the  Kingdom.  Bemarks 
of  this  kind,  without  even  pretending  to 
do  justice  to  the  topic,  far  less  to  ex- 
haust it,  may  yet  provoke  the  question 
of  what  should  now  be  done  to  put  an 
end  to  a  position  so  derogatory — a  ques- 
tion which  nothing  but  official  know- 
ledge can  dispose  of  altogether.  But 
without  that  knowledge  one  preliminary 
step  might  be  adverted  to«  It  is  that  of 
renouncing  a  set  of  improvised,  of  arti- 
ficial and  untenable  opinions,  framed,  as 
it  were,  by  order  and  design  to  reconcile 
the  country  to  what  would  otherwise  be 
viewed  as  insupportable.  One  is  that 
Oreat  Britain  can  depend  on  Austria  for 
the  exertion  she  is  not  willing  to  partake. 
A  less  bold  interpretation  miffht  suggest 
that  the  Powers  reciprocal^  paralyze 
each  other,  in  a  mode  which  happened 
to  two  commanders  of  an  Army  at  the 
end  of  the  last  century — 

'*  Lord  Chatham,  with  his  sahre  drawn, 
Stood  waitinfi^  for  Sir  Bichard  Strahan. 
Sir  Richard,  longing  to  be  at  *em. 
Stood  waiting  for  the  Earl  of  Chatham." 

The  next  is  that  Egypt  might  indemnify 
Gbeat  Britain  for  anything  which  hap- 
pened on  the  Dardanelles  or  Bosphorus, 
the  very  bait  which  more  than  20  years 
ago  was  prudently  rejected.  If  one 
point  is  better  settled  than  another  in 
discussions  on  the  Eastern  Question,  it 
is  that  Egypt  will  always  gravitate  to 
the  Power  which  has  Constantinople, 
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and  that  without  such  grsvitatian  tKt 
Power  which  has  OonBtantinople  moM 
move  towards  it  and   appropriato   iL 
But  I  leave  that  topic  to  men  who  Kbt* 
commanded  aimiee  or  men  who  may 
command  them.    Another  of  these  idok 
which  darken  policy  at  present,  is  that 
BuBsian  ag^gression  has  any  pre-deUr- 
mined  limit.    Nothing  can  be  u^gwi  ia 
its  defence,  except  that  in  1829  Kiuba 
did  not  go  beyond  Adiianople.  But  why 
did  she  not  go  farther  ?    Gomit  Mohk^ 
the  eminent  historian  of  the  cjunpaigi, 
has  thoroughly  explained  it    It  was  doC 
a  matter  of  forbearance  or  diplomaey. 
Disease  among  the  troops  imposed  a 
limitation  on  their  progress.     Bat  of  all 
the  fallacies  which  rage  like  epidemics 
in  the  air,  the  most  pemicioiis  in  its 
natural    effects    is,    that    after    douig 
nothing  in  the  war,  we  shall  be  abk 
to  step  in  and  to  control  negotiatioBs 
for  a   settlement     There  is   not  one 
example    in    modem  times    to  jostify 
the  fatuous  assumption.     Not  a  grain 
of    d    priori   reason    can    be   cSartd 
to  defend  it.     On  several  occasioM  ita 
utter  folly  was  illustrated.     In   1866, 
Napoleon  III.,  after  neutrality,  <vuhed 
to  influence  the  peace  between  Austria 
and  Prussia.     In  spite  of  all  the  geniuk 
reputation,  and  pre-eminence,  which  at 
that  time  he  oonunanded,  he  had  no 
more  voice  in  the  adjustment  than  th« 
Prince   of   Monaco.      In    1871,    masj 
Bhiropean  States   were  solicitous  about 
the  definite  arrangements  between  Ger- 
many and  France.    They  were  no  more 
heaid  upon  them  than  the  Americaa 
Bepublic.    There  is  a  further  illnstrm- 
tion,  which,  although  more  distant  ai  to 
time,  comes  home  to  us  more  fordblj. 
After  the  war  between  Russia  and  th» 
Porte  of  1828-9,  the  Duke  of  Welling 
and  Lord  Aberdeen  would  have  giTCs 
anything  to  control  negotiations.    The 
whole  course  of  their  ideas  has  be«Q 
brought  before  the  world  in  a  reoem 
volume,  by  the  successor  of  one  of  thsm, 
so  that  there  is  no  excuse  for  overlooking: 
it.     These  two  distinguished  men  re- 
flected gravely  on  the  Treabr  of  Adiuh 
nople.     The  despatch  of  the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen  might  be  cited  as  a  master- 

gieoe  against  it.  It  does  not  appev. 
owever,  that  they  were  able  to  rerisi 
a  comma  or  to  regulate  a  paragraph  ta 
the  obnoxious  stipulations  against  which 
they  had  protested.  Men  who  look 
forward  to  such  a  power  under  nek 
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conditions,  haTe  not  learnt  the  alphabet 
of  international  affairs,  or  cannot  draw  an 
inference  from  the  eyents  which  recent 
liistory  might  have  forced  upon  their 
notice. 

If  these  illusions,  and  some  kindred 
ones  I  pass  oyer,  were  removed,  sounder 
principles  would  vindicate  themselves, 
and  proper  measures  might  emerge, 
without  anyone  being  wanted  to  explain 
or  recommend  them.  Their  outline  can- 
not be  mistaken.  The  indispensable 
preliminary  must  be — in  whatever  man- 
ner we  effect  it — to  regain  the  confidence 
and  accord  of  the  Sublime  Porte  itself, 
without  which  all  operations  of  an  effec- 
Uve  nature  are  prohibited.  That  bar 
once  removed,  such  movements  appear 
to  be  desirable,  as  would  lead  to  no 
collision  with  any  European  Power,  and 
yet  would  stifle  the  designs  upon  the 
bosphorus,  which  are  repudiated  in  des- 
patcnes,  but  to  which  inaction  on  our 
part  gives  prolonged  vitality  and  irre- 
sistible encouragement.  The  Embassy 
would  then  at  once  recover  its  authority. 
The  pretexts  of  the  war  might  be  anni- 
hilated, not  by  the  violence  of  Bussia, 
but  the  counsels  of  Ghreat  Britain.  When 
they  were  gone,  it  would  be  difficult  to 
prevent  the  Gkxyemments  of  Eurojpe 
Ttota  uniting  in  remonstrance  with  St. 
Petersburg,  as  they  did  in  1868,  upon 
another  sm)ject.  The  balance  of  power 
might  be  restored,  whether  or  not  the 
war  was  quickly  put  an  end  to.  At  all 
events,  the  greatest  influence  would  be 
secured  in  any  Oonference  at  which  the 
ultimate  arrangement  of  the  Eastern 
Question  might  be  handled.  As  things 
are  now  gone  on,  two  alternatives 
confront  us.  We  are  moving  either  to 
the  verge  of  a  division  between  the  three 
Powers,  such  as  that  which  happened  at 
the  end  of  the  last  century ;  or  to  the 
verge  of  a  conclusion  between  Bussia 
and  the  Porte  like  that  of  1 833  at  Unkiar 
Skelessi,  when  Bussia  gained  a  special 
right  of  entrance  to  the  Dardanelles,  and 
when,  on  Asiatic  soil,  the  general  indig- 
ni^  of  Europe  was  recorded. 

My  Lords,  it  would  betray  a  most 
imperfect  estimate  of  things  and  men, 
which  could  not  be  excused  at  such  a 
moment,  for  anyone  to  dweU  much — 
however  cautiously— on  practical  sug- 

rions.  The  difficulty  is  elsewhere, 
to  strategic  methods  of  upholding 
our  honour  and  our  interest,  the  Gbvem- 
ment,  I  dare  say,  might  listen  three 


hours  a-day  without  hearing  all  the  per- 
sons competent  to  offer  them.  The  want 
is  not  in  schemes,  but  resolution  to  adopt 
them  in  the  face  of  what  are  deemed  to 
be  considerable  obstacles.  Those  obsta- 
cles are  foreign  and  domestic.  Although 
it  is  habitual  to  contemplate  the  latter,, 
and  to  shrink  before  them,  it  seems  to 
me  they  vanish  when  they  are  ap- 
proached. 

As  to  Parliament  in  one  House,  the 
Government  have  lately  had  a  majority 
of  130  on  the  Eastern  Question.  As  to 
agitation,  it  is  silenced.  But  the  agita- 
tion which  existed  in  the  Autumn,  was 
an  agitation  for  peremptory  interference 
with  the  Ottoman  Empire.  Interference 
of  that  kind  it  has  been  long  ago  estab- 
lished has  no  foundation  but  defence. 
It  was  in  point  of  reason,  therefore,  an 
agitation  for  defence,  and  cannot  render 
it  impossible. 

The  late  Qovemment  have  been  re- 
ferred to  often  as  an  obstacle.  If,  indeed, 
the  late  Government  were  an  united 
body  on  the  Eastern  Question,  they  might 
powerfully  urge  some  course  they  had  in 
view,  or  intercept  with  equal  force  a  line 
they  disapproved  of.  But  it  is  no  re- 
proach to  them  to  say  they  cannot  be 
united  on  it.  Placed  as  they  have  been 
in  former  times  they  cannot  escape  the 
influence  of  Lord  Palmerston  on  the 
one  hand,  and  of  their  more  recent  Leader 
on  the  other.  They  are  bound  by  ties 
of  gratitude,  of  sjrmpathy,  and  of  con- 
vention, to  listen  to  authorities  so  diame- 
trically opposite.  Hence,  it  is  fair  to 
judge  the  wonderful  variety  of  judgment 
which  escapes  their  Bench  upon  the 
subject.  When  traced  to  its  cause,  their 
osculation  is  in  some  degree  a  merit. 
But  so  long  as  it  prevails,  they  cannot 
be  a  formidable  obstacle.  But  some 
contend  that  their  former  Head,  in  his 
detached  and  separate  existence,  is  in- 
vested with  that  character. 

Far  be  it  from  me  to  question  the 
importance  of  the  late  Prime  Minister 
upon  the  Eastern  Question.  In  the  eyes 
of  all  who  analyze  its  sources,  the  pre- 
sent war  has  been  created  by  him.  To 
create  an  European  war,  without  being 
at  the  time  the  Leader  of  an  Opposition, 
or  a  Oovemment,  or  Party,  has  hardly 
ever  fallen  to  the  lot  of  any  individual. 
The  achievement  is  remarkable,  however 
little  to  be  envied.  In  spite  of  the 
activity  and  energy  which  it  condenses, 
it  may  be  shown  that  he  is  not  so  placed 
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as  to  obrtmot  with  muoli  facility  tlie 
measures  policy  reqtdres.  More  loadly, 
more  conspicuously,  and  much  more  fre* 
quently  than  others,  he  has  called  out 
for  interference  to  bring  the  races  subject 
to  the  Porte  under  the  protection  of 
Gh«at  Britain.  He  cannot  deny  that  the 
British  Embassy  at  Oonstantinople  is 
the  only  instrument  in  our  hands  to  fur- 
ther such  an  object.  He  cannot  deny 
that  it  is  paralyzed  by  our  inaction.  He 
cannot  deny  that  it  would  be  revived  by 
our  efforts.  The  conclusion  rapidly  pre- 
sents itself.  The  more  Ghreat  Britain 
spends  in  upholding  the  Sublime  Porte 
against  hostilities,  me  gpreater  her  ability 
.to  dictate  its  policy,  reform  its  institu- 
tions, vindicate  its  subjects.  If  a  Vote 
of  £1,000,000  was  proposed,  the  late 
Prime  Minister  ought  to  insist  on  its 
being  doubled.  Where  is  his  escape? 
Can  he  refer  to  Bussia  as  an  object  of 
unlimited  creduliinr?  Oan  he  refer  to 
Bussia  as  the  reforming  and  reg^e- 
rating  instrument  against  Mahomedan 
dominion?  He  xni^ht:  but  more  than 
20  years  ago  he  jomed  in  war  in  order 
to  resist  so  odious  a  pretension.  These 
obstacles  may  therefore  be  dismissed  as 
wholly  insignificant.  They  cannot  weigh 
upon  the  counsels  of  a  Government. 
But  with  regard  to  the  foreign  set,  more 
gravity  belongs  to  them.  It  cannot  be 
denied  that  Great  Britain  nearly  finds 
herself  alone — France  and  Italy,  on 
whom  she  might  have  counted,  are 
deemed  to  be  incapable  of  action.  (Ger- 
many and  Austria,  since  1874,  have  been 
moving  in  a  Bussian  orbit,  although 
this  very  war  is  tending  to  detach  them 
from  it.  Let  it  be  gpranted  that  to  avoid 
war  with  Bussia  is  important,  although 
it  may  not  be  imperative.  Let  it  oe 
granted  that  it  ought  to  come,  rather 
tiian  ''sooner,"  ''later,''  and  rather  tluui 
"later,''  not  at  all.  If  you  desire  to  avoid 
a  given  form  of  conflict,  it  is  not  inappro- 
priate to  ask  how  you  formerly  got  mto 
it.  The  biographers  of  Lord  Palmerston 
have  made  it  wonderfully  clear  to  us. 
We  learn  from  them  that  during  1853 
two  modes  of  thought  were  brou^^  into 
collision  at  every  new  juncture  within 
the  Cabinet  itself.  Lord  Palmerston^ 
time  after  time,  was  constantly  sug- 
gesting to  the  Prime  Minister  proceed- 
ings to  admonish  Bussia,  the  Prime 
Minister  insisting  on  proceedings  to  con- 
ciliate her.  On  each  occasion  which 
arose.  Lord  Palmerston  desired  to  act 
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upon  her  fears,  Lord  Abaideen  to 

her  wide  and  count  on  her 

The  Prime  Minister,  of  course, 

in  determining  his  Oabinet.    He  was 

bound  to  do  so.    But  yet  a  bloo^  wm 

was  the  result   of  his    misoakniitisg 

leniency.    It  is  worth  while  to  reAael 

whether  we  are  not  now  advazMsing  t» 

the  same  rock,  over  the  same  waten ;  of 

ambiguity,  of  oscillation  and  in4 

of  enorts  to  cajole  where  it  is 

to  intimidate ;  and  to  believe  where 

times  fortified  distrust,  yet  man  than 

walls  or  arms,  is  the  security  of  Emptras. 

It  may  be  asked,  however,  waetiMr 
there  is  any  favourable  weoedent  hr 
acting  upon  Treaties  when  Qreat  Britaia 
is  not  surrounded  by  alHes.     To  every- 
one who  reflects  upon  the  foreign  poBcy 
of  modem  times,   a    precedent    might 
easily  sumest  itsell    In  1826  Portugal 
was  attired  by  bands  which  staitod 
from  the  Spanish  territory.    Tb«  mm 
fmdmrU  arose,  which  binds  Great  Britsia 
to  come  forward.   If  the  ingeoioos  miad 
of  Mr.  Canning  had  not  been  governed 
by  a  strict  regard  for  national  eagag^- 
ments,  it  would  have  been  easy  to  at- 
tenuate it.    The  diplomatic  novelties  ia 
which  the  present  Session  has  aboondcd 
would  have  rapidly  e&oed  it.    Wboi 
the  Oovemment  of  that  day  resolved 
upon  their  expedition  to  the  Tagus,  it 
was  undertaken  in  a  spirit  adveiae  to 
the  Holy  Alliance,  while  France  sad 
Spain  were  both  oo-operatSnff  with  that 
system.  Many  Powers  might  have  joined 
to  check  the  Expedition,  while  none  was 
certain  to  support  it.  It  triumphed  with* 
out  bloodshed.  Its  promptitude  was  such 
that  the  decision  of  our  Government  wis 
only  known  to  the  inhabitants  of  liiboa 
when   they  observed   the    ships, 
10,000  men,  advancing  to  their 
It  brought  immortal  credit  to  ito  anthorL 
It  was  followed  by  repose  for  nearly  )0 
years.    In  all  time  it  was  a  lesson  thst 
prudence  and  audacity  are  not  inospsMn 
of  union.    It  added  to  the  public  stxxk 
of  character  authority,  prestige  of  which 
safe^  is  the  ofispiing ;  the  public  stock 
which  now  dissolves  under  our  eyes. 

On  the  whole,  the  foreign  obetadss  to 
action,  although  much  graver  than  the 
other  dass,  can  hardlv  w  oonsideivd  in- 
surmountable. One  fact,  which  has  ad 
in  our  various  discussions  beeo  quiti 
sufficiently  alluded  to,  does  much  to 
balance  and  centred  them  both  tof^elbv. 
It  is,  thst  policy  and  sentiment 
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remarkably  united  in  fayoor  of  the 
measures  any  Ooyemment  would  con- 
template. Policy  requires  tbe  Medi* 
termiean  to  be  guiurded  against  a 
Power  which  is  shown  to  be  aggressive 
or  unscrupulous.  Sentiment  demands 
that  the  Crimea  shall  not  be  turned  into 
an  unprofitable  bhamel  house.  Policy 
requires  that  the  European  balance 
should  be  upheld  against  hypocrisy  and 
violence.  Sentiment  insists  that  those 
who  rode  at  Balaclava  shall  not  be 
mocked  by  the  surrender  of  all  the  ob- 
jects whidi  they  rode  for.  Policy  ex- 
acts the  maintenance  of  Treaties  which 
such  men  as  Lord  Palmerston  and 
Lord  Clarendon  established.  Sentiment 
obliges  nations  to  place  their  honour 
above  money,  since  money  soon  returns, 
and  honour  lost  is  irrecoverable.  Policy 
enjoins  that  the  Egyptian  and  other 
routes  to  Lidia  shoiud  be  open.  Senti- 
ment reminds  that  the  oo-reiigionists  of 
Christendom  ought  not  to  be  left  to 
Ottoman  misrule  or  Muscovite  rapacity, 
and  they  are  left  to  both  so  long  as  this 
attempt  is  whoUy  unresisted.  A  Mini- 
ster who  acts  with  policy  and  sentiment 
behind  him  cannot  easily  be  daunted. 
He  may  defy  the  spirit  which  broke 
out  a  year  ago  and  still  perplexes  our 
counsels ;  which  first  began  to  traffic  on 
Bulgarian  excesses;  which  then  dis- 
paraged efforts  to  relieve  them ;  which 
then  confederated  with  the  guilt  which 
had  produced  them;  which  afterwards 
endeavoured  to  sow  dissension  between 
the  late  Plenipotentiary  and  those  who 
had  appointed  him ;  which  raged  and 
fumed  against  the  Treaties ;  wmch,  last 
of  aU,  succeeded  in  hounding  Bussia 
into  war ;  and  now,  with  furious  philan- 
thropy, exults  in  the  depopulated  villages, 
the  blood-stained  territory,  and  wasted 
hcurvests  of  the  country  it  befriended. 
At  least,  it  is  not  too  soon  to  refer  to  the 
precedent  of  1826,  if  any  good  can  be 
derived  from  it.  An  eminent  authority 
on  that  part  of  the  subject  is  reported  to 
have  said  that  the  present  war  is  not 
directed  against  India,  where  tried  or- 
ganization, large  resources,  and  the 
charm  of  seldom  interrupted  victory, 
might  well  enable  you  to  grapple  with 
it.  Its  aim  is  less  remote,  its  cnaracter 
more  menacing.  We  have  waited  for 
the  passage  of  the  Danube.  We  have 
waited  tiU  the  Balkans  have  in  some 
degree  been  traversed.  Shall  we  wait 
till  Adrianople  has  been  occupied:  or  till 


the  last  defence — the  line  traoed  out 
by  Sir  John  Burgoyne— has  been  ap- 
proached? That  line  is  distant  from 
Constantinople  only  20  miles.  It  con- 
nects two  seas.  According  to  Sir  John 
Burgoyne,  60,000  Asiatic,  and  40,000 
European  troops  are  wanted  to  defend 
it.  Of  one  thing  we  may  be  sure,  that, 
when  it  is  approached,  gold  and  iron 
will  be  joined  in  the  exertion  to  sur- 
moimt  it.  If  that  fails,  shall  we  protect 
Stamboul  after  the  European  suburb 
has  been  occupied?  Or,  last  of  all, 
shall  we  hang  up  our  unintelligible 
interests  and  Mattered  Treaties  at  Gal- 
lipoU? 

My  Lords,  there  are  two  paths :  the 
path  of  preparatory  measures  without 
war,  and  that  of  war  without  prepara- 
tory measures ;  the  path  of  honour  lead- 
ing to  repose,  and  that  of  national  re- 
proach, conducting  to  entanglement,  to 
struggle,  possibly  disaster.  By  sending 
back  the  Meet  the  Government  may  seem 
to  have  adopted  the  becoming  one.  I 
recognize  the  circumstance.  It  is  too 
late  for  them  to  quit  it.  I  only  venture 
to  remark,  that  on  that  path,  if  they  are 
enchained,  they  ought  to  be  released;  if* 
they  stand  still,  they  ought  to  move; 
and,  if  they  move,  their  movement  ought 
to  be  impelled  by  the  united  voice  of 
this  House  and  of  the  public,  in  spito  of 
every  tool  which  the  aggressor  may  em- 
ploy. 

The  noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving 
for  any  answer  to  the  Circular  despateh 
of  the  Ottoman  Government  to  its  Bepre- 
sentatives  abroad,  dated  January  25th. 

Movtd  that  fin  hamble  address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  for,  Cop7  of  any  answer  from  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment  to  the  circular  despatch, 
of  me  Ottoman  Government  to  its  representa- 
tives abroad,  dated  2dth  January, — {The  Lord, 
Straiheden  and  Campbell), 

Eael  GEANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
think  it  may  be  convenient,  before  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  rises  to  reply  to  my 
noble  Friend,  if  I  make  a  few  observa- 
tions that  occur  to  me,  and  give  him  a 
few  minutes  to  think  over  and  decide  whe- 
ther the  speech  which  has  just  been  deli- 
vered by  the  noble  Lord,  is  favourable 
or  antagonistic  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. Certainly,  I  have  no  desire 
in  anything  I  m^  say  to  embarrass  the 
noble  Earl  or  Her  Majesty's  Gtovem- 
ment  at  the  present  crisis,  when  they 
have  to  deal  with  a  very  difficult  and 
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complicated  question.    Before  I  go  to 
the   subject-matter  before  your  Lord- 
ships  there  is  one  point  to  which  I  wish 
to  allude.    The  noble  Lord  who  has 
brought  this  question  forward  has,  I  be- 
lieve, made  more  Motions  on  the  subject 
than  have  all  the  rest  of  your  Lordships 
put  together.    Of  this  in  itself  I  do  not 
in  the  least  complain,  as  I  do  not  con- 
ceive anything  less  expedient  than  that 
a  limit  should  be  placed  to  the  discretion 
of  any  Peer  in  regard  to  raising  discus- 
sion in  this  House    on    any  question 
which  he  thinks  of  public  importance 
and  interest.      But  not   only  nas  the 
noble  Lord  made  so  many  Motions  on 
this  subject — he  has  also  taken  a  course 
almost  peculiar  to  himself  of  almost  in- 
definitely   multiplying  the    Notices  of 
those  Motions.    The  present  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord  was  g^yen  Notice  of,  in 
the  first  instance,  for  the  9th  of  this 
month;  it  was  postponed  to  the  12th, 
afterwards   to  the    16th,   and   now  it 
comes  before  your  Lordships  on  the 
19th,   without  the   slightest  public  or 
priyato  Notice    of   the    postponement, 
so  far  as  I  am  aware.    Ipresume  Ihat 
some  communication  was  made  on  the 
subject  to  the  Clerk  at  the  Table,  but  I 
certainly  have  not  been  aware  whether 
the  Motion  was  to  come  on  or  not.    It  is 
not  conyenient  for  your  Lordships  who 
regularly    attend  the  Sittings  of  this 
House  that  such  a  course  should  be  fol- 
lowed, and  certainly  it  is  inoonyenient 
for  those  noble  Lords  who  come  down 
chiefly  to  attend  debates  on  important 
questions.    I  haye  no  doubt  that  the 
inconyenience  I  complain  of  was  per- 
fectly unintentional  on  the  P&rt  of  the 
noble  Lord,  but  it  does  really  seem  to 
imply  some  want  of  courtesy  and  to  in- 
'  yolve  unnecessary  loss  of  time  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  who  at  this  crisis  must 
otherwise  haye  so  much  on  his  hands. 
Carried  to  this  point,  such  a  course  of 
proceeding  amounts  to  an  abuse.    With 
regard  to  the  Question  before  the  House 
the  observations  I  shall  make  will  be 
very  short.    The  Eastern  Question  is 
one  of  a  very  important  and  complicated 
character,  and  one  which,  if  we  were  to 
go  into  it,  would  require  to  be  gone  into 
at  great  leng^  and  with  great  considera- 
tion.   We  are  now  placed  in  a  state  of 
suspense.    The  Bussians  have  had  great 
reverses  in  Asia ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
they  are  advancing  in  European  Turkey, 
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where  they  have  already  oTeroouM 
if  not  more  of  the  great  diffimlrif  ol 
the  campaign— certainly  not  an  easy  on* 
when  we  consider  what  has  to  be  dos*. 
The  principal  lesson,  I  think,  to  be  is- 
ferred  from  what  they  are  doing  ia  tin 
— that  any  nation  wliich,  whetiber  in* 
polled  by  its  own  private  interestSy  or 
by  sympathy  with  other  popolaiioiifi,  or 
£rom  mixed  motives,  undertakee  to  deal 
alone  with  those  mat  and  importait 
questions  in   which   every  country  ia 
Europe  has  directly  or  indirectly  waam 
interest,  and  claims  more  or  less  to  haw 
a  voice  in  their  settlement — that  aay 
nation  so  acting  alone  in  these  cifcina- 
stances  exposes  itself  to  enormous  mco- 
fices  which  can  hardly  be  oompensated 
by  success.  The  noble  Lord  who  brongit 
this  question  before  your  Lordidiips(Loi4 
Campbell)  used  some  strong  ei 
with  regajrd  to  the  ambition  of 
but  I  am  fflad  that  he  had  the  good 
not  to  advert  to  what  is  now  a  vay 
usual  topic — ^I  refer  to  the  horrorB  allegei 
to  have  been  committed  by  the  RoiwiMi 
army.    I  do  not  know  whether  ihtm 
horrors  are  true  or  not.    No  war  takes 
place  without  a  great  many  iiniipuwiiy 
horrors  being  committed ;  and^  not  hb- 
naturally  perhaps,  each  beUigerent  ii 
apt  to  attribute  to  its  opponent  the  eooi- 
mission  of  a  great  many  of  theae  homft. 
Now,  I  understand  that  in  this  emm  H« 
Majesty's  Government  have  receiTed  ia> 
formation  which  comes  chiefly  from  Taik- 
ish  sources.    Lidependently  of  the  btss 
which  belligerents  have  in  the  way  d 
attributing  irregularities  to  their  opp^ 
nents,  the  feeline  of  horror  at  Tttniik 
atrocities    has    been    shown     in    tk» 
country  among  Liberals  hj  Oonaarva- 
tives  and  by  Her  Majesty's  OoveraiDflBt, 
has  had  its  influence  upon  Turkey^  whoA 
not  uxmaturally  desires  to  take  advaatsrt 
of  that  feeling  in  trying  to  influeooe  tat 
policy  of  this  country  by  making  ths 
most  of  her  complaints  against  BaM. 
and  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just  ad- 
dressed us  has  acted  wisely  and  Stt- 
erectly  in  reserving  any  obeerratio&i  hi 
may  wish  to  make  on  the  subjeoC  natil 
the  official  Papers  are  before  as  asto  tke 
truth  of  the  matter.     With  regard  to 
this  strong  outcry  that  has  been  mmi 
affainst  Russia,  I  am  certainly  not  ia- 
dmed  to  become  the  defender  of  Bm- 
sia — it  is  not  my  buaineee  to  do  so ;  W 
one  thing  occurs  to  me — ^what  is  Ik 
practical  result  of  the  Tiolent 
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whibh  are  made  here  againet  BoBsia? 
Is  it  not  to  induoe  the  Turks  to  rely  on 
that  assistance  which  Her  Majesty's 
Goremment  have  told  them  they  will 
not  receiTO,  but  to  the  hope  of  which, 
nerertheless,  they  still  cling  at  this  mo- 
ment? I  am  afraid,  too,  that  there  is 
an  influence  exercised  in  this  coimtry  in 
regard  to  these  matters  with  a  view  to 
try  and  driTe  Her  Majesty's  Gh>Temment 
^m  that  policy  of  neutrality  which  I 
beliere  to  be  our  true  policy  under  the 
circumstances.  And  with  regard  to 
Bossia,  supposing  her  yictorious,  its 
effect  must  be  to  induce  her  to  listen 
more  to  the  Toice  of  other  nations  than 
to  that  of  England.  And  further,  I  am 
afraid  that  such  speeches  tend  to  excite 
the  feelings  and  prejudices  of  this  coun- 
tiT — in  some  cases  very  creditable,  but 
which,  on  the  other  hand,  might  tend  to 
drire  the  Ooremment  from  that  position 
of  neutrality  approved  of  by  the  countiy . 
I  beliere  the  only  true  policy  to  be  ob- 
served  on  this  occasion  is  that  of  neutra- 
lity, which  Her  Majesty's  (Government 
have  declared  their  mtention  of  follow- 
ing. There  were  certainly  rather  va^e 
declarations  made  about  protectmg 
"British  interests;"  but  explanations 
have  been  made  on  that  subject  by  a 
Member  of  the  Government  in  ^*  anoUier 
place"  which  have  generally  been  re- 
garded as  satisfactory.  An  event  hap- 
pened some  time  ago  which  created  con- 
siderable uneasiness  in  this  country — 
namely,  the  despatch  of  our  Mediterra- 
nean Fleet  to  Besika  Bay.  It  is  not  for 
me  to  inauire  whether  those  movements 
of  the  Mediterranean  Fleet  are  calcu- 
lated to  add  to  the  di^ty  or  strength 
of  this  country,  or  are  likely  to  be  of  any 
practical  use;  but  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment,  by  the  same  ors^n,  have 
given  exjdanations  which  tended  to  re- 
move the  alarms  which  existed  at  the 
moment  in  the  minds  of  the  people ;  and 
if  we  read  the  Papers  we  find  that  satis- 
faotory  assurances  have  been  offered  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aflairs  to  other  Governments  with  re- 
gard to  the  movements  of  that  Fleet. 
There  is  one  point  to  which  I  wish  to 
refer.  I  am  not  aware  that  during  the 
oonrse  of  this  Session  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  given  any  countenance 
to  that  wild  talk  which  prevails  now,  and 
which  has  persuaded  a  great  many  of 
our  fbreign  friends  as  well  as  foreign 
enemies  to  believe  that  we— departing 
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from  the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl  the 
Foreign  Secretary  that  we  are  strong 
because  we  fear  nothing  and  want 
nothing — that  we  are  departing  from 
our  great  principle  of  neutrality : — ^but 
there  is  a  feeling  abroad  that  we 
are  meditating  all  sorts  of  annexation 
and  additions  to  that  extended  Empire 
over  which  Her  Majesty  so  happily  now 
rules.  I  cannot  but  believe  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  fully  alive  to 
such  schemes  not  only  being  contrary  to 
all  international  morality,  but  opposed 
to  wise  policy,  and  of  the  worst  possible 
example  to  other  States.  Events  abroad 
may  happen — things  may  be  done  or 
announced  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment at  home — which  would  require 
immediate  and  full  discussion  in  Parlia- 
ment, and  I  do  not  complain  that  any 
noble  Lord  should  initiate  discussion  on 
these  things : — but,  in  the  meanwhile,  I 
do  not  myself  see  any  practical  objects 
to  be  grained  at  the  present  moment  by 
further  debates.  I  hope  the  House  will 
understand  that  I  make  no  complaint 
of  any  Peer  taking  a  different  view. 
All  that  I  wish  to  guard  against  is 
the  notion  that  if  I  do  not  enter  into 
debate  on  the  question  that  has  been 
raised,  and  if  my  Friends  behind  me 
take  the  same  course,  it  is  not  because 
we  shut  our  eyes  to  the  -g^at  gravity  of 
the  present  situation  and  the  conse- 
quences which  may  arise,  or  from  any 
blind  indifference  as  to  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  not  let  the 
subject  drop  without  expressing  an  opi- 
nion on  the  cruelties  committed  by  the 
Bussian  troops.  A  leading  Bussian 
organ  had  attempted  to  excuse  many  of 
these  cruelties  on  the  plea  of  military 
necessity ;  but  there  was  no  military  ne- 
cessity for  such  treatment  of  the  women 
and  children.  The  only  object  of  these 
cruelties  on  the  part  of  the  Kussians  was 
to  drive  the  Turks  into  acts  of  retalia- 
tion with  a  view  to  renew  the  agitation 
of  last  Autumn.  He  hoped  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  would 
lay  upon  the  Table  the  K^ports  of  Her 
Majesty's  CodsuIs  on  these  cruelties, 
which  were  said  to  have  reached  the 
British  Embassy  at  Constantinople.  The 
cruelties  lately  reported  as  having  been 
committed  on  women  and  children  by 
the  Bussian  Cavalry  far  exceeded  in 
atrocity  anything  that  had  happened  in 
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Bolgaiia  or  in  Poland,  and  called  for 
remonstrance  and  protest  by  England 
and  the  Britbh  Oovemment  so  soon  as 
Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  should  have 
official  reports  of  these  massacres  of 
children.  They  had  been  told  that 
Bussia  was  coming  as  a  Liberator  and 
to  introduce  the  blessings  of  Chris- 
tianity; but  the  only  Gospel  teaching 
which  she  had  as  yet  carried  out  was  to 
imitate  the  exploits  of  Herod.  It  was 
hardly  necessary  to  urge  that  the  Bri- 
tish GoTemment  had  a  right  of  remon- 
strance,  founded  upon  the  Brussels  Con- 
ference of  1874,  to  which  a  British  Com- 
missioner had  been  sent.  The  grounds 
of  humanity  and  of  Christianity  were 
sufficient  to  reouire  that  these  atrocities 
should  not  find  the  voice  of  England 
silent.  He  would  ask  the  GoTemment 
of  Her  Majesty  the  Empress  of  India  to 
remember  that  40,000,000  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  in  India  would  expect 
their  Gk)Temment  to  protest  against  this 
ruthless  slaughter  of  the  wives  and  chil- 
dren of  their  co-religionists. 

The  Eabl  of  DEBBY  :  My  Lords, 
if  there  is  one  thing  connected  with  the 
Eastern  Question  upon  which  your  Lord- 
ships seem  to  be  unanimous,  it  is  the 
advantage  of  avoiding  any  discussion  at 
the  present  time.  I  will,  therefore, 
notice  very  briefly  the  observations  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Campbell)  who, 
after  so  many  postponements,  has  at 
last  achieved  the  debvery  of  the  speech 
he  has  so  long  meditated.  My  noble 
Friend  asks  me  to  produce  the  answer 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the 
Turkish  despatch  of  the  25th  of  January 
last.  My  Lords,  to  that  my  reply  wiU 
be  very  short.  I  cannot  produce  the 
answer,  because  there  is  none.  No 
answer  to  that  despatch  was  expected  or 
required.  My  noble  Friend  has  studied 
it  very  carefully,  and  he  will  therefore 
be  aware — as  your  Lordships  may  be — 
that  it  was  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
against  some  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Conference  that  has  just  been  held  at 
Constantinople.  It  was  a  well-written 
document,  as  most  of  the  Turkish  diplo- 
matic correspondence  is,  but  it  did  not 
call  for  any  reply  from  us.  Indeed,  it 
would  have  been  certainly  inexpedient, 
possibly  injurious,  to  have  entered  into 
a  controversial  correspondence  upon  a 
matter  which  had  practically  been 
settled.  We  regretted  the  failure  of  the 
Conference;  but  it  would  have  served 
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no  purpose  to  enter  imlo 
with  the  Turkish  Oovemment  to  pnre 
that  they  were  wrong  in  the  ocnxm  tkiy 
had  pursued.  My  noble  Friend,  whom 
I  wiu  not  follow  over  the  varioos  sab- 
jects  which  he  treated,  objected,  if  I 
understood  him  right,  to  the  ProdaB*- 
tion  of  Neutrality  which  waa  pat  fiirtk 
by  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment.  He 
seemed,  from  some  observations  he  made, 
to  consider  that  we  were  wrong  in  re- 
maining neutral.  [Lord  CAMranx  was 
understood  to  dissent^  Then  I  Cul  to 
follow  my  noble  Friend's  reaaiwiiiiy. 
I  can  quite  understand  his  aaji^  that 
we  ought  not  to  have  issued  a  nockp 
mation  of  Neutrality  if  he  thinks  that 
we  ought  not  to  have  been  neuiiml ;  \faX 
I  cannot  understand  on  what  gTOoad 
he  contends  that  although  we  inteodad 
to  be  neutral,  we  ought  not  to  have  toU 
anyone  that  we  meant  to  be  so,  and  that 
it  was  our  duty  to  have  left  every- 
body, both  at  home  and  abroad,  mdsr  a 
misunderstanding  as  to  the  oonne  we 
really  intended  to  adc^t.  Thai  is  a 
proceeding  for  which,  I  think,  neith« 
by  the  advocates  of  peace  nor  by  the 
advocates  of  war  any  poesihle  jiuiifica- 
tion  could  have  been  found.  ^Die  nobk 
Lord  went  on  to  sav  that  the  inflnennB 
of  the  British  Embassy  at  Coostaati- 
nople  was  paralysed.  That  is  not  bj 
impression,  nor  do  I  believe  it  is  thsl 
of  any  European  diplomatist.  The  nobk 
Lord- may  only  wish  to  imply  that  we  do 
not  possess  the  same  influence  with  Tnr- 
kev  as  if  we  were  fighting  on  her  nde, 
or  nad  promised  to  fi^t  <m  her  side.  If 
that  be  all  that  is  meant  by  mv  aoUs 
Friend,  it  is  perfectly  true  and  obvious; 
but  if  the  noble  Lord  means  that  the 
British  Ambassador  at  Constantino^ 
does  not  exercise  that  influence  sad 
enioy  that  position  there  which  iMxAj 
belongs  to  a  neutral  and  friendly  Power, 
I  am  bound  to  say,  in  that  case,  tkst 
his  information  differs  from  mine.  Tht 
noble  Lord  put  forward  a  theory  whiA 
although  he  supported  it  bj  many  histo- 
rical precedents,  I  cannot  accept  Hs 
said  you  caunot  expect,  after  the  end  d 
a  war  in  which  you  have  been  neetisl 
and  inactive,  to  exercise  an  impoitast 
influence  over  ito  results.  Now,  I  do 
not  much  care  to  argue  abstract  pioya 
sitions  on  this  or  on  any  other  qneitioa; 
but,  if  we  are  to  disenss  the  mstl« 
at  all,  I  totally  dissent  from  his  view. 
I  cannot  conceive  a  situation  in  which 
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yoa  osn  interfere  witti  more  influence  or 
effect  than  at  the  dose  of  a  war  when 
the  belligerent  Powers  are  more  or  less 
ezhanstM  and  worn  out  by  the  struggle, 
while  yon  are  stUl  uncommitted  to  any 
course  and  while  your  own  forces  are 
freeh  and  unbroken.    Under  such  oir- 
eomstances,  we  are  likely  to  exercise  re- 
latively greater  power  than  if  we  had 
taken  pf^  in  the  conflict.    The  noble 
Lord  then  went  on  to  remind  us  that  we 
need  not  be  afraid  of  agitation — that  we 
hmre  a  majority,  and  he  warned  us  not 
to  loee  it.    I  am  obliged  to  him  for 
that  advice.    We  have  a  majority,  and 
we  intend  to  keep  it.    We  do  not  intend 
either  to  fear  or  to  encourage  agitation, 
from  whatever  side  it  may  come.     I 
do  not  think  that  the  position  in  which 
we  stand  requires  any  further  definition 
at  this  moment.      We   have   held  all 
akmff  lang^uage  which  I  think  is  abun- 
dantly clear,  and  we  have  announced 
the  policy  which  we  intend  to  pursue. 
We  were  challenged  by  the  Sovereifl^i 
of  Bussia  to  give  our  opinion  on  the 
conduct  of  Bussia  when  sne  proclaimed 
war,  and  we  gave  it  We  further  told  the 
Porte,  as  long  ago  as  May,  1876,  when 
there  was  no  preesure  of  popular  opinion 
to  influence  our  conduct,  that  Turkey 
was    not    to    expect    assistance    from 
England.    And   since  the    war   broke 
out,   with  the  view  of  maintaining  a 
neutrality   which    should  be    at    once 
honourable  and  safe,  we  have  defined 
what  we  regard  as  the  British  interests 
involved,  and  defined  them  with  a  fulness 
and  a  deamess  which,  as  far  as  I  know 
and  believe,  has  not  been  usual  on  former 
oooasions.     We  have  done  that  in  no 
unfriendlv  spirit   to  Bussia;   and  the 
Bussian  Ambassador,  when  in  conversa- 
tion with  him  I  referred  to  the  statement 
which  we  had  made  of  what  we  con- 
ceived to  be  our  interests  involved  in 
thifl  quarrel,   thanked    me  for  having 
warned   his    (Government  where  those 
"torpedoes"  caUed    English  interests 
were.     I  now  come   to    the  remarks 
of  m^  noble  Friend    the   noble  Earl 
opposite    (Earl    Oranville}.      He    cer- 
tainly  did  not  in  any  undue  manner 
oensore  or  criticise  the  conduct  of  the 
Qoremment,  and  therefore  I  think  I 
need  not  waste  your  Lordshins'  time  in 
going  over  the  ground  whicn  he  tra- 
versed,  except  to  protest  against  one 
statement  which  he  made  when  he  said 
that  those  declarations  of  what  we  con- 


ceived to  be  our  "interests"  involved 
were  vague  in  their  character.    I  think 
they  were  as  distinct  and  as  precise  as  it 
is  possible  for  declarations  on  such  a 
matter  under  such  circumstances  to  be. 
I  will  not  go  into  the  question — especi- 
ally since  it  has  been  explained  *'  else- 
where"—of  the  reason  why  the  Fleet 
was  sent  to  Besika  Bay.    It  is  not  the 
fact,  as  my  noble  Friend  opposite  thinks, 
that  formal  assurances  have  been  given 
to  Foreign  Powers  as  to  the  reasons  for 
which  the  Fleet  was  sent  to  that  station. 
We  did  not  give  such  assurances  simply 
because  they  were  not  called  for  or  re- 
quired.    If  there  be  those  who  think 
tnere  must  be  some  sinister  object  in 
whatever  we  do— that  we  have  some  deep 
and  secret  design  in  moving  the  Fleet 
from  one  station  to  another — it  is  easy 
for  such  persons  to  find  out  a  motive  in 
regard  to  whatever  place  we  may  send 
it,  whether  it  should  be  to  Alexandria, 
to  Crete,  to  the  Piraeus,  or  to  Besika 
Bay.    If  it  goes  to  Alexandria,  the  in- 
ference is  that  we  are  going  to  lay  hands 
on  Egypt.    If  to  Crete,  we  wish  to  keep 
the  Cretan  insurgents  in  order.    If  to 
Athens,    the    object    is    to    intimidate 
Ghreece.    There  is  no  end  to  such  sus- 
picions, and  it  is  impossible  to  avoid 
their    being     entertamed.      I    cannot 
myself    see    that    any    objection    can 
be  made  to  the   station  we  have    se- 
lected   any  more  than  would  equally 
attach   to    any  other   in    the    eyes  of 
anyone  who  is  bent  on  looking  at  the 
matter  invidiously.    Besika  Bay  was  a 
most  central  and  most  convenient  station 
in  case  of  disturbances  arising  in  Turkey, 
and  also  one  from  which  communication 
could  most  easily  be  maintained  with 
the    British   Ambassador.      My   noble 
Friend  who  spoke  last  (Lord  Stanley 
of  Alderley)  referred  to  the  alleged  out- 
rages   in   Turkey,    committed  on    the 
Turkish  population,   I   do  not  say  by 
Bussian  soldiers,  but  by  persons  acting 
on  the  Bussian  side.    I  draw  that  dis- 
tinction because  where  these  excesses 
are  said  to  have  occurred  they  ought 
probably    to    be  ascribed,   not   to  the 
Kussian    Army,    but  rather    to    those 
who    follow    the    Army    and   are    not 
subject    to  military   discipline.      I  do 
not  pretend  to  determine  how  far  these 
statements,  of  which  we  have  lately  seen 
BO  many  in  the  newspapers,  are  accurate 
or  not.    Speaking  as  a  general  rule,  I 
should  say — exacUy  as  I  did  last  year — 
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that  we  must  always  allow  in  these  cases 
for  a  great  deal  of  exaggeration.  If  we 
go  back  to  the  instance  of  Bulgaria,  the 
first  statement  made  was  that  30,000 
persons  had  been  murdered  in  Bulgaria. 
The  inquiry  made  at  the  time  on  the 
spot  by  Mr.  Baring  reduced  the  number 
below  12,000,  and  subsequent  inquiries 
have  shown  more  and  more  that  those 
who  were  supposed  to  be  dead  have 
been  coming  to  life  again ;  that  many 
persons  who  were  at  fi]*st  reckoned 
among  the  victims  have  since  been  found 
to  have  only  run  away  and  taken  refuge 
in  another  place;  and  I  have  seen  a 
statement  that  the  number  who  suffered 
last  year  was  really  much  smaller  than 
even  the  reduced  previous  calculations 
gave  it — something  like  4,000.  If 
that  is  the  case  in  regard  to  Bulgaria, 
it  is  possible  that  something  of  the 
same  kind  may  apply  to  these  newly- 
alleged  outrages.  No  doubt  those 
accounts  which  come  from  Turkish 
sources  are  liable  to  the  imputation  of 
not  being  impartial :  we  have,  however, 
some  statements  from  our  own  Consuls 
on  this  subject ;  and  I  propose  to  collect 
together  whatever  information  we  may 
have  on  these  matters,  and  to  take  an 
early  opportunity  of  laying  it  on  your 
Lordships'  Table.  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  to  trouble  you  with  any  fur- 
ther remarks. 

Lord  CAMI^BELL,  in  reply,  said, 
that  although  he  could  not  aek  their 
Lordships  to  remain  at  such  an  hour, 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  noble  Earl 
who  had  preceded  him  in  the  same  De- 
partment, imposed  on  him  the  necessity 
of  a  few  words  in  answer.  As  to  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State,  he  had 
defended  the  Proclamation  of  Neutrality 
in  a  manner  which  implied  complete 
forgetfulness  of  a  maxim  the  late  Sir 
Hobert  Peel  had  prudently  laid  down 
and  which  M.  Guizot  had  recorded — 
namely,  that  a  Government  is  often  at 
liberty  to  act  when  it  is  not  at  liberty  to 
speak  of  its  intentions.  Neutrality  itself 
implied  nothing  but  that  the  time  for 
coming  forward  had  not  yet  arrived,  or 
that  preparation  was  inadequate.  Pro- 
clamation of  Neutrality  was  an  impedi- 
ment or  an  encumbrance,  when  the 
support  of  an  ally  became  imperatively 
requisite.  On  what  grounds  the  Pro- 
clamation of  Neutrality  was  more  essen- 
tial in  this  juncture  than  it  had  been  in 

Thi  Earl  -'* 


1828  or  1863,  or  was  more  inoambani  <m 
Oreat  Britain  than  on  other  Powen,  tbt 
noble  Earl  had  not  attempted  to  irfplafi 
As  to  the  rather  insignificant  attaeik  of 
the  noble  Earl  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
with  regard  to  the  postponement  of  the 
Motion,  on  the  first  occasion  ho  (Ijofd 
Campbell)  was  prevented  by  indispo«itioa 
from  attending  and  going  on  witn  it,  oo 
two  others  the  hour  was  not  one  at  whidi 
their  Lordships  could  be  Dreoent.  As 
to  the  further  complaint  of  the  noble 
Earl,  that  he  (Lord  Campbell}  had 
brought  forward  many  Motions  cm  the 
Eastern  Question  for  three  years,  he  was 
not  anxious  to  defend  himself.  He  had 
never  yet  originated  a  dismitirion  on  Um 
topic  which  had  tended  to  lower  tiiat 
House  at  home  or  on  the  Continent  of 
Europe.  Since  the  Foreign  Office  bad 
not  deemed  it  right  to  answer  the  Otto- 
man despatch  of  January  25th,  tiiece 
could  be  no  difficulty  in  the  withdrawal 
of  the  Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  Honae)  wiik- 
draum. 


House  adjourned  at  a  qoaxter 
Eight  o'dook,  till  To-not 

half  paat  Ten  o'dobk. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Thursday,  I9th  July,  1877. 

MDaJTES.>-SupPLT--€«mtubr«tf  in  Cmmmittm 
—  Civil   Sbbticb   EemATis  — 

[July    16]    reported  —  Piottpontd 
July  17]  9gre$d  to, 

PuBUC  Bills — Second  Semdin^SotwmwSnimm 
Fisheries  •  [250]  ;  Saint  Catherine'sHarhooi; 
Jersey*  [251];  Local  Oovemment  Boarfi 
Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (AitMss 
and  Labourers  Dwellings)  •  [265]. 

Seliet  CommitU$ —Pvihiic  Health  (It^oti)* 
[116],  nominaUd. 

Committee — Supreme  Court  of  Judjoatare  (Ir»- 
land)  (re'Ootnm,)  [1841 — ilt. 

Committee  — Report— Yn^mm  (Oyaten,  CMa, 
and  Lobsters)  •  [217-257] ;  Bnildinff  SoomM 
Act  (1874)  Amendment  {re  ncww.)  •  [S4J1: 
Begistration  of  Leases  (Scotland)  Act  {1S57} 
Amendment*  [246]. 

Third  Beadinff—TeiemjhB  (Money)  •  [BTl. 
Married  Women's  ftoperty  (Scotland)  ^[IIIV 
Bndpaeeed, 

mthdrmon  —  VoGT  Law  (Scotland)*  (IM]. 
Valuation  of  Property*  [631;  PateBta  for 
Inventions*  [64];  Public  Health  (Mttio- 
polis)*  [1871;  Kshoprios*ri53];  YalMtioa 
of  Property  (Ireland)  •  [102]. 
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QUEariONS. 


PAKLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE— CIRCU- 
LARS TO  MEMBERS.— QUESTION. 

^  Mb.  FORSYTH  rose  to  ask  a  Ques- 
tion of  the  Speaker  with  reference  to 
the  Privilege  of  Members.  He  had 
lately  received  no  fewer  than  10  printed 
Circulars  headed  ''Laymen's  Associa- 
tion."   He  would  read  one  of  them — 

"  Sir, — Ab  one  of  your  confltituenta,  I  beg  to 
addreM  jou  m  to  the  Public  Worship  Regula- 
tion  Act,  1874.  The  paaaing  of  that  Act  was  so 
notorionsly  partizan,  and  the  confusion  and  in- 
JQstice  consequent  on  its  working  have  been  so 
pr0|ndicial  to  the  work  of  the  Church  in  many 
panahea,  that  I  am  compelled  as  a  matter  of 
duty  to  ask  you  whether  you  will  vote  for  its 
ref)<eaL  I  beg  very  courteously,  hut  still  firmly, 
to  inform  you  that  the  next  Election  I  shall, 
apart  from  all  questions  of  politics,  feel  it  my 
duty  to  withhold  my  vote  mm  any  candidate 
who  will  not  pledge  himself  to  the  repeal  of 
this  Act*' 

He  had  no  objection  to  any  number  of 
bis  constituents  individually  expressing 
their  opinion  with  reference  to  any  vote 
of  his;  but  he  did  object  to  a  body  of 
men  banding  themselves  together  to 
manufacture  printed  papers  asking  his 
constituents  not  to  support  him  u  he 
did  not  give  his  vote  m  a  particular 
way.  That  seemed  little  less  than  in- 
timidation, and  he  wished  to  know,  Whe- 
ther a  breach  of  Privilege  had  been 
committed  ? 

Mil  speaker  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Marylebone  has 
handed  to  me  a  copy  of  the  Circular 
which  he  has  now  read.  I  cannot  say 
that  the  offence  contained  in  it  is  of  so 
srave  a  character  as  to  constitute  it  a 
breach  of  Privilege.  At  the  same  time, 
I  am  bound  to  observe  that  expressions 
such  as  those  contained  in  that  Circular 
are  calculated  to  influence  the  indepen- 
dent judgment  of  Members,  and  as  such 
are  lugmy  reprehensible. 

EXPLOSIVES  ACT— THE  MAGISTRATES 
AT  LANCHESTER.— QUESTION. 

Ma.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  hia  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
decision  of  the  magistrates  at  the  Lan- 
diester  Petty  Sessions,  county  Durham, 
on  the  6th  instant,  in  fining  a  miner 
named  Fletcher  for  making  cartridges 


with  blasting  powder  in  his  own  house, 
which  cartridge  he  was  going  to  use  in 
his  occupation  in  the  Stanley  Colliery, 
county  Durham;  and,  whether,  consi- 
dering the  decision  is  one  that  affects 
the  whole  mining  interest  of  the  Coun- 
try, there  are  any  means  of  ascertaining 
if  the  decision  of  the  magistrates  is  in 
conformity  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Explosive  Act  under  which  Fletcher  was 
tried  and  convicted  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  :  I  am  in- 
formed that  this  case  will  be  brought 
before  a  superior  Coflrt ;  and,  if  so,  the 
case  will  be  decided ;  and  I  do  not  think 
that  I  should  be  justified  in  giving  an 
opinion  as  to  a  question  of  law  in  a  mat- 
ter which  is  suhjudici. 

MALTA— FOOD  TAXES— MR.  ROWSELL'S 
REPORT.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BAYLEY  POTTER  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, When  Mr.  Rowsell's  Report  in  re- 
ference to  the  Food  Taxes  in  Malta  will 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House ; 
and,  when  the  decision  of  the  Qovem- 
ment  on  the  subject  will  be  made 
known  ?  

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER:  Mr.  Rowsell's 
Report  has  only  been  recently  received, 
ana  before  any  decision  can  be  arrived 
at,  it  will  be  necessary  that  communica- 
tions should  be  made  with  the  Local 
Government  as  well  as  that  the  subject 
shall  be  very  fully  considered  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  Meanwhile  it  would 
be  unadvisable  to  lay  the  Report  upon 
the  Table  until  the  decision  arrived  at 
can  be  communicated  to  the  House. 

ARMY— ALDERSHOT  CAMP— PURCHASE 
OF  CHOBHAM  RIDGES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  true  that  under  the  powers  of  the 
Defence  Act  the  War  Office  has  given 
notice  of  its  intention  to  acquire  compul- 
sorily  the  open  land  known  as  **  Chob- 
ham  Ridges,"  with  the  view  of  inclosing 
such  land  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  there  was  no  necessity  for  giving 
notice  under  the  Defence  Act,  because 
the  War  Office  had  already  completed 
the  purchase — firom  the  lords  ox  the 
manor  in  May  last,  and  finom  the  com- 
moners in  July  last.  There  was  no  in- 
tention whatever  of  inclosing  the  land. 
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CHRIST'S    HOSPITAlr-SmcrDE    OF    A 
SCHOLAR.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  the  present  inquiry  into 
Christ's  Hospital  will  he  extended  to 
the  School  where  the  junior  boys  are 
educated  at  Hertford ;  and,  whether  it 
is  intended  that  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee  shall  continue  to  be  con- 
ducted in  private  ?  • 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  Sir,  I 
have  placed  myseif  in  communication 
with  the  gentlemen  who  have  under- 
taken the  inquiry,  as  to  whether  any 
good  is  to  be  gained  by  extending  it  to 
Hertford  School.  With  regard  to  the 
publicity  of  the  Inquiry,  I  believe  the 
gentlemen  who  form  the  Committee  are 
unanimously  of  opinion  that  they  will 
attain  the  object  of  the  Inquiry  best  by 
having  the  Inquiry  private,  although 
the  Eeport  which  uiey  will  make  wUl, 
of  course,  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  FAWCETT:  I  beg  to  rive 
Notice  that  on  Monday  I  will  ask.  Whe- 
ther the  result  of  the  answers  to  the 
Home  Secretary's  inquiry  as  to  Hert- 
ford School  will  be  laid  before  the 
House ;  and  that  on  going  into  Commit- 
tee of  Supply  I  shall  move  a  Eesolution 
that  any  Keport  founded  upon  a  private 
Inquiry  will  not  be  satisfactory  to  the 
public. 

POOR  LAW  UNIONS  (IRELAND). 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  MACAETNEY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  has 
been  finally  determined  by  Government 
that  a  Commission  shall  issue  to  direct 
a  local  inquiry  as  to  the  propriety  of  re- 
ducing the  number  of  workhouses  in 
Ireland ;  and,  if  such  local  Commission 
is  to  be  appointed,  whether  the  scope  of 
its  inquiry  will  be  extended  to  the  ad- 
visability of  utilizing  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  harmless  lunatics  and  idiots 
any  workhouses  which  may  be  deemed 
superfluous  and  unnecessary,  and  also 
into  the  advisability  of  reviewing  and 
re-arranging  the  present  inconvenient 
limits  and  boundaries  of  .dispensary  dis- 
tricts in  Irish  Poor  Law  Unions? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH : 
It  has  been  decided  that  this  subject 
should  be  locally  inquired  into  by  a 
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Commission,  and  their  attention  will  b« 
directed  to  the  following  paints : — 
Whether,  having  due  regard  to  the  ex- 
tent and  population  of  the  present  Poor 
Law  Unions,  the  neoeasitiee  of  the  ock 
and  destitute  poor  therein,  and  tbe  pro- 
per administration  of  the  Poor  ukw. 
any  Unions  can  be  dissolved  and  amal- 
gamated with  adjoining  Uniooa;  and 
whether  it  would  oe  nec^eary  in  canj- 
ing  out  such  changes  to  re-arrange  asj 
of  the  present  dispensary  diatrkta. 
Whether,  without  altering  the  boonda- 
ries  of  Poor  Law  Unions,  any  exiitiiig 
workhouse  could  be  wholly  or  in  psxi 
dispensed  with,  and  aooommodatioa 
provided  in  other  adjacent  workhovaaa 
for  the  whole  or  for  any  daaa  of  ihm 
sick  or  destitute  poor  of  the  Union,  tha 
workhouse  of  which  is  dispensed  with ; 
and  whether  an^  workhouse  that  maj 
be  dispensed  with  might  be  naed  £v 
the  reception  of  the  lunatic  poor  or  Har 
any  other  purposes. 


ABHT  RETIREMENT— THE  KESEBTE 
FORCES.— QUESTION. 

Sm  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he  caa 
now  say  whether  the  new  echeme  of 
Army  Betirement  will  include  prorisoii 
to  make  the  services  of  retired  Officers 
available,  in  case  of  need,  with  the  Re- 
served and  AuxiLiary  Foroee  ? 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HARDY:  With- 
out  g^ing  into  details,  I  think  there  will 
be  some  provisions  which  will  meet,  to 
a  certain  extent,  the  views  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  and  I  have  every  hope 
of  being  able  in  a  few  days  to  lay  that 
scheme  before  the  House. 

NAVY— HJI.8.  "MONARCH.- 

QUBSnOV. 

Mb.  OOUELEY  asked  the  Seoetaiy 
to  the  Admiralty,  To  state  the  naton 
and  cost  of  the  intended  alterations  and 
repairs  of  H.M.S.  "  Monarch,"  and  pro- 
bable time  that  will  be  required  for  her 
completion;  if  she  is  to  be  ftinuahed 
with  compound  machinery  and  inoreewd 
power  of  speed;  whether  her  capacity 
for  fuel  is  to  be  enlarffed ;  if  ao»  for  how 
many  di^;  and,  fur&er,  to  inqvire  the 
intended  speed  and  oi^MioitT  fcr  fbal  of 
the  gun  boats  ordered  to  be  built  duii^ 
the  present  gnanaal  year? 
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Me,  a.  p.  EGEETON,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Monareh  was  to  have  new 
boilers,  her  machinery  was  to  be  over- 
hauled by  her  makers,  and  other  repairs 
were  to  be  done.  The  estimated  cost 
was  about  £50,000.  No  date  was  fixed 
for  the  completion  of  the  work,  but  it 
would  probably  be  about  the  end  of  this 
year.  The  machinery  would  not  be 
compound,  nor  would  her  speed — which 
was  14  Imots  an  hour — be  increased. 
Her  capacity  for  fuel  would  not  be  en- 
laxved.  He  knew  of  no  new  gunboats 
to  be  built  during  the  present  financial 


RUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— THE  WAR- 
ALLEGED   BULGARIAN  AND  RUSSIAN 
ATROCITIES.— QUESTION. 

Ma.  R.  POWEB  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiairs, 
If  his  attention  has  been  caJIed  to  the 
report  in  the  '*  Daily  Telegraph  "  (July 
16th)  of  frightful  cruelties  and  tortures 
alleg^  to  have  been  inflicted  upon  the 
non-combatant  Bulgarian  Turks  by  Bul- 
garian Christians  and  Bussian  soldiers ; 
and,  if  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  have 
received  any  information  concerning 
these  outrages  ? 

Mb.  BOUBKE  :  Besides^the  Question 
which  has  just  been  asked  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  there  are  twO  other  Questions 
upon  the  Paper— one  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Tamworth  (Mr.  Han- 
bory),  and  the  other  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Memberlfor  Chricklade(Mr.  Goddard). 
I  think  I  can  answer  them  all  at  the 
same  time.  Telegraphic  Beports  of  these 
different  transactions  have  been  received 
by  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  from 
vaiioos  sources,  from  our  Consuls  in 
Turkey,  and  from  the  Turkish  authori- 
ties.  A  collection  of  these  Beports  is  now 
being  made  in  the  Foreign  Office,  and 
willbe  presented  to  the  House  in  a  spe- 
cial Paper,  in  the  same  way  as  the 
Papers  on  the  transactions  in  Bosnia  and 
Bulgaria.  Everyone  will  then  be  in  a 
position  to  judge  for  himself  of  the 
nature  of  the  occurrences,  and  of  the 
amount  of  authenticity  to  be  attributed 
to  the  stataments. 


ARMY— RIFLE  MHJTIA  REOIHENTS— 
UNIFORMS.— QUESTION . 

06L0VEL  NAOHTEN  asked  the  Secre. 
tory  of  SUte  for  War,  Whether  it  is  in. 


tended  to  change  the  uniform  of  any  of 
the  Bifle  Militia  Begiments  to  red ;  and, 
whether,  in  case  of  any  such  alteration 
being  carried  out,  an  allowance  will  be 
made  to  the  officers  towards  the  expense 
incurred  ? 

Mb.  OATHOBNE  HABDY,  in  renly. 
said,  that  though  he  could  have  wished 
that  some  of  the  Bifle  Militia  Begiments 
were  dressed  in  red,  he  did  not  intend  to 
exercise  any  compulsion  upon  them  to 
change  their  uniforms. 

THE   SLAVE  TRADE  — AFRICA    (EAST 
COAST)— LIBERATED  SLAVES. 

QTTEsnoir. 

SiE  EOBEBT  ANSTBUTHEB  (for 
Sir  JoHK  Kekkawat)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  can  state  what  number  of 
slaves  have  been  liberated  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's cruisers  on  the  East  Coast  of 
Africa  during  the  years  1875  and  1876; 
to  whom  these  slaves  have  been  handed 
over  under  the  Slave  Trade  Act  of  1873 ; 
and  what  provision  has  been  made  for 
their  protection  and  maintenance  ? 

Ma.  BOUBKE,  in  reply,  said,  456 
slaves  were  liberated  by  Her  Majesty's 
cruisers  on  the  East  Coast  of  AMca  in 
1875,  and  634  in  1876.  Of  those  cap- 
tured in  1875,  239  were  taken  over  by 
the  Church  Missionary  Society,  and  154 
by  the  Universities  Society — a  society 
promoted  by  the  Universities  of  this 
country.  Two  others  were  sent  to  Natal, 
and  some  were,  at  their  own  request, 
taken  to  the  mainland  and  given  letters 
of  manumission.  Of  the  634  liberated 
in  1876,  45  were  sent  to  Natal,  to  a  pro- 
tection society  there  which  was  well 
known  and  was  under  Oovemment  su- 

Eervision,  and  they  had  every  reason  to 
elieve  that  slaves  sent  there  would  be 
taken  care  of.  Twenty  others  were  taken 
over  by  the  Universities  Society,  a  great 
many  others  were  taken  by  the  Church 
Missionary  Society,  and  85  were  landed 
on  the  mainland,  at  their  own  request, 
with  letters  of  manumission.  The  sta- 
tistics which  he  had  did  not  account  for 
the  total  number  who  were  liberated  in 
that  year ;  but  he  believed  a  great  por- 
tion of  the  remainder  had  been  taken 
over  by  the  Church  Missionary  Society 
and  had  been  sent  to  Natal.  Dr.  Kirk 
had  been  specially  instructed  to  report 
as  to  the  difference  between  the  figures. 
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and  his  Eeport  was  expected  shortly.  As 
to  the  future  maintenance  of  the  liberated 
slaves,  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
every  reason  to  believe  that  both  the 
society  in  Natal  and  the  Church  Mis- 
sionary Society  were  able  and  willing  to 
provide  for  them,  and  they  did  not  sup- 
pose there  would  be  any  difficulty  in 
disposing  of  them  in  the  same  way  that 
they  had  been  disposed  of  in  the  years 
1875-6. 


NAVY— THE  NEW  NAVAL  COLLEGE— 
THE  SITE.— QUESTION. 

Sm  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  great  interest 
generally  felt  in  the  selection  of  a  site 
for  the  new  Naval  College,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  prepared  to  give 
this  House  as  early  an  opportunity  as 
possible  of  expressing  an  opinion  on  the 
proposal  to  purchase  the  Mount  Boone 
site? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER in  reply,  said,  he  thought  the 
most  convenient  opportunity  for  dis- 
cussing the  question  of  the  site  of  the 
new  Naval  College  would  be  when  the 
Vote  was  proposed.  That  would  be 
when  the  Navy  Estimates  were  ag^n 
brought  forward.  He  was  not  able  to 
say  now  on  what  day  they  would  be 
taken,  but  there  would  be  no  unneces- 
sary delay  in  bringing  them  forward. 


LAW   AND   JUSTICE— PUBLIC    PROSE- 
CUTORS.—QUESTION. 

Mr.  chad  wick  asked  theSecretay 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  1£ 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  report 
in  the  ** Times"  of  the  22nd  June,  of 
observations  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
in  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  to  the  fol- 
lowing efiPect : — 

**So  long  aa  the  Government  has  not  that 
which  is  essential  to  the  administration  of  justice 
— a  puhlic  prosecutor — so  long  every  individual, 
however  rash  or  ill  advised,  has  a  right  to  put 
the  Criminal  Law  in  motion ;  " 

whether  the  Government  have  any  in- 
tention of  proposing  to  Parliament  next 
Session  any  Bill  which  will  provide  for 
the  appointment  of  public  prosecutors ; 
and,  whether  they  will  consider  in  mak- 
ing provision  for  such  appointments  the 
practicability  of  authorising    clerks  to 
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magistrates,  who  are  paid  bj  nilarj  ii 
lieu  of  fees,  to  act  as  public  proMoatort? 
Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  r^. 
said,  his  attention  h^  been  called  to  tM 
reoiarks  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justke,  wko 
felt  strongly  on  this  matter.  Tha  q«w- 
tion  of  a  Public  Prosecator  had  formed 
a  subject  of  consideration,  not  onljta 
the  present,  but  to  the  late  OorenuneBt 
He  must,  however,  warn  the  hon.  Mss- 
ber  and  the  House  that  the  ai^poiBtiiiait 
of  a  Public  Prosecutor,  thoagh  ntcct- 
sary,  would  be  found  to  be  a  Teiy  ex- 
pensive luxury  when  carried  out.  Ml 
only  with  remrd  to  the  Staff  to  be  i^ 
pointed,  but  in  the  prosecution  expeniM, 
which  would  be  heavier  than  at  proetit 
He  was  prepared,  whenever  an  oppor- 
tunity offered,  to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  th* 
subject ;  and  with  regard  to  the  tngg^- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  that  magi*- 
trates'  clerks  should  be  authorised  to  act 
as  public  prosecutore,  he  would  re&r 
him  to  the  remarks  of  the  Lord  Qad 
Justice  in  the  Beport  of  the  Judicature 
Commission,  where  his  Lordship  ob- 
served that  they  would  not  get  oettv 
duties  from  the  same  men  bj  vujia^ 
them  higher  salariee  andcaUing  theml^ 
a  different  name. 

LOCAL    TAXATION— HIGHWAYS  AXD 
TURNPIKKS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  SEYEBNE  asked  the  Pftaideat 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  oontinoally  increee- 
ing  charges  thrown  upon  the  rates  of 
rural  districts  by  the  aoolitioQ  of  turn- 
pikes, and  the  uneoual  inddenoe  of  theis 
burthens.  Her  Majes^s  OoyerunsBt 
have  any  intention  of  introdnciBg  a 
Highway  Bill  during  the  next  Sesnoa 
of  Parliament,  and  of  preniiig  iu 
adoption  ?  

Ma.  SOLATEB-BOOTH,  in  z^ptj, 
said,  the  Oovemment  were  Terj  weQ 
aware  that  in  several  of  the  nual  dis- 
tricts a  g^winff  feeling  had  for  some 
time  past  found  expression  as  to  the 
charges  thrown  on  the  local  rates  ia 
consequence  of  the  abolition  of  tarafsks 
tolls.  The  complaint  on  the  snbjsct 
would  have  been  met  bj  a  measoie 
which  he  had  introdnoed  last  iBsMine 
and  which  was  prepared  with  a  riew  lo 
be  re-introduced  this  year.  He  £i 
not  feel  in  a  position  to  speak  as  ts 
future  legislation,  bnt  he  hoped  to^ 
something  next  Session. 
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BOARDS  OF  GUARDIANS^&c.  (IRELAND). 

QUESnOKS. 

Mb.  STACPOOLE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretanr  for  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  practice 
Adopted  by  certain  Boards  of  Ouardians 
and  GbTemors  of  Lunatic  Asylums  in 
Ireland,  incaseswhere  officers  seek  an  in- 
crease of  salary,  of  compelling  the  offi- 
cers to  resign  and  take  their  chance  of 
re-election  oefore  such  application  can 
be  considered ;  and,  whether,  if  he  con- 
siders this  method  of  dealing  with  such 
applications  an  improper  one,  he  would 
be  prepared  to  recommend  its  discon- 
tinoance. 

Snt  MIOHAEL  HICKS -BEAOH: 
My  attention  was  first  called  to  this 
matter  by  the  Notice  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question.  I  have  not  been  able  to 
ascertain  that  any  practice  preyails 
among  Boards  of  Guardians  and  gover- 
nors of  lunatic  asylums  of  comjpeUing 
their  officers  to  resign  before  consideriiig 
any  applications  for  increase  of  salary ; 
bnt  I  am  informed  that  the  Board  of 
Guardians  and  the  governors  of  the 
Innatic  asylum  at  Ennis  adopted  such  a 
practice  more  than  two  years  aeo.  The 
Local  Goremment  Boiurd  at  &at  time 
informed  the  Board  of  Ghiardians  that 
they  objected  to  their,  action  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  but  I  do  not  find  that  the  Inspec- 
tors of  lunatic  asylums  made  any  com- 
munication to  the  Board  of  Ghiardians. 
The  practice  seems  to  me  open  to  objec- 
tion ;  but  the  hon.  Member  is  himself  a 
goremor  of  the  lunatic  acnrlum,  and  can 
more  that  it  ^ould  be  discontinued,  if 
he  thinks  fit  to  do  so. 

Mb.  STACPOOLE :  Is  there  any  regu- 
lation of  the  Irish  Privy  Council  under 
which  this  has  been  carried  out  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  : 
No ;  I  believe  not. 

INLAND   REVENUE  —  GROCERS*  LI- 
CENCES.—QUESTION. 

Mm.  DALBTMPLE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
memorial  signed  by  nine  hundred  me- 
dical practitioners,  published  in  a  recent 
number  of  ^e  ''  Lancet,"  settinp^  forth 
the  evils  resulting  in  their  opimon,  es- 
pecially to  women,  from  the  purchase 
under  the  guise  of  necessaries  of  spiri- 
tuous liquors  from  licensed  grocers ;  and. 


whether  he  will  bring  that  memorial 
under  the  notice  of  the  Commission 
about  to  take  evidence  on  that  subject  ? 
Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS:  My  at- 
tention  was  not  called  to  this  matter 
until  the  Notice  of  the  hon.  Member 
appeared  on  the  Paper ;  but  I  made  in- 
quiries this  morning,  and  I  do  not  find 
that  any  memorial  has  been  presented 
at  the  Secretary  of  State's  Department. 
The  Lord  Advocate  is  about  to  nominate 
the  Commission  to  take  evidence,  and  if 
the  memorial  in  question  comes  before 
me  or  the  Lord  Advocate,  it  will  receive 
full  consideration. 


THE  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— SALUTES. 

QXTSsnoir. 

Major  O'OOEMAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary, 
serving  at  the  Phoenix  Park  Depot, 
Dublin,  are  obli^^ed  to  pay  all  compli- 
ments to  Her  Majesty's  MiHtary  Forces, 
a  courtesy  which  the  latter  refuse  to  ex- 
tend to  the  Eoyal  Irish  Constabulary 
when  passing,  under  arms,  military 
barracks  and  guards ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
it  is  intended  to  issue  orders  to  the  Boyal 
Irish  Constabulary  to  discontinue  the 
praotibes  of  paying  the  compliments 
alluded  to;  or  to  concert  measures  to 
ensure  that  Her  Majesty's  Military 
Forces  shall,  on  all  similar  occasions, 
pay  to  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
sixnilar  compliments  and  salutes  ? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
There  is  no  regulation  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  making  it  imperative  that 
the  members  of  the  Force  serving  at  the 
depot  in  the  Phcanix  Park  should  pay 
compliments  to  the  military.  It  has 
been  customary  for  them  to  do  so,  and 
for  the  militazy  to  return  the  compli- 
ment. It  mav  possibly  have  happened 
that  in  a  few  instances  the  military  have 
failed  to  return  them ;  but  I  do  not  see 
that  there  is  an  occasion  for  me  to  take 
action  in  the  matter. 

NAVY  —  H.M.S.  "  INFLEXIBLE  "  —  THE 
INSTRUCTIONS-QUESTION. 

Mr.  ASHBURT  asked  Mr.ChanceUor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  will  cause 
to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
a  Copy  of  the  Instructions  given  by  the 
Qovmunent  to  the  Committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  question  of  tne  sta- 
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biHty  of  H.M.8.  ''Inflexible;"  and,  if 
so,  how  soon  Copies  can  be  distributed 
to  honourable  Members  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  :  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  con- 
venient to  lay  the  Instructions  upon  the 
Table.  They  have  been  settled  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  and  by  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty. They  are  now  in  the  hands  of  the 
Committee,  who  are  about  to  commence 
their  sittings  next  week.  As  soon  as 
possible  the  Report  will  be  presented, 
and  the  Instructions  with  it. 


THAMES   RIVER    (PREVENTION   OF 
FLOODS)   BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GORDON  asked  the  Senior  Mem- 
ber for  Chelsea,  Whether  it  is  his  in- 
tention to  take  any  other  step  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  witii  re- 
ference to  the  Thames  River  (Prevention 
of  Floods)  Bill,  having  regard  to  the 
opposition  offered  to  his  Motion  on  the 
subject  by  the  Chairman  of  that  Board? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  quite  true,  as  implied  in  the 
Question  of  his  hon.  Friend  and  Col- 
league, that  the  opposition  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Truro  (Sir  James 
M'Garel  Hogg)  had  prevented,  owing  to 
the  operation  of  the  half-past  12  o'clock 
Rule,  his  bringing  forward  his  Motion 
in  favour  of  altering  and  proceeding  with 
the  Thames  River  (Prevention  of  Floods) 
Bill.  The  hon.  ana  gallant  Member  had 
refused  to  proceed  with  the  Bill,  and 
nothing  woiild  now  be  done  to  prevent 
the  continuance  of  these  floods,  the  re- 
sponsibility for  which  would  lie  at  the 
door  of  the  majority  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board.  He  might,  however,  possibly 
find  an  opportunity  for  making  some 
remarks  upon  the  subject  upon  the 
second  reading  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  (Money)  Bill,  which 
stood  for  second  reading  28th  upon  the 
Orders  of  the  Day,  alwough  it  nad  not 
been  printed. 

ARMY— DEFICIENT   TRANSPORT—THE 
WINDSOR  REVIEW.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  HAYTER  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  the  deficiency 
of  transport  for  the  troops  marching 
from  Aldershot  to  Windsor  for  the  late 
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Review  was  so  great  as  to  necessitate 
the  dismounting  of  two  batteries  of  Ar- 
tillery, and  some  of  the  Engineer  Train, 
to  supply  horses  ;  and,  whether,  even 
with  that  assistance,  the  blankets  and 
waterproof  sheeting  for  the  men  had  tx> 
be  left  behind,  contrary  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Medical  Staff  ? 

Me.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  the  facts  stated  in  the  Queetion 
were,  he  believed,  correct.  The  fact 
was  that  the  transport  was  not  increased 
for  this  purpose  at  all.  The  transport 
for  the  summer  drills  at  Aldershot  had 
been  very  hardly  worked,  and  no  increa^ 
was  made  for  the  march  to  Windsor,  but 
every  effort  was  taken  to  secure  the  com- 
fort of  the  troops.  Of  couise,  the  trans- 
port borrowed  from  the  batteries  and 
Engineer  train  was  only  owing  to  the 
special  circumstances  of  the  case.  It  was 
true  that  the  blankets  and  waterproof 
sheeting  were  not  taken. 

METROPOLIS— THE  NEW  LODGE  IN 
HYDE  PARK.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  RTLANDS  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  K  he  can  state  to  the 
House  the  circumstances  under  which 
Mr.  Albert  Gbrant  was  asked,  by  the 
Treasury,  to  pay  the  cost  of  the  ereotioa 
of  a  new  Superintendent's  Lodge  in 
Hyde  Park  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  When  his  own 
house  was  in  course  of  erection,  Mr. 
Grant  applied  to  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  for  the  removal  of  the  brick 
wall  of  Kensington  Gardens  cmd  a  Lodge 
which  were  immediately  opposite  the 
new  house,  undertaking  to  replace  the 
wall  by  an  iron  railing,  and  to  pay 
the  cost  of  the  erection  of  a  Lodge  in 
any  spot  that  might  be  deemed  suitable 
for  the  residence  of  the  Park  Superin- 
tendent. The  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  agreed  to  the  proposals  of  Mr. 
Grant,  as  they  were  calculated  to  improve 
that  portion  of  Kensington  Gardens 
which  was  affected  by  them  without 
involving  any  charge  upon  the  public 
purse. 

MINES   (SCOTLAND)— INUNDATION  OP 

THE  HOME  FARM  COLLIERT. 

QUESTIOJi'. 

Mb.  MAODONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  it  be  correct  that  Mr.  Ralph  Moore, 
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Inspector  of  Mines  for  the  Eastern  dis- 
trict of  Scotland,  reported  to  him  the 
following  things  in  regard  to  the  inun- 
dation of  the  Home  Farm  Collieiy : — 

"  The  inandation  was  wholly  unexpected  and 
unforeeeen: 

"That  the  mines  of  Messrs.  Hamilton  and 
HcColloch  were  well  conducted : 

"  That  Uie  redativee  of  the  four  deceased  per- 
sons who  lost  their  lives  by  the  inunda- 
tion were  satisfied  that  the  bodies  should 
remain  in  the  mine ;" 

whether  it  be  true  that  Mr.  Moore,  when 
under  examination  before  Mr.  Dicken- 
son, Inspector  of  Mines,  on  the  29th 
ult*.  admitted  that  if  he  had  known 
what  the  witnesses  stated  as  to  sand  and 
grayel  being  seen  in  large  quantities 
amimg  the  water,  that  he  would  have 
been  alarmed,  and  that  he  would  have 
withdrawn  the  workmen  from  the  mine ; 
whether  it  be  true  that  he  admitted  he 
really  from  his  own  knowledge  knew 
nothing  of  the  mine,  as  he  had  not  been 
in  it  for  over  twelve  months ;  whether 
he  farther  admitted  in  his  examination 
that  he  made  the  report  about  the  rela- 
tives being  satisfied  without  even  con- 
sulting them  directlv  on  the  subject  in 
any  way ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
inspector  did  not  visit  the  mine  or  enter 
it  for  over  twelve  months ;  and,  if  he  is 
satisfied  with  the  conduct  of  the  In- 
spector in  the  discharge  of  the  duties 
imposed  on  him  by  ''  The  Mines  Act, 
1872?" 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  Mr.  E.  Moore  had  reported 
that  the  inundation  was  wholly  unex- 
pected and  unforeseen.  He  formed  this 
opinion  from  a  careful  consideration  of 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case.  The 
mines  of  Messrs.  Hamilton  and  M'Cul- 
looh  were  well  conducted.  The  Insj^eo- 
tor  had  not  himself  been  in  this  particu- 
lar mine  for  12  months,  but  the  assistant 
Inspector  had  been. 


ROADS  AND  BRIDGES  (8(X)TLAND) 
BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  M'LABEN  asked  the  honourable 
Member  for  Dumbartonshire,  Whether, 
with  the  view  of  fEuulitating  the  passing 
of  the  Boads  and  Bridges  (Scotland)  (re- 
committed) Bill,  he  will  withdraw  the 
190  Notices  of  Amendments,  which  he 
has  placed  on  the  Paper,  to  be  moved 
when  that  Bill  is  in  Oommittee  f 


Mb.  OBB  EWINO:  Mr.  Speaker,  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
McLaren)  had  spent  as  much  time  in 
reading  my  Amendments  as  he  has 
done  in  counting  them,  he  would  have 
discovered  that  I  had  only  two  Amend- 
ments upon  the  Paper,  and  that  the 
other  alterations  were  verbal  ones,  con- 
sequent on  those  two  Amendments.  I 
am  as  anxious  as  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  present  system  of  maintaining  roads 
and  bridges  by  tolls  and  pontaees  should 
be  abomhed;  but  when  mwng  this 
change,  I  desire  that  between  county 
and  Durgh  the  mode  adopted  should  be 
equitable,  simple,  and  definite,  and 
without  the  intervention  of  Provisional 
Orders,  which,  when  opposed,  are  as 
expensive  as  Private  Bills.  [''Order, 
order ! "]    I  believe  that  my  Amend- 


M&.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
must  not  anticipate  the  discussion  upon 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  OBB  EWmO:  I  was  only 
givinff  my  reasons  for  not  beinff  able  to 
oomi^  with  the  suggestion  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  l^Unburgh. 


RUSSIA  AND  TURKEY— THE  WAR— 
THE  SUUNA  MOUTH  OF  THE  DAN- 
UBE.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  HANBUBY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfCairs, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Bussians 
have  commenced  to  block  up  one  of  the 
principal  mouths  of  the  Danube  by 
sinking  stones  and  ships  in  opposition 
to  the  remonstrance  of  the  International 
Commission;  and,  whether  it  is  intended 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Oovemment 
of  Bussia  to  such  a  breach  of  the  public 
law  of  Europe,  as  declared  by  the  Trea- 
ties of  1856  and  1871  ? 

Mb.  BOUBEE:  In  answer  to  my 
hon.  Friend  I  have  to  state  that  the 
British  Danube  Commissioner  has  re- 

Sorted  that  four  vessels  of  the  nature 
escribed  in  the  Question  have  been 
sunk  in  the  Sulina  mouth  of  the  Da- 
nube, and  that,  consequently,  only  a 
depth  of  four  feet  is  left  now  for  the 
navigation.  When  this  came  to  the 
knowledge  of  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador 
at  St.  Petersburg,  he  immediately  ex- 
pressed a  wish  and  hope  to  the  Bussian 
Oovemment  that  measures  wcmld  be 
taken  to  prevent  the  obstmetioii  of  the 
navigation  of  the  Danube.    Papers  on 


1527        Army—Eseape  of  a  (COUMONS)        DefaMik^  OjfUmr.  1299 


the  subject  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House.  I  may  also  mention  that 
the  British  Commissioner  at  the  Danube 
has  been  authorized  to  join  in  any  pro- 
test that  may  be  made  by  his  Colleagues, 
the  other  Commissioners,  which  they 
think  it  right  to  make  on  the  subject. 
He  had  also  been  instructed  to  make 
detailed  reports,  and  the  matter  will 
receive  the  serious  consideration  of  the 
Government  from  time  to  time. 


SOUTH  AFRICA  CONFEDERATION— 
THE  TRANSVAAL  TERRITORY.— 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  a.  mills  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  it  is  contemplated  that  the 
whole  debt  of  the  Transvaal  Territory, 
estimated  by  Lord  Carnarvon  at  about 
£300,000,  should  be  eventually  met  by 
the  Imperial  Treasury;  whether  the 
£100,000,  placed  on  the  Supplementary 
Estimate,  represents  the  total  amount 
to  be  asked  from  Parliament;  and, 
whether  there  are  any  other  g^unds, 
besides  the  alleged  fertility  of  the  Trans- 
vaal, for  anticipating  the  repayment  of 
Imperial  advances  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER:  It  is  not  in- 
tended  to  ask  the  Imperial  Treasury  to 
discharge  the  debt  of  the  Transvaal 
State,  nor  do  we  propose  to  ask  Parlia- 
ment for  any  further  sum  than  the 
£100,000  of  which  Notice  has  been 
already  given.  With  regard  to  the 
Debt,  I  should  mention  that  while  the 
Estimate  must  of  necessity  be  only 
approximate,  so  far  as  can  be  ascer- 
tained, the  total  Debt — previous  to  the 
sum  now  asked  for  in  the  Supplementary 
Estimate— was  about  £220,000.  The 
grounds  for  anticipating  repayment  of 
the  advance,  though  they  appear  to  be 
regarded  by  my  hon.  Friend  as  some- 
what problematical,  are,  in  addition  to 
the  great  fertility  of  the  country — which 
I  may  observe  is  *  not  merely  alleged, 
but  thoroughly  ascertained — its  exten- 
sive mineriS  resources. 


THE  PRISONS  ACT— 
THE  PRISON  COMMISSIONERS. 

QUESTION. 

In  reply  to  Mb.  Hibbebt, 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CB08S  said,  that 
the  Prisons  Commissioners,  whose  ap- 

Mr,  Bourke 


pointment  was  just  aanoimoed,  wm 
appointed  under  the  recent  Act  wink 
gave  power  to  appoint  them  at  OMt 
Although  the  Act  itself  did  not  east 
into  operation  immediately,  it  was  Ban*- 
sary  that  preliminary  arrangnBciti 
should  be  made  by  the  Commiswimwn. 
The  four  gentlemen  were  all  to  be  paa^ 
Two  of  them  were  old  dizecton  of 
prisons  and  two  were  magirtnitss,  om 
taken  from  the  North  and  one  fram^ 
South. 

ARMY— ESCAPE    OF    A    DEFAULHyo 
OFFICER— QUESTION. 

Mb.  OALLAN  asked  the  Secretuyof 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  true  tte 
a  Lieutenant  in  the  94tli  Bagiinnt 
when  charged  early  in  the  present  jmr 
with  g^ss  misconduct,  amountmg  to 
the  most  serious  criminal  ofienoe,  vu 
placed  under  arrest  merely  oa  puok 
and  not  in  close  custody,  or  handed  ow 
to  the  civil  authorities,  whilst  the  oom- 
plainant  was  closely  eonfined  to  tb* 
guard-room ;  that  in  the  course  of  tiw 
night  the  Lieutenant  broke  his  ptrole 
and  absconded ;  and,  if  so,  what  stsp, 
if  any,  have  been  taken  by  the  militaf^ 
authorities  to  secure  the  arrest  of  th« 
Lieutenant;  whether  the  inibnnilioBi 
on  which  the  Lieutenant  in  aueitioa 
was  so  arrested  have  been  handed  orvr 
to  the  proper  civil  authorities  so  tt  feii 
secure  his  being  made  amenahls  to 
justice;  whether  the  attention  of  tk 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  has  hw 
directed  to  a  letter  whidi  appeared  ia 
the  "Broad  Arrow"  of  May  36.  ii 
which  it  is  stated  that — 

^'Whilst  the  94th  Regiment  wu  «t  Bi^ 
more,  a  Cavalry  Oflloer,  aocompaxiied  Vr  ■ 
friend,  came  into  the  meat-room  and  )oaSt^  4*> 
Glared  hia  intention  to  hozaewhip  a  O^ftim  W 
the  94th,  whom  he  denoonced  aa  a  Uaokgvrt 
and  a  scoundrel,  for  having,  aa  ha  aU^ipi 
insulted  his  wife  in  a  Railway  carriage  iftar  ^ 
had  confided  her  to  his  charge  for  thejoanwr  ■ 
the  Commanding  Officer  (Jjotd  John  Tkykv . 
who  is  a  great  mend  of  the  inwlted  Ciplw* 
was  content  with  receiving  an  apology  irm  tk« 
Cavalryman  for  having  diaturbed  the  htnu^T 
of  the  mees,  hut  no  apology  has  heoi  wtiM  ^ 
the  Officer  on  whom  the  insulting  epiibetf  vat 
hestowed,  and  who  remains  thermre  nadvtbf 
8tignu^  content  without  apology  or  minlut^m 
of  any  kind,  and  therehy^  tacitly  admovls^ 
the  tnith  of  the  epithets  in  thor  appEostiaa  to 
him;" 

and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  fcw^gtH 
grave  oharges,  the  Seoretaiy  of  mi 
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fbr  War  will  direct  an  inqniiy  to  be 
immediately  held  into  the  droumstanoes 
diacioeed  above  and  the  moral  and  disci- 
pline of  the  94th  Hegiment  ? 

Ma.  GATHOENE  HAEDY :  I  would 
inform  the  hon.  Member  that  on  June 
11,  in  answer  to  a  Question  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Jen- 
kins), I  stated  that  an  officer  of  the 
94th  Hegiment,  on  being  accused  of  an 
(»ffenoe,  was  placed  under  arrest,  that 
he  broke  that  arrest,  and  absented  him- 
self. Officers  under  arrest  are,  except 
under  extraordinary  circumstances,  con- 
sidered on  parole,  and  in  this  case  no 
departure  was  made  from  the  usual 
coiilom.  The  officer  in  question  was 
gaxetted  out  of  the  Service,  and  no 
lurther  steps  have  been  taken  regarding 
him.  I  have  no  knowledge  whatever 
of  the  occurrence  said  to  have  taken 
place  at  Bushmore,  and,  as  the  94th 
Kegiment  has  not  been  stationed  at  that 
plaice  since  1870,  it  is  not  considered 
necessary  after  this  lapse  of  time  to 
take  any  further  action  in  the  matter. 
His  Boyal  Hif^hness  the  Field  Marshal 
Commanding-m-Chief  is  fully  acquainted 
with  the  wtcraU  and  disdplme  of  every 
regiment  in  Her  Majesty's  Service,  and 
doee  not  think  it  requisite  to  have  any 
opecial  inquiry  into  the  state  of  the 
94th  Begiment,  in  which  opinion  I 
entirely  agree  with  his  Boyal  Highness. 

PARLIAMENT— THE  BUSINESS  OP  THE 
SESSION.— QUESTIONS. 

Thx  Mjlbqubss  of  HABTINOTON  : 
Sir,  I  rise  to  ask  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  whether  he  is  able  to  give 
the  House  any  information  as  to  the 
intentions  of  the  Oovemment  with 
regard  to  Public  Business,  and  the  mea- 
sures now  before  the  House.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  a  list  of  measures  which  have 
been  introduced  by  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment, many  of  which  were  mentioned 
in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  at  the  opening 
of  the  Session;  but  which,  almough 
introduced  comparatively  early,  have 
made  up  to  the  present  time  very  little 
progress.  I  do  not  think  I  need  trouble 
the  House  by  reading  that  list,  or  by 
pointing  out  the  stages  at  wbidi  the 
measures  have  arrived,  for  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  will  probably  refer  in 
detail  to  the  principal  ^iUs.  It  is  quite 
evident  that,  unless  the  duration  of  the 
fleaii  on  be  prolonged  considerably  beyond 


the  usual  limits,  it  will  be  quite  impos- 
sible that  all,  or  nearly  ail,  of  those 
measures  which  up  to  the  present  time 
have  made  but  httle  progress  can  be 
considered  by  the  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  perhaps  also  be 
able  to  take  this  opportunity  of  inform- 
infi^  the  House  whether  he  proposes  to 
ask  for  any  further  sacrifice  of  the  time 
which  is  still  at  the  disposal  of  unofficial 
Members  of  the  House  ;  if  so,  at  what 
time  he  will  make  that  request.  It  may 
also  be  in  his  power,  having  fiilly  con- 
sidered the  state  of  Public  Business,  to 
give  some  intimation  to  the  House  as  to 
the  time  when  he  thinks  it  possible  that 
our  labours  may  be  concluded.  Perhaps 
the  House  will  permit  me  to  take  this 
opportunity  of  making  an  explanation 
in  regard  to  some  misapprehension  that 
I  think  has  arisen — no  doubt  from  some 
want  of  clearness  of  expression  on  my 
part.  The  other  day,  in  the  course  of 
a  discussion  upon  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  Irish 
Sunday  Closing  Bill,  in  one  or  two 
observations  I  made,  I  intended  to 
point  out  that  the  introduction  of  the 
Appropriation  Bill,  which  I  hoped 
would  not  long  be  delayed,  would 
give  a  more  appropriate  opportunity  of 
discussing  a  question  of  that  sort  rela- 
ting to  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
wim  regard  to  the  measures  that  have 
been  before  the  House.  I  find  it  has 
been  understood  in  some  quarters  that 
the  observations  I  made  amounted  to  a 
Notice  that  it  was  my  intention  to  take 
the  opportunity  of  the  introduction  of 
the  Appropriation  Bill  to  make  some 
genend  observations  upon  the  conduct 
of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment.  It  is 
quite  impossible  for  me  to  know  what 
mav  occur  before  the  end  of  the  Session ; 
ana  I  have  not  come  to  any  formal  and 
definite  resolution  in  my  own  mind  as  to 
the  course  it  will  be  my  duty  to  take 
when  the  Appropriation  Bill  is  intro- 
duced. I  wish  to  say  that  nothing  was 
further  from  my  mind  than  to  give 
formal  Notice  that  I  had  any  such  inten- 
tion, on  that  occasion,  to  comment  on 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vem- 

ment.  

The  CH  ANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB :  Sir,  I  may  in  the  first  place, 
perhaps,  say,  with  reference  to  the  closing 
observations  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  I 
quite  undersiood  the  remark  that  he 
made  on  the  occasion  to  which  he  re* 
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ferred  in  the  same  sense  as  tliat  in  which 
he  explains  it.  Of  coarse,  it  is  qtiite 
obTioos  that  the  stages  of  the  Appro- 
priation  Bill  always  mmish  yeiy  appro- 
priate occasions  for  any  critical  remarks 
that  may  be  thought  necessary.  I  did 
not  understand  there  was  emy  special 
Notice  given  on  the  subject  With  re- 
gard to  the  state  of  Business,  I  do  not 
understand  that  the  noble  Lord  at  pre- 
sent desires  that  we  should  enter  into 
any  discussion  as  to  the  progress  of 
Business,  or  as  to  any  of  the  causes 
which  may  have  interfered  with  the  pro- 
gress of  some  of  the  measures  introduced 
by  the  Gbvemment.  I  understand  the 
question  is  sixnply  put  for  the  conve- 
nience of  the  House,  in  order  that  we 
may  know  as  well  as  we  can  how  we 
stand,  and  may  endeavour  to  make  our 
arrangements  accordingly.  I  am  pre- 
pared to  give  such  an  answer  as  I  can 
m  the  same  spirit  as  that  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  asks  the  Uuestion.  It  is 
quite  true  there  are  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  Bills  that  have  been  introduced 
by  Members  of  the  Gbvemment  which 
are  still  upon  the  Paper,  and  some  of 
them  are  still  down  for  rather  early 
stages  of  progress.  Of  course,  it  would 
be  impossible,  without  unduly  prolong- 
ing the  Session,  to  pass  them  all.  At 
the  same  time,  I  fed  some  little  diffi- 
culty in  saying,  with  regard  to  particular 
Bills,  that  we  intend  to  lay  aside  this  or 
the  other  Bill,  because  the  proffress  of 
Business  is  not  altogether  under  our 
control,  and  it  may  happen,  in  the  course 
of  the  time  that  remains,  that  we  may 
find  ourselves  able  to  make  more  pro- 
gress with  some  Bill  than  we  expect,  or 
that  we  may  meet  with  unexpected  ob- 
stacles with  regard  to  another.  I  there- 
fore do  not  wish  that  what  I  say  now 
should  be  regarded  as  a  complete  and 
final  programme  of  all  that  is  or  is  not 
to  be  done  in  the  course  of  the  remainder 
of  the  Session.  I  may  mention  one  or 
two  Bills  with  which  I  feel  it  would  not 
be  possible  for  us,  or  convenient  to  the 
House,  that  we  should  proceed  this  Ses- 
sion, and  as  to  which  it  is  therefore 
desirable  we  should  at  once  state  why  we 
do  not  intend  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  with  regard  to  them.  Of  these 
BiUs  the  most  important  is  the  Valuation 
of  Property  BilL  The  House  will  easily 
understand  that  this  is  a  Bill  which  could 
not  be  proceeded  with  without  fedr  and 
full  discussion,  and  that,  taken  by  itself, 
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it  would  oooupy  some  considerable — 
though  I  think  not  at  all  an  unreason- 
able—time in  Committee.  But  although, 
if  the  Bill  stood  alone,  I  think  it  might 
be  possible  that  we  might  proceed  with 
it,  and  pass  it  this  Session,  we  find  that 
the  question  of  goiog  on  with  it  has 
been  complicated  by  Notices  given  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
Cowen),  and  I  think  also  there  is  a 
Notice  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  (Sir.  Pamell),  and  in  connection 
with  that  Bill  there  has  been  raised  the 
large  question  of  representative  councils 
and  general  questions  of  local  govern- 
ment. Seeing  that  these  questions  would 
have  to  be  discussed  in  connection  with 
the  Valuation  Bill,  we  think  it  is  not 
desirable  or  convenient  to  proceed  with 
it.  Then  there  is  also  the  Irish  Valua- 
tion Bill.  That  is  a  subject  which  I 
tbink  the  House  will  hardly  have  time 
to  take  into  consideration.  I  may  also 
say  with  regard  to  the  Bishoprics  Bill, 
the  Patents  for  Inventions  Bill,  and  the 
Poor  Law  (Scotland)  Bill,  we  do  not  at 
present  see  our  way  to  trouble  the  Honae 
with  these  Bills.  The  Bills  that  are 
immediately  before  us,  and  with  which 
we  think  it  is  important  the  House 
should  proceed,  I  will  mention  in  this 
order : — There  is  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature  (Ireland)  Bill,  which  stands 
for  to-night  going  into  Committee,  and 
which,  perhaps,  I  am  not  over  sanguine 
in  hoping  we  may  get  through  Com- 
mittee to-night.  There  is  the  South 
Africa  Bill,  which  we  propose  to  take  on 
Monday  next,  and  there  are  the  Irish 
and  Scotch  Prisons  Bills,  which  we  are 
anxious  to  proceed  with  as  rapidly  as 
possible.  Now,  the  noble  Lord  asks  at 
what  time  we  thought  of  asking  the 
House  to  give  the  Gt)vemment  more 
days  for  Bu8u;iess  than  we  have  at  pre- 
sent. I  hope  we  shall  not  be  thought 
unreasonable  in  asking  that  £rom  next 
week  we  may  take  Tuesdays  and  Wed- 
nesdays. In  that  case,  if  that  should  be 
given,  we  shall  propose  to  take  on  Tues- 
day the  Irish  and  Scotch  Prison  Bills. 
That  would  be  in  the  Evening  Sittings, 
so  that  there  would  be  the  whole  even- 
ing for  going  on  with  those  Bills.  I 
would  not  mention  any  particular  Busi- 
ness for  Wednesday;  we  shall  see  be- 
fore that  day  what  it  may  be  eonve- 
nient  to  take.  But  on  Thursday  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  limerick 
(Mr.  Butt)  has  an  engagement  with  the 
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OoTomment  that  we  Bhonld  give  him 
that  day  for  the  disouiaion  of  his  Uni- 
Tenity  £duoation  Bill.  That  is  the  re- 
mit of  an  engagement  entered  into  with 
him,  whioh  he  and  his  Friends  have 
faithfully,  and  honourably,  and  loyally 
fulfilled,  that  they  would  not  raise  the 
question  of  Uniyersity  education  on  the 
Estimates  proyided  a  day  was  given  for 
it.  In  addition  to  these  Bills,  we  are 
anxious  to  proceed  with  the  County 
Ck>urtB  (Ireland)  Bill,  the  Summaiy  Ju- 
risdiction Bill,  and  the  Sheriffs  dourts 
(Scotland)  Bill,  and  there  will  be  a  ques- 
tion about  the  Boads  and  Bridges  (ocot- 
land^  Bill.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
Boads  and  Bridges  Bill,  I  am  in  some 
little  difficulty  in  giving  a  definite  an- 
swer, because  I  really  am  puzzled  whe- 
ther there  are  190  Amendments  or  only 
two.  That  is  one  of  the  Bills  I  would 
not  at  present  propose  to  disoharcre,  but 
as  to  wnich  I  would  wish  to  take  further 
time  to  see  what  progress  it  may  make. 
I  would  say  the  same  of  the  Bai^ruptcnr 
Bill  and  Factories  and  Workshops  Dm. 
We  should  be  glad  to  proceed  with  them, 
and  it  is  not  necessary  to  abandon  the 
hope  of  doing  so,  and  I  would  rather  not 

f*  ve  any  definite  promise  as  to  those  two 
ills.  1  believe  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  wishes  to  make  a  statement  with 
regard  to  a  Bill  in  his  charge  —  the 
Public  Health  (Metropolis)  Bill.  There 
is,  I  think,  veiy  little  Supply  left  to  be 
got  through.  To-morrow  morning  we 
take  the  remainder  of  the  Civil  Service 
and  Bevenue  Estimates ;  and  I  hope  it 
will  be  in  our  power  to  g^t  through  them 
at  that  sitting.  There  will  then  remain 
only  a  certain  number  of  postponed  Votes 
and  Supplementary  Estimates,  such  as 
are  usual  at  the  close  of  the  Session,  and 
which,  I  think,  on  the  present  occasion 
are  not  likely  to  be  very  material.  There 
will,  however,  be  the  Transvaal  Vote  of 
a  large  amount,  and  one  or  two  questions 
arising  out  of  the  Navy  Estimates.  I 
suppose  also  that  an  opportunity  will  be 
taken,  and  is  probably  desired  by  some 
hon.  Members,  for  some  discussion  on 
the  subject  of  Uie  Army  Warrant,  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hardy)  will 
lay  on  the  Table  before  long.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  convenient  for  me  to 
make  too  definite  arrangements  with  re- 
fead  to  these  matters ;  but  if  the  House 
IS  kind  enoup^h  to  give  us  the  days  we 
ask  for,  and  if  we  have  a  fair  amount  of 


assistance  from  the  House,  I  see  no 
reason  to  doubt  that  we  shall  be  able  to 
get  through  the  ffreater  part,  at  all 
events,  of  what  I  have  mentioned,  and 
to  dose  the  Session  about  the  usu^  day 
— that  is,  somewhere  about  the  10th  of 
August. 

Sm  CHAELES  W.  DILEE  wished 
to  know  from  the  right  hon.  Oentlemen 
whether  it  was  intended  to  take  the 
Colonies  Vote  to-morrow  ? 

Thb  CHANCELLOE  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  No,  not  to-morrow  ? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that 
one  of  his  Colleagues  wished  to  make  a 
statement  as  to  the  Public  Health  (Me- 
tropolis) Bill,  or  was  it  to  be  understood 
that  after  that  statement  they  would 
learn  from  the  Government  wheUier  they 
intended  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  ?^ 

Mb.  SOLATEB-BOOTH  said,  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Truro 
(Sir  James  IkrGarel-Hogg)  had  given 
Notice  that  he  intended  on  Monday  to 
ask  whether  the  Government  would  pro- 
ceed with  the  Public  Health  (Metropolis) 
Bill,  and  he  had  promised  on  Monday 
to  make  a  statement,  which,  however, 
he  was  ready  to  make  at  once.  This 
Bill  was  prepared  last  year,  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  Statute  Law  Bevision  Com- 
missioners, in  order  to  supplement  the 
work  done  by  the  Public  Health  Act  of 
1875,  whioh  put  together  the  substance 
of  30  Acts  of  Parliament,  so  far  as  they 
applied  to  the  country  at  large.  Many 
of  those  Acts,  however,  affected  the  Me- 
tropolis, and  it  was  desirable  that  they 
should  be  consolidated  in  a  similar  way. 
The  Bill  was,  therefore,  mainly  one  of 
consolidation,  but  certain  provisions 
had  been  added  that  expenenoe  had 
shown  to  be  desirable.  It  was  not 
supposed  that  such  a  measure  would 
encounter  any  opposition,  but  great  ob- 
jection was  taken  to  the  consolidation  of 
the  existing  law  by  many  of  the  local 
authorities.  It  was  evident  that  a  Bill  of 
100  clauses,  if  they  involved  any  conten- 
tious matter,  coiUd  not  be  introduced 
after  Whitsuntide  with  any  prospect  of 
becoming  law.  Finding  that  Members 
were  not  satisfied  to  lUlow  the  Bill  to 
proceed  as  a  measure  of  consolidation, 
he  had  oome  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
would  be  better  to  withdraw  it  for  the 
present  Session.  If  he  re-introduced  it, 
it  would  be  his  dubr  to  amend  the  sani- 
tary law  of  the  Metropolis  more  than 
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could  properly  be  done  in  a  mere  Oon- 
Bolidahon  Bill.  In  wiUidrawinff  the 
present  measure,  therefore,  he  womd  not 
bind  himself  to  introduce  the  same  Bill 
next  Session,  althoup^h  he  trusted  it 
would  be  possible  to  mtroduoe  it  in  an 
amended  state. 

Thb  Makquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Sir,  I  understand  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  that  the  Warrant  which  is  to  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  is  a  Warrant  rela- 
ting to  retirement  and  promotion  of 
officers  in  the  Army.  If  so,  I  think  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  rieht  in 
saying  that  it  may  lead  to  considerable 
discussion.  It  is  of  no  use,  of  course,  at 
this  moment  to  press  the  Government  to 
make  any  further  announcement  of  their 
intentions.  But,  as  usual,  I  think  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  taken 
a  somewhat  sanguine  view  of  the  course 
of  affairs  for  the  remainder  of  the  Ses- 
sion. I  have  made  a  list  of  the  nine 
measures  which  he  seems  to  have  some 
hope  of  proceeding  with  in  the  remain- 
ing three  weeks.  There  is,  for  instance, 
the  Factories  and  Workshops  Bill,  and 
I  really  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  do  well  to  devote  himself  to  a  further 
revision  of  this  list.  It  will  not  impede 
the  progress  which  he  may  make  with  a 
few^im  if  he  will  withdraw  from  the 
Paper  those  which  it  is  quite  impossible 
to  proceed  with. 

Mb.  MELDON,  who  had  on  the  Paper 
the  First  Order  of  the  Day  for  Tuesday 
next,  inquired  whether  me  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  not  allow  the 
ordinary  Business  to  proceed  on  that 
day? 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  hoped  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  re-con- 
sider the  order  in  which  Scotch  Bills 
were  to  be  proceeded  with.  The  Beads 
and  Bridfi^es  Bill  was  a  more  valuable 
measure  man  all  the  other  Scotch  Bills 
put  together,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be 
taken  first,  especially  as  it  was  one  of 
the  measures  promised  in  the  Queen's 
Speech.  

The  CHANCELLOE  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  had  no  doubt  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kildare  was 
only  anxious  to  facilitate  Business ;  and 
it  was  hoped  he  would  see,  with  the  Go- 
vernment, the  importance  of  taking  the 
Irish  and  Scotch  Prisons  Bills  first,  and 
would  make  his  arrangements  accord- 
ingly. He  would,  however,  be  glad  to 
speak  to  the  hon.  Member  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  aehUr-Booth 


Mb.  PABNELL  asked  wheOar  &# 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  pro* 
c^  with  the  Irish  and  Sootdi  Bilk  oft 
Tuesday,  in  the  event  of  the  Jodiostaio 
Bill  for  Ireland  not  having  paaod 
through  Committee  by  that  day? 

Thb  chancellor  of  thz  EXCSE- 
QIJEB  said,  all  the  azrangesnontB  do- 
pended  very  much  upon  getting  throngk 
one  Bill  before  takmg  up  another.  As 
Tuesday  was  not  very  dooe  at  hand  ho 
need  not  give  a  definite  answer 


SUPREME  OOUBT  OF  JUDICATUBS  (HE- 

LAND)  [r$'.€ommitUd)  BILL— [Box  IM.: 
( Jfr.  Solieitor  Otntral  for  Irtlmd,  3ir  MUkmti 

coiooTTEB.     [iV(jyrMt  5th  Jtdf.'l 
Clauses  19  and  20  sp-ood  (•. 

Pabt  n. 

Juriidietion  and  Law, 
Clauses  21  to  28,  indusiTey  mfrmd  im. 

Pabt  m. 

8itt%ng9  and  Distrihution  of  Bmtmam, 
Clauses  29  to  83,  indosive,  mfrmd  tm^ 

Clause    84   (Divisions  of  the   HIgk 
Court  of  Justice.) 

Mb.  PABNELL  moved,  in  page  3A» 
to  leave  out  lines  12  and  18,  and 
in  lieu  thereof: — 

'*The  QneoD's  Benckt  Common 
Exohequer  Divisions  ihall  ooDsist  of  Um 
of  JadgOB  following  and  no  more,  vii. :  tka 
Qaeen's  Bench  Division  of  four  Jodgeo^  1km 
Common  Pleas  Division  of  three  Jad^^eai^ 
&6  Exchequer  Division  (from,  and  after  the 
vacancy  in  the  office  of  one  of  the  Junior  \ 
of  three  Judges.'* 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreod  to. 
Clauses  85  to  89,  inclusive,  agreed  U, 

Clause  40  (Sittings  in  Dublin  wad  <m 
Circuits.) 

Mb.  MELDON  moved,  in  page  M, 
lines  42  and  43,  to  l^ave  out  '*  or  mmj 
Judge  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  voa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  assented  to  die 
omission  of  the  words,  which  he  thoa^bt 
was  desirable. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agroed  to. 
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Olaiiids  41  to  45,  induaiye,  agreed  to, 

Glaose  46  (Cases  and  points  may  be 
reserred  for  or  directed  to  be  argued 
before  Diyisional  Courts  or  Courts  of 
AppeaL) 

Thx  ATTOENEY  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  moved,  in 
page  32,  line  29,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"  or  of  Uie  Court  of  Appeal,"  which,  he 
thought,  would  lead  to  complication,  and 
their  retention  would  render  the  clause 
inoonsistent  with  other  parts  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  47  agreed  to. 

Clause  48  (Provision  for  Crown  oases 
reserved.) 

Mb.  PARNELL  (for  Mr.  Biggab) 
moved,  in  paffe  33,  line  24,  after  ''shall," 
insert ' '  not."  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  was  to  remove 
an  admitted  grievance  in  Lrish  legal 
procedure.  

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  when 
the  Bill  was  introduced  it  did  not  con- 
tain the  appeal  sub-section,  which  gave 
the  Court  of  Appeal  jurisdiction  on  a 
Writ  of  Error,  in  criminial  cases,  from  the 
Queen's  Bench  Division.  The  inten- 
tion was  to  assist  the  requirements  of 
the  humble  classes  of  suitors,  who  could 
not  afford  the  cost  of  carrying  their 
a|>peals  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  it 
did  that  by  preserving  the  operation 
of  11  ft  12  Vict.,  c.  78,  which  had 
worked  extremely  well.  By  that  pro- 
vision, if  the  Judge  found  that  a 
le^  point  of  unexpected  difficulty  had 
ansen  in  the  course  of  the  proceedings 
in  a  criminal  case,  he  had  the  power  of 
reserving  the  point  for  the  consideration 
of  the  (x>urt  of  Crown  Cases  Reserved 
sittitig  in  Dublin.  That  proceeding  this 
clause  sought  to  preserve,  and  it  went 
further  thim  the  Amendment  now  pro- 
posed. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Glauses  49  and  50  agreed  to. 

Clause  51  (Costs.) 

Mm.  law  moved,  in  page  34,  line  15, 
after  "  that "  to  insert— 

TOL.  CCXXXY.     [thibd  sxbixs.] 


("  labjeot  to  all  exirting  enactments  Umitingf 
regulating,  or  affecting  the  costs  payable  in  any 
action  by  reference  to  the  amount  recovered 
therein.") 

His  object  was  to  preserve  those  statu- 
tory safeguards  against  bringing  vexa- 
tious actions  in  Superior  Courts. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mb.  MELDON  desired  an  Amendment 
in  the  clause.  He  said  the  principle  of 
the  clause  was  a  most  vexatious  one,  and 
had  been  introduced  into  the  English 
Judicature  Act,  and  he  certainly  did  not 
like  ffiving  Judges  a  discretion  as  to 
awar£ng  costs.  The  rule  was  that  a 
successful  party  was  efntitled  to  his  costs, 
and  to  allow  a  Judge  to  adjudicate  upon 
the  costs,  no  matter  what  was  the  result 
of  the  trial.  But  he  feared  that  he 
would  be  unsuccessful.  He  proposed 
that  a  Judge  should  only  have  mscretion 
''under  special  circumstances,"  and  for 
good  cause  shown. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  if  a 
Judge  exercised  his  discretion  as  to  the 
costs  against  the  verdict  of  the  jury  he 
must  state  the  ''  good  cause,"  and  there- 
upon the  Court  of  Appeal  could  review 
that  decision.  That  course  worked  satis- 
factorily in  the  English  Bill.  He  thought 
the  words  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  unnecessary. 

Mb.  law  was  afraid  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kildare  did  not 
give  sufficient  weight  to  the  words ''  g^ood 
cause  shown." 

Mb.  SHAW  opposed  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  CHARLES  LEWIS  supported 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  butt  pointed  out  that  the  words 
*^  for  g^od  cause  shown,"  were  not  neces- 
sary to  be  stated  by  the  Judge,  and  he 
had  never  known  it  done,  and  he  had 
had  some  experience  of  the  practice. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  the 
Judges  had  to  show  good  cause  in  order 
that  their  decision  might  be  reviewed  in 
the  Court  above. 

Mb.  law  said,  the  learned  Judge 
could  only  give  costs  apart  from  the 
verdict  for  good  and  sufficient  reason. 
The  clause  was  an  exact  transcript  of 
the  clause  of  1 855,  placed  in  the  Bill  of 
1875,  and  now  inserted  here. 

Mb.  p.  MARTIN  suggested  that  the 
Judge  should  be  bound,  if  he  refused  to 
grant  costs  to  the  successful  suitor,  to 
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state  in  the  order  he  made  the  reasons 
he  had  for  withholding^  costs.  This 
would  be  a  safeguard  against  a  capri- 
cious exercise  of  the  discretion  proposed 
to  be  given,  and  in  case  of  an  appeal 
would  facilitate  the  reyision  of  any  order 
made  without  good  cause  in  the  Ap- 
pellate TribuncQ.  In  the  Act  which 
constituted  in  Ireland  the  Landed  Estates 
Court  it  was  expressly  provided  that  if 
the  Judge  did  not  order  costs  to  be  paid 
by  a  party  unsuccessfully  making  or  re- 
sisting an  application  he  was  bound  to 
state  his  reasons  on  the  face  of  the 
order.  The  clause  of  the  present  Act 
ought  to  be  amended  by  the  insertion  of 
a  similar  provision. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibsok)  said,  when  the 
Amendment  was  disposed  of  he  would 
be  inclined  to  consider  it. 

Mb.  butt  said,  he  was  decidedly 
against  the  clause.  If  the  Judees  could 
use  this  discretion  they  would  destroy 
trial  by  jury  altogether.  If  the  Judee 
charged  the  jury  in  one  way,  and  the 
jury  decided  against  him,  me  learned 
Judge  might,  from  irritation,  do  an  in- 
justice, by  giving  or  withholding  costs. 
It  would  be  better  to  set  out  the  reasons 
in  the  order.  

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibsov)  accepted  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  and  agreed  that  the  statement 
of  the  ''  good  cause  "  on  the  face  of  the 
order  might  be  worked  without  incon- 
venience. 

Mb.  MELDON  did  not  think  that  his 
words,  "under  special  circumstances,'' 
made  the  discretion  more  general,  for 
he  left  the  words  for  ''good  cause" 
still  standing. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  iob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  would  accept 
the  alteration  suggested,  and  alter  the 
clause  by  striking  out  the  word  "  good," 
and  leave  it  for  *' special  cause  shown 
and  mentioned  in  the  order." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  moved, 
in  page  34,  line  19,  after  "Divisional 
Court,"  to  insert — 

'*  And  Provided  alao,  That  in  all  actions  for 
libel  where  the  lury  shall  give  damages  under 
forty  shillings,  the  plaintiff  shall  not  he  entitled 
to  more  costs  than  damages.'* 

Mr,  P.  Martin 


His  object  was  to  ansiinniitii  ihm  Iaw  m 
to  libel  with  the  law  which  for  a  loBir 
period  had  been  in  operation  with  regan 
to  slander,  and  which  had  wocked  ex- 
tremely well.        

The  attorney  GENERAL  m 
IRELAND  (Mr.  GiBaoir)  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  PM>vi0O  on  principle,  hmk 
he  suggested  that  his  nght  hon. 
learned  Friend  should  add  the  w 


'*  Unless  the  Judge  who  tried  the 
order  that,  having  regard  to  aH  the 
stanoes  of  the  case,  he  should  oblaia  the 
the  action." 

Mb.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING 
this  would  not  meet  the  object  of 
Amendment,  which  was  to  ensure  thai 
where  a  jury  said  a  plaintiff  was  not  sn- 
titled  to  more  than  40«.y  then  a  Jadn 
sh^  not  override  the  opinion  of  toa 
jury  by  a  decision  as  to  costs. 

Mb.  BUTT  also  objected,  stating  ihmX 
it  would  be  placing  a  discretion  with  tk* 
Judffe  which  the  Utw  never  intandad  hm 
shomd  have.        

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  wkm 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibsoic)  conaentad  te 
the  Amendment,  reserving  to  hiTnantf 
the  opportunity  of  making  a  fnttkar 
Amendment  on  the  Report. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended  a^ood  U, 
Clauses  52  to  57|  inclusive,  ti^rmi  <•. 

Pabt  rv. 

.   Trial  and  J^roeoditro. 

Clause  58  (Assessors). 

Mb.  Sbbjeant  SHERLOCK  said,  ke 
proposed  to  omit  this  and  the  two  aae- 
ceeoing  clauses.  The  clause  had  ralcr- 
ence  to  the  appointment  of  Referees,  nd 
he  was  anxious  that  there  should  not 
be  applied  to  Ireland  a  most  miaduevY^os 
piece  of  legislation — the  appotntmcnt  ti 
Keferees  to  discharge  the  duties  of 
Judges.  These  Referees  were  intro- 
duced into  the  English  Judioatore  Bill 
from  the  necessity  of  providing  reliaf  to 
the  overwork  of  die  Judg^ ;  but  in  Ire- 
land no  such  necessity  existed,  and  ih0 
number  of  Judges  were  being  rediiecd 
because  they  were  not  sufficiently  «■&• 
ployed.  He  admitted  that  in  ^iyam 
clauses  the  ooosent  of  the  parties  waa  to 
be  required  to  a  reference,  but  the  sug- 
gestion of  a  Judge  was  practically  tiT»- 
sistible,  so  that  the  disoredon  of  sviioKS 
would  be   nominal.     It  was  opea  te 
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8ttitor»  now  to  refer  a  dispute  to  arbitra- 
tion of  their  own  motion,  bat  it  ought 
not  to  be  done  at  the  suneetion  of  a 
Jndg«  ;  and  he  resisted  th&  as  an  un- 
Gonatitational  innoration.  He,  there- 
I6re»  mored  the  omission  of  the  clause. 

Thx  ATTOBNET  general  pon 
TRKTiAND  (Mr.  Oibson)  admitted  that 
thflre  was  a  strong  feeHne  amongst  the 
Iriah  people  in  fayour  of  hayinff  their 
c^Qgee  tried  before  what  they  caUed  **  a 
real  Jndffe  and  a  real  juzy ; ''  but  he  con- 
sidered Uiat  the  clause  md  not  go  much 
beyond  the  power  which  the  Judges  had 
at  preeont  of  referring  cases  to  arbitra- 
tors. It  was  not  proposed  to  establish 
Special  Beforees  to  be  paid  by  the  State, 
but  merely  to  enable  a  Judge,  if  the 
parties  consented,  to  refer  the  matter  to 
a  Beferee,  to  be  appointed  by  arrange- 
ment between  the  parties  themselyes. 

Mb.  butt  said,  it  was  sought  to 
maintain  the  skeleton  of  the  ^glish 
danaee  when  it  was  found  that  they 
could  not  be  maintained  in  their  inte- 
grity. He  would  support  the  Motion  to 
omit  the  clause. 

M&.  SHAW  concurred  in  wishing  the 

elatues  omitted.  

Thx  ATTOBNET  OENEBAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Ghssoir)  said,  he  was 
aware  that  these  clauses  were  unpopular 
in  Ireland,  and  after  the  appeiEtl  just 
made  to  him  he  would  not  press  them. 

Clauses  58  to  61,  inolusiye,  tiruek  out. 

Clause  62  (Prorision  as  to  making  of 
Bules  of  Court  before  or  after  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Act). 

Ma.  M'CABTHY  DOWNING  moved 
an  Amendment  to  make  the  procedure 
and  the  rules  as  to  costs  the  same  in 
Ireland  as  in  England.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber observed  that  no  reason  could  be 
assigned  for  not  having  the  law  uniform 
on  the  points  in  the  two  countries. 

Snt  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said, 
that  the  real  object  of  the  clause  was 
to  make  the  scale  of  fees  in  Ireland  the 
same  as  the  scale  in  England;  but 
Ireland  was  a  much  poorer  country 
than  England,  and  could  not  afford  to 
pay  them. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  38, 
Kne  1,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  and." — 
(JKr.  iWMtN^.) 

TBI  ATTOBNET  OENEBAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Oibsoh)  opposed  the 


Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  the 
circumstances  and  conditions  of  the  two 
countries  were  essentially  different. 

Mb.  BXTTT  said,  that  the  whole  sys- 
tem of  fees  was  bad,  and  that  the 
relations  of  leaders  and  juniors  levelled 
and,  so  to  speak,  **  macadamized  "  the 
Bar. 

Mb.  MUBPHY  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment 

Question  put,  ''That  the  word  'and' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  84  l 
Noes  14 :  Majority  70.  —  (Div.  Li8t» 
No.  236.) 

Mb.  BIOOAB  moved,  in  page  38,  at 
end,  to  add — 

«  Thif  Clause  Bhall  not  come  into  operation. 


and  no  part  of  it  to  be  operative,  till  it  has 
been  aflSimed  by  a  vote  of  Doth  Hooses  ai  Par- 
liamoit." 

The  chairman  pointed  out  that 
an  Act  could  not  become  an  Act  till  it 
had  been  passed  by  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  ap'eed  to. 

Clause  63  (Circuits  and  assizes). 

Mr.  MELDON  moved  the  omission 
of  the  clause,  on  the  g^und  that  it 
would  not  be  advisable  to  entrust  the 
Irish  Executive  with  the  absolute  power 
of  altering  or  re-arranging  the  Circuits 
of  the  Judges.      

The  ATTOBNEY  OENEBAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  he  would 
endeavour  to  meet  the  views  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  by  introducing 
into  the  clause  on  the  Beport  words  to 
provide  that  all  Orders  in  Council 
making  alterations  should  be  submitted 
to  ParUament  for  approval  before  they 
came  in  force. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  64  (Winter  assizes). 

8iB  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
had  a  Bill  now  before  the  House  to 
constitute  winter  assizes  for  Ireland. 
He  had  obtained  some  Betums  from 
which  it  appeared  that  on  the  Ist 
September  last  year  there  were  160 
prisoners  who  would  not  be  tried  till 
next  March,  and  28  of  them  were 
charged  with  murder,    He  would  with* 
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draw  bis  Bill  if  the  Gk>yernment  would 
have  a  winter  assize  this  year. 

Mr.  Serjeant  SHERLOCK  said,  the 
Irish  Judges  were  now  going  to  deal 
with  empty  gaols,  and  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  therefore  pre- 
mature with  bis  Bill.  

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  the 
necessity  for  winter  assizes  in  Ireland 
was  not  nearly  so  serious  as  in  Eng- 
land, because  the  County  Court  Judges 
having  criminal  jurisdiction,  there  were 
practically  six  gaol  deliveries  in  the  year 
in  every  Irish  county. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  65  to  69,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  70  (Orders  and  Rules  to  be  laid 
before  Parliament,  and  may  be  annulled 
on  address  from  either  House). 

Mr.  BIGGAR  moved,  in  page  40,  line 
14,  to  leave  out  from  ''  Session,"  to  end 
of  clause,  and  insert — 

"  and  come  into  operation  aa  soon  aa  they 
have  heen  affirmed  by  a  vote  of  both  Hooaea  ca 
Parliament." 

He  considered  that  the  new  rules  should 
have  been  embodied  in  the  Bill,  as  was 
the  case  in  the  English  Act  of  1 875.  He 
had  gpreat  respect  for  the  members  of  the 
Judicial  Bench  in  Ireland;  but  he  thought 
that  the  making  of  these  rules  should 
not  be  delegated  to  any  class  of  persons, 
no  matter  how  exalted.  He  urged  the 
necessity  of  direct  Parliamentary  control 
over  such  matters  as  fees,  &c. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  job 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  pointed  out 
that  the  Bill  followed  almost  word  for 
word  the  precedent  in  the  English  Acts 
of  1873  and  1875,  and  that  it  was  im- 
possible for  Parliament  to  go  into  all 
the  minute  and  special  matters  of  the 
Court,  even  if  Irarliament  had  the 
time,  which  it  had  not.  The  rules 
would  be  framed  by  the  Judges  under 
the  presidency  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
and  the  Bill  provided  that  they  should 
lie  on  the  Table  of  the  House  for  40 
days.  In  the  Bill,  therefore,  was  a 
Parliamentary  control  which,  true,  was 
rarely  exercised  in  the  case  of  the  Eng- 
lish Act,  but  which  could  be  exercised  if 
any  broad  principle  were  assailed,  but  it 
was  not  the  function  of  Parliament  to 
discuss  every  technicalpoint. 

Mb.  Sebjeant  SHERLOCK  was  of 
opinion  that  Parliament  could  not  well 
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frame  rules  of  legal  praotio^  tad  te 
there  would  be  in  the  Preaa,  theP^ 
fession,  and  in  Parliament  a  iwflctwt 
safeguard  against  improper  mlei  b«if 
framed  and  acted  upon. 

Mb.  PARNELL  denied  that  t^  daw 
afforded  sufficient  control ;  an  objeetiiia 
to  the  rules  to  be  operative  waatobt 
made  within  40  days,  bat  any  hoL 
Member  woold  have  to  put  his  objeetiflB 
into  a  Motion  on  the  Paper,  and  takt 
his  chance  of  bring^nff  on  hit  Motioa 
within  that  period,  lie  would  siiggiit 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Caran  to  vitk- 
draw  his  Amendment  in  order  to  allov 
him  to  propose  to  insert  the  words,  "aad 
shall  be  submitted  to  a  reeolutJOB  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament." 

Mb.  BUTT  congratulated  the  Attomy 
General  for  Ireland  on  a  Home  B«k 
speech.    He  pointed  out  how  the  Hoai 
of  Commons  was  overloaded  with  wotk; 
but  if  this  matter  could  be  eobmitted  ts 
a  Committee  of  Irish  Members  it  migiit 
be  satisfactorily  settled.    The  Billiio- 
posed  to  delegate  to  the  Irish  Jad^ 
legislative  powers.    It  was  the  doty  ol 
that  House  to  see  that  no  rales  w«t 
made  to  prevent  the  approach  of  the 
suitor  to  tne  tribunal  which  had  to  do> 
cide  lipon  his  rights.    It  was  an  xtttm 
sham  to  say  that  the  proposal  of  tk« 
Government  gave  the  Moose  any  Rtl 
control  over  these  rules.    Whatpowir 
had  he  or  any  other  Member  of  morisf 
a  negative  of  these  rules  within  40  diji . 
If  it  were  made  a  matter  of  **  privilegs," 
the  control  might    be  real  and  not  s 
mockery.    It  was  idle  to  quote  thspn- 
cedent  of  the  English  Bill,  for  that  wu 
the  occasion  of  general  complaint.    The 
fusion  of  Law  and  Equity  was  more 
like  a  confiision  of  Law  and  Eqnitj. 
As  to  the  Bill  itself,  the  people  of  Irelind 
did  not  want  it,  it  was  a  Bill  of  crotdut; 
but  if  Parliament  did  changre  our  aoeint 
judicature  it  should  take  all  the  re^KO* 
sibility. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  tboagbl 
that  40  days  did  not  constitute  a  stfr 
cient  time  for  the  consideration  of  rvke 
which  were  to  govern  cases  of  such  grtrt 
importance  as  those  which  came  bdort 
the  Superior  Courts.  If  some  inesBi 
were  not  found  by  which  the  rules  mig^ 
be  supervised  bv  the  House,  he  donbCM 
whether  the  Bill  would  pass  this  Sesrins 

Mb.  law  pointed  out  that  the  BiH 
if  passed,  was  to  come  into  force  ob  ^ 
Ist  of  Januaiy  next,  and  that  if  ^ 
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CoarU  were  left  without  rules  till  the 
end  of  next  Session  it  would  be  practi- 
cally inoperatire  during  that  period. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  that  40  days  was 
too  short  a  period  to  enable  them  to 
protect  themselves  from  the  lawyers. 

Mb.  morgan  LLOYD  thought  that 
the  period  within  which  it  should  be 
oompetent  for  Parliament  to  take  ex- 
ception to  the  rules  should  be  the  whole 
Session. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
rREL.\ND  (Mr.  Gibson),  said,  he  ad- 
bered  to  the  opinion  that  it  would  be 
practically  impossible  for  Parliament  to 
deal  with  the  rules  as  it  would  do  with 
a  Bill;  but  as  to  the  period  of  time 
during  which  they  should  lie  on  the 
Table,  he  saw  no  reason  why  it  should 
be  limited  to  40  days,  or  why  they  should 
not  remain  on  the  Table  till  the  end  of 
the  Session,  or  some  equivalent  period. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  moved  that 
inatead  of  ''  within  the  next  subsequent 
40  days,"  the  words]|''Iduring  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament"  shoudd  be  in- 
serted. 

Mb.  BULWER  feared  that  that 
Ajnendment  would  do  more  harm  than 
good.  Although  it  was  desirable  that 
Parliament  should  retain  a  power  of 
control,  it  was  not  likely  that  the  rules 
framed  by  the  Judges  would  actually  be 
altered,  and  it  woiud  be  a  great  mistake 
to  put  off  the  approval  of  them  from 
Session  to  Session. 

SiB  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
thought  the  understanding  at  which 
the  Committee  had  arrived  was  that  the 
time  should  be  extended  till  the  end  of 
the  current  Session  and  not  till  a  future 
Session. 

Mr.  O'SHAXJGHNESSY  pointed  out 
that  there  would  be  a  difficiuty  in  case 
the  roles  were  sent  up  at  a  late  period 
of  the  Session.  If  that  happened,  they 
might  actually  lie  on  the  Table  for  less 
than  40  days,  and  it  was  for  this  case  he 
wished  to  provide. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  was  s^lad  to  find 
the  Committee  realized  the  fact  that 
there  was  no  use  in  providing  that  the 
veto  of  Parliament  must  be  exercised 
within  the  stereotyped  period  of  40 
day. 

Six  OEOROE  CAMPBELL  expressed 
a  similar  opinion,  and  thought  the  case 
might  be  met    by  leaving  the    rules 


on  the  Table  to  be  challenged  at  any 
time. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  71  and  72  agreed  to, 

Pabt  V. 

Offieere  and   Offieee. 

Clause  73  (Transfer  of  existing  staff 
of  officers  to  Court  of  Judicaturp.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  44, 
line  12,  after  the  word  **  Chancellor," 
to  insert  the  words  ''  with  the  concur- 
rence of." — {Mr,  Law,) 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  opposed  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put,  ''That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  42; 
Noes  170:  Majority  128.— (Div.  List, 
No.  236.) 

Me.  BIGGAR  moved  the  omission  of 
that  part  of  the  clause  which  empowered 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  with  the  consent  of 
the  Treasury,  to  increase  the  salary  of 
any  officer  whose  duties  may  be  in- 
creased by  reason  of  the  passing  of  the 
Act. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  44, 
line  37,  to  leave  out  from  die  word 
**  officer,"  to  the  word  *'  Act,"  in  line  41, 
inclusive." — {Mr,  Biggar.) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gisson)  objected  to  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put,  ''That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  211  ; 
Noes  12:  Majority  199.— (Div.  List, 
No.  237.) 

Me.  law  moved,  in  page  45,  line  16, 
after  "  office,"  to  insert — 

*'  Except  in  the  CMe  of  mny  officer  who  shall, 
at  the  time  of  the  paMin^  of  this  Act,  hare 
serred  forty  years,  in  which  case  the  annaal 
sum  80  to  be  awarded  may  be  equal  to  the  entire 
of  tho  salary  and  emoloments  to  which  at  the 
time  of  his  release  such  officer  shall  hare  been 
entitled." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Qibsoic)  said,  that  the 
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matter  must  be  considered  on  broader 
grounds.  It  was  not  a  case  of  abolition 
of  office,  and  the  Act  really  added  to  the 
pension  to  which  he  was  entitled. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  74  (Appointment  of  future 
officers  of  Supreme  Court.) 

Mr.  BIGGAR  moved,  in  page  46, 
line  11,  to  leave  out  from  beginnmg,  to 
*'  increase 

The  attorney  GENEEAL  job 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  this 
Amendment  would  prevent  any  addition 
to  the  duties  of  the  officers. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  moved,  in  pag^  46, 
line  22,  to  leave  out  from  '*  thereto,"  to 
end  of  line. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  opposed  the 
Amendment,  thinking  that  the  object 
in  view  was  already  sufficiently  met  by 
the  Bill  as  it  stood. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  macartney  moved,  in  page 
46,  line  33,  after  "following,"  to  insert— 

"  All  officers  attached  to  the  Sapreme  Court 
of  Judicature,  or  to  the  High  Court,  or  to  any 
Division  or  Judge  thereof,  who  have  been  hereto- 
fore appointed  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  shall 
continue  to  be  appointed  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant in  the  same  manner  as  heretofore." 

He  considered  it  of  great  importance 
that  the  appointments  of  officers  in 
those  Courtia  should  continue  to  be 
vested  in  the  Crown,  and  not  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Judges. 

Mb.  butt  said,  the  Amendment  was 
a  very  important  one  that  required  dis- 
cussion, and  as  it  was  then  too  late  to 
discuss  it  he  moved  that  the  Chairman 
report  Progress. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER admitted  that  the  question  was 
a  very  important  one,  and  agreed  that 
it  appeared  desirable  to  report  Progress, 
with  the  understanding  that  the  Com- 
mittee would  resume  to-morrow  at  2 
o'clock,  and  continue  the  consideration 
of  the  remaining  clauses  of  the  Bill. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Ihe  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


SUPPLY  [17th  July]— BEPOBT. 

Postponed  Besolation, — 

(28.)  <'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £12,969, 
be  granted  to  Her  Blajesty,  to  complete  th« 
sum  neceeaary  to  defray  the  Char;^  wliich  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
endmg  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1878,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Incidental  Ibqpensea  ol  Tempotazy 
GommissionB," 

— e&neidered. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOQHLEN  called 
attention,  on  the  Vote  for  the  Hailway 
Commission,  to  the  fact  that  there  was 
no  such  Commission  for  Ireland,  and 
complained  that  the  Commissioners  had 
dechned,  when  applied  to,  to  go  to  Ire- 
land to  hear  an  Irish  case,  as  mey  were 
bound  to  do. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  the  Act 
establishing  the  Commission  reserred 
discretion  to  the  Commissioners  as  to 
where  they  should  hear  cases.  In  the 
one  case  in  which  an  application  had 
been  made  for  them  to  go  to  Ireland, 
the  other  side  opposed  the  application  on 
the  ground  that  counsel  had  already 
been  engaged  in  England;  and  the 
Commissioners  decided  not  to  go  to 
Ireland,  on  the  ground  that  the  public 
convenience  woidd  best  be  consulted  by 
their  hearing  the  case  in  London.  They 
were,  however,  prepared  to  hear  cases 
in  Dublin  whenever  it  was  shown  that 
it  would  be  for  the  public  conyenience 
that  they  should  do  so. 

Mb.  butt  said,  that  what  was 
wanted  was  that  the  Commissioners 
should  make  rules  to  hear  all  Irish  cases 
in  Ireland,  and  Government  should,  if 
necessary,  bring  in  a  Bill  to  compel 
this.  If  the  Government  would  do  so, 
he  could  promise  there  should  be  no  ob- 
struction; or  perhaps  the  Government 
would  give  him  their  support  and  an 
opportunity  to  bring  in  such  a  Bill  him- 
self. 

Besolution  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY. 

Besolutions  [16th  July]  reports. 

First  Besolution  brought  up,  and  read 
the  first  and  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Besolution." 

Mb.  PABNELL  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  in  order  that  the 


I 


1549 


FinoM  Body —  {July  20, 1677}       Motion  for  a  Paper. 


1550 


Votes  upon  whioli  he  desired  to  raise 
the  qoestioa  of  the  Phoenix  Park  riots 
and  the  Irish  Constabulary  might  be 
brought  on  at  a  reasonable  hour  for 
discussion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  Famell) 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  offered  to  post- 

Sone  the  Votes  in  question,  and  to  en- 
eavour  to  bring  them  on  at  such  a  time 
as  would  aflford  an  opportunitj  for  their 
discussion ;  but  in  the  present  state  of 
business  he  would  not  undertake  to 
enter  into  any  engagement  as  to  the 
precise  time. 

Mb.  ORAY  said,  that  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pamell)  wotQd  per* 
severe  with  his  Motion.  If  he  did  not 
obtain  a  distinct  pledee  let  him  oppose 
every  Vote  brought  forward,  and  very 
likely  the  Government  would  find  it  con- 
venient to  cnve  way. 

Mb.  butt  said,  it  would  be  reason- 
able to  affree  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Gen^man  (Mr.  Smitn)  and  pass 
the  Votes  not  questioned. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  16;  Noes 
96 :  Majority  82.— (Div.  list,  No.  238.) 

Question,  ''That  this  House  doth 
agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  said 
Besolution,''  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Db.  OAMEBON  asked  for  an  expla- 
nation of  the  Scotch  Vote. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  would 
not  object  to  postpone  the  Vote. 

Mb.  butt  said,  the  challenge  for  the 
division  had  not  come  from  any  Irish 
Member.  It  had  come  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Olasgow. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  it  was  fortunate 
for  the  Oovemment  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  was  pre- 
sent, for  had  it  not  been  for  his  declared 
wish  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  should  have 
divided  the  House  on  every  one  of  the 
32  Votes. 

Thb  CHANC^ELLOB  of  thx  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  they  were  anxious  to  make 
an  arrangement,  but  it  really  was  hard 
to  ask  the  Ghivemmeiit  to  do  more  than 
it  had  done. 


The  next  Besolution  offreed  to. 

Seventeenth  Besolution  postponed. 

The  next  Eight  Kesolutions  agreed  to. 

Twenty-sixth  Besolution  postponed. 

Subsequent  Besolutions  agreed  to. 

Postponed  Besolutions  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next. 

PUBUO  HEALTH  (iBELAiri))  BILL. 

Ordered^  That  the  Select  Ckmimittee  do  consist 
of  Nineteen  Members: — Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Bbach,  Mr.  Mackicb  Brooks,  Mr.  Gibson, 
Mr.  DKLAHnrrr,  Viscount  Cbichton,  Mr. 
Gray,  Sir  Abthub  Gitinnkss,  Bir.  Richabd 
Power,  Mr.  Katanaoh,  Mr.  Bvrr,  Mr.  Bbuen, 
Mr.  G.  Berespord,  Mr.  Meldon,  Mr.  Yerner, 
Mr.  Biooar,  Mr.  Macarittet,  Mr.  Bedmoxd, 
Bir.  Knro-HARMAif,  and  Bir.  Swanstoh  : — Five 
to  be  the  quomm. 

iHooae  adjourned  at  half  after 

One  o'clock. 


m0*0^^*^^^t^*0^^^^*^^ 


u. 


The  next  Thirteen  Besolutions  agreed 

> 

Fifteenth  Besolution  poetpomed. 


HOUSE    OF    L0BD8, 
lyiday,  2(Hh  July,  1677. 

MINUTEai—PcBLic  BiLLB-'Firtt  Reading^ 
Blarried  Women's  Property  (Scotland)  •  (164). 

C9mmitt€&--Fmc^xyn  Acts  Amendment  *  (140) ; 
Registered  Writs  Execution  (Scotland)  * 
(144) ;  Local  Government  Board's  Provi- 
sional Orders  Confirmation  (Atherton,  &c.)  * 
(86)— (Cai«tor  Union,  &c.)  •  (94). 

Report — Local  Government  Board's  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Bishop  Auckland,  Ac), 
now  (Hyde,  &c)  •  (93). 

Third  RttuLinf  —  Open  Spaces  (Metropolis}* 
(149);  Consolidated  Fund  (£20,000,000),* 
andjMMMtf. 

KIRWEE  BOOTY. 

MOTION  FOB  A   PAFEB. 

Ths  Eabl  of  LONGFOBD  moved  for 
oopy  of  Protest,  dated  June  29,  1B77, 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, for  submisaion  to  the  Government 
Departments  ooncemed,  by  Major  Gene- 
ral Colin  Mackenzie,  O.B.,  on  the  part 
of  claimants  to  the  undistributed  portion 
of  the  Kirwee  Booty.  The  noble  Earl 
said:  It  has  unfortunately  devolved 
upon  other  noble  Lords,  as  well  as  upon 
myself,  to  bring  before  your  Lordships 
at  various  times  the  case  of  the  Banda 
and  Kirwee  booty,  the  claimants  to 
which  still  call  for  justice.    I  have  now 
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to  ask  for  further  Papers  to  continue  the 
series  already  on  the  Table,  and  I  wish 
to  call  attention  to  the  different  modes 
in  which  cases  of  naval  prize  and  mili- 
tary booty  are  treated,  and  to  show  how 
unreasonable  it  is  that  in  one  case  the 
proceedings  should  be  sure  and  clear, 
whilst  in  the  other  the  course  is  compli- 
cated and  uncertain.    A  disputed  case 
of  Navy  prize  is  referred  to  the  Court 
of  Admiralty  and  judicially  decided.     A 
disputed  case  of  Army  booty  is  dealt 
with  in  Government  Departments  acting 
at  their  own  discretion ;  disputes  are 
frequent,  and  may  become  disreputable 
wrangles  between  the  representatives  of 
the  troops  and  the  representatives  of  the 
Grown.     The  inconvenience  of  such  a 
state  of   things  was  recognized    some 
years  ago,   and  by  an  Act  known  as 
Lord  Cottenham's  Act,  jurisdiction  in 
Army  as  well  as  Navy  cases  was  given 
to  the  Court  of  Admiralty,  if  the  Crown 
should  refer  an  Army  diispute  for  the 
Court's  decision ;  but  this  Act  has  availed 
little,  because  the  troops  have  no  right 
of  appeal  to  this  Court,  and  the  oiEcials 
— I  do  not  say  in  pure,  absolute  offi- 
cialism, although  it  looks  like  it — refuse 
to  refer  disputed  cases  to  its  judraient. 
This  is  the  subject  of  complaint  by  the 
claimants  to  the  undistributed  portion  of 
the  Banda  and  Elirwee  booty.    The  case 
of  this  prize  has  been  a  weary  one  to 
those  concerned ;   but  my  narrative  of 
it  will  not  be  long,  and  will  be  necessary 
to  explain  the  unfair  position  in  which 
those  for  whom  I   speak,    principaUy 
private  soldiers,  have  been  placed,  and 
why  the  Protest  in  my  Notice  has  been 
made.    During  the  Indian  Mutiny  seve- 
ral columns  of  troops,  some  large,  some 
small,  were  employed  in  the  field,  some- 
times at  great  distances  from  each  other. 
One  column  captured  this  larg^  booty — 
it  was  granted  by  the  Crown  as  prize— 
and  the  question  was  then  raised  whe- 
ther this  column  alone,  or  all  who  were 
engaged  in  different  portions  of  what 
was  the  same  operation,  should  share  in 
this    booty.     The    Government — Lord 
Palmerston's,    in    1864 — referred,    not 
this  precise    question,  but  the  general 
question  of  the  rules  for  the  distribution 
of  prize,  and  adjustment  ofprize  disputes, 
to  a  Boyal  Commission.   The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  was  Chairman ; 
I  was  a  Member.    We  had  no  difficulty 
in  reporting  that  the  Admiralty  Conrt 
should  be  the  same  to  the  Army  as  to 

2%0  Earl  of  Longford 


the  Navy  in  all  oases.     The  Oovwih 
ment,  without  laying  down  a  gVDcnl 
rule,   adopted  the  suggeetioii,  aiid  re- 
ferred the  case  to  the  Admiimhy  Caai, 
which  decided  the  point  in  doubt,  oertna 
troops  were  named  to  share,  others  vert 
excluded ;  but,  in  the  course  of  the  At- 
tribution, another  dispute  aroae,  whsUur 
certain  fimds  which  had  come  into  tht 
possession  of  the  Gbvemment  were  in- 
cluded in  the  Boyal  grant  of  priae    tbt 
troops  claimed  the  funds,  the  Oom- 
ment  resisted.    The  prize  agents  mdlag 
for  the  troops  proposed  that  the  staw 
Court  which  had  settled  one  dispute  ia 
the  cause  should  settle  the  other  tim, 
and  that  its  decision  should  be  finiL    I 
cannot  conceive  a  more  reaaonaUe  it^ 
quest.    But  this  request  has  been  per- 
sistently refused  by  succeasiTe  Goro- 
ments,  India  Office,  and  TreasuiT,  sad 
disregarded  by  Parliament,  Lords  and 
Commons  alike.     In    1872,  the  aoUe 
Earl  who  had  been  President  of  tbs 
Boyal  Commission   asked   yoiir  Lord- 
ships' opinion  that,  in  aooordanoe  with 
the  intentions  of  Lord  Oottanham*8  Act 
and  with  the  direct  recommendation  <d 
the  Boyal  Commission,  this  and  simxlsr 
disputes  ought  to  be  referred  to  ikt 
appointed  Court  for  decision.     He  wsi 
met  by  the  Duke  of  Argyll,  th^i  ai  th* 
India  Office,  who  argued  against  thii 
particular  claim  with  all  the  advantsgv 
of  official  information,  and  with  aU  ths 
force  of  official  assertion ;  he  was  urn- 
ported    by    Lord   Lawrence,    a   noUs 
Lord    formerly    Gbvemor    General  of 
India,  who  added  the  singular  senti- 
ment that^ — "If  the    case  should  bs 
decided    against    the    Oovemment,   it 
would    be    very    inconvenient    to    the 
Indian  revenue  to  pay."    The  House 
followed  these  authorities,  and  in  dis- 
regarding  my  remonstrances    adopted 
the  view  that  it  was  a  mere  Denot- 
mental  question  of  which  the  heads  of 
Departments  were  competent  judges,  sad 
the  Motion  fell  to  the  ground.    WaA 
the  same  thing  happened  in  the  House 
of  Commons;   an  imperfect  disonssifia 
of  the  merits  of  the  case,  instead  of 
attention  to  the  general  principle.    And 
the  claimants  in  this  case  have  met  witk 
man^  difficulties^a  oontest  between  sa 
outsider  and  office  is  tedious — the  oilot 
can  always  say  "to-morrow,"  and  to 
this  case  to-morrow  was  16,000  miisi 
off.    The  original  prise  agents  had  left 
London  ;  one  of  them  had  gone  to  Ntv 
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Zealand.    The  India  Office  consented  to 
recognize  a  most  respectable  Committee 
of  officers  in  their  place ;  but  when  the 
respectable  Committee  became  too  im- 
portunate, the  India  Office  would  hold 
no  communication,  except  with  the  regu- 
larly constituted  prize  a^nts,  inyolving, 
of    course,   additional  delay.    Another 
instance — a  Betum  was  asked  for  in 
the  House  of  Commons  of  the  undistri- 
buted amount  of  this  prize  fund — some- 
where in  the  India  Office  it  was  altered 
to    undisputed,   in  which   emasculated 
form  it  was  ordered,  and,  of  course,  it 
was  fruitless.    In  the  House  of  Lords, 
a  Betum  moved  for  by  the  noble  and 
learned    Lord    on    the    Woolsack    in 
1873  has  not  yet  been  furnished,  an 
Instruction  from  the  India  Office  to  the 
Ooremment  at  Calcutta  having   been 
tacked  on  the  Order  of  the  House  which 
produced  by  the  end  of  1874  a  wrong 
fietnm,  and  when  sent  back  for  correc- 
tion produced  a  Betum  dated  May  1876, 
with  all  the  old  errors,  and  many  pages 
of  new  error ;  but  still  withholding  the 
information  that  was  called  for  by  this 
House.    I  do  not  say  here  that  there 
has  been  deliberate  intention  to  obstruct 
or  embarrass  the  applicants  in  this  case. 
Interriews  have  certainly  been  gpranted 
to  them — their  Petitions  and  Memorials 
have  been  received — ^the  India  Office, 
the  Treasury,  the  Privy  Council  have  had 
the  case  before  them  in  some  form  or 
other;    but    all    without    the    definite 
result  that  one  judicial  decision  would 
have    given.      The    dispute    continues 
and  will  continue.     I  think  that  your 
Lordships  will  be  of  opinion  that  such 
disputes,    which    the    alteration    of   a 
few  words    in    Lord  Cottenham's  Act 
would  secure,  ought  to  be  put  to  rest. 
Last  year  it  was  understood  that  an 
admitted  balance  of  about  £35,000  re- 
mained for  distribution — now  the  an- 
nouncement is  made  that   unexpected 
claims,  not  stated,  have  absorbed  it  all, 
which    has  drawn    forth    the    Protest 
for  a  copy  of  which  I  now  move.    I 
understand  that  the  noble  Marouess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  will  furnish 
the  Paper  required,  with  some  improve- 
ments of  his  own  to  which  I  cannot 
object;  but  I  regret  that  he,  like  his 
Predecessors,  and  I  suppose  like  his  Suc- 
cessors, does  not  see  his  way  to  put  an 
end  to  such  a   controversy  as  tnis  bv 
obtaining  a  decision  that  must  bind  aU 
parites. 


Moved  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Copy  of  a  Protest,  dated  29th  June  1877,  ad- 
drened  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for 
submission  to  the  Government  Departments 
concerned,  hy  Major-General  Colin  Mackenzie, 
C.B.,  on  the  part  of  claimants  of  the  undistri- 
huted  portion  of  the  Kirwee  Booty. — {Th^  Earl 
of  Longford.) 


The  Mabquess  of  SAUSBUEY  sym- 
pathized  with  the  persistency  with  which 
gaUant  Officers,  during  so  many  years — 
approaching   half  a  generation  —  had 
pressed  this  case  upon  the  attention  of 
successive  Governments.    He  could  un- 
derstand that  they  felt  eamestlv  for  their 
brethren-in-arms   who    thought   them- 
selves deprived  of   their  due ;   but  it 
seemed  to  him  that  with  military  decision 
they  had,  in  coming  to  a  conclusion,  over- 
looked the  defects  of  the  claim.  He  had 
no  objection  to  produce  the  Protest  to 
which  the  Motion    of   his   noble   and 
gaUant  Friend  referred ;  but  he  could  not 
admit  to  be  just  the  censure  which  the 
noble  and  gallant  Earl  had  passed  upon 
various  the  Departments  with  which  the 
claimants  had  had  to  do.  The  claim  put 
forth  had  been  rejected  by  several  De- 
partments during    a  period   stretching 
over  five  or  six  Gbvemments,  and   by 
both  Houses  of  Parliament ;  and  it  was 
therefore  worthy  of  his  noble  and  gaUant 
Friend's  consideration  whether  it  was  not 
really  possible  that  the  demand  was  ill- 
founded.      It  was  originally  made  in 
Lord  Oanning's  time  ;  and  after  proper 
advice  had  been  taken  with  reference  to 
it  the  Gbvemment  of  India  under  his 
guidance  determined  that  it  was  inad- 
missible.  .Lord  Canning's  views  were 
confirmed  by  Sir  Charles  Wood.    The 
case  was  brought  up  more  than  once  in 
Parliament.    At  last  it  was  finally  dis- 
posed of — or  disposed  of  at  least  for  a 
time — in  this  way :  it  was  submitted  to 
the  Duke  of  Argyll  when  he  was  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  and  the  claim 
being  rejected  by  him  the  Treasury  was 
app^ed  to  in  the  hope  that  a  more  im- 
partial inquiry  might  oe  conducted  by  it, 
with  the  Government  of  India  appear- 
ing before  it  as  one  of  the  parties  in  the 
case.    The  Treasury  thereupon  sat  as  a 
tribunal,  on  which  were  Mr.  Gladstone, 
Mr.  Lowe.  Mr.  Stansfeld,  and  the  Mar- 

rBs  of  Lansdowne :  and,  their  verdict 
was  that  the  claim  was  inadmissible. 
It  was  impNOssible  to  sav  that  most  oarefUl 
consideration  had  not  been  given  to  the 
case,  and  he  could  not  see  how  there  was 


1555 


India  (Coolie 


{LORDS} 


JEmigriUum,) 


1556 


to  be  an  end  to  the  controversy  if  the 
decision  which  had  been  arrived  at  was 
not  to  be  accepted.  The  case  upon  which 
his  noble  and  gallant  Friend  relied  was 
simply  this  :  that  when  the  town  of 
Kirwee  was  taken  it  was  found  that  the 
Bao  was  in  possession  of  promissory 
notes  of  the  Government  of  India  to  the 
amount  of  £250,000.  That  sum  was 
claimed  as  lawful  prize  for  the  soldiers. 
But  a  prize  had  to  be  captured  by  the 
captorS)  and  the  captors  did  not  succeed 
in  capturing  this  particular  booty.  Even 
had  they  obtained  the  promissory  notes 
themselves,  they  would  only  have  been 
entitled  to  what  they  were  worth ;  and 
as  the  property  had  been  confiscated 
some  weeks  before  by  the  Government  of 
India,  it  did  not  belong  to  the  £ao  at 
all,  and  therefore  could  not  have  passed 
into  the  possession  of  the  Army.  In 
other  words,  the  Eao,  having  no  right 
to  the  money,  the  troops  could  not  obtain 
from  him  any  right  to  it.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  however,  the  promissory  notes 
had  never  been  found — all  that  was 
captured  being  some  memoranda  prov- 
ing that  the  Eao  had,  at  one  time,  been 
in  possession  of  the  money.  He  would 
not  enter  into  legal  or  semi-legal 
arguments  arising  out  of  the  case,  but 
their  Lordships  would  see  that  the  re- 
fusal of  this  claim  by  successive  Govern- 
ments was  by  no  means  so  inexplicable  or 
unaccountable  as  his  noble  and  gallant 
Friend  seemed  to  suppose.  To  the  de- 
mand of  his  noble  and  gallant  Friend  that 
the  case  should  be  referred  to  a  judicial 
tribunal,  his  answer  was  that  they  could 
only  refer  to  a  judicial  tribunal  that 
which  was  matter  of  law,  and  that  in 
the  matter  of  prize  money  there  were  no 
legal  rights  whatever.  The  Crown  ex- 
ercised its  bounty  and  that  was  all.  It 
was  true  Prize  Courts  were  set  up ; 
but  all  they  did  was  to  determine  how 
the  bounty  of  the  Crown  was  to  be  dis- 
tributed. Between  the  Crown  and  the 
Crown's  own  forces  in  the  field  there 
was  no  law  whatever ;  and  how  far  the 
bounty  of  the  Crown  was  to  extend  was 
clearly  a  question  of  policy  which  could 
only  be  decided  from  time  to  time  by  the 
Government  of  the  day.  In  the  present 
case  a  decision  had  been  given  after  the 
most  lengthened  and  careful  considera- 
tion by  successive  Governments  and  suc- 
cessive Parties,  and  to  that  decision  it 
seemed  to  him  his  noble  and  gallant 
Friend  might  at  length  bow. 

The  Marquees  of  Salisbury 


The  Eabl  of  HAEBO WB Y  observed 
that  the  merits  of  the  case  had  been  very 
fuUy  discussed  at  different  times;  but 
what  had  never  been  fully  met  was  why 
the  question  should  not  have  been  re- 
ferred, like  Admiralty  cases,  to  a  judicial 
tribunal,  instead  of  being  disposed  of  by 
a  Department  of  the  State  which  was  in- 
terested in  arriving  at  a  particular  de- 
cision. No  doubt  prize  money  was 
bounty ;  but  it  had  long  been  the  custom 
in  the  Navy  to  submit  to  a  legal  tribunal 
the  question  as  to  the  occasion  and  mode 
of  its  distribution.  Such  a  course  had 
been  recommended  for  the  Army  by  the 
Boyal  Commission,  over  which  he  had 
the  honour  of  presiding,  and  had  been 
adopted  in  one  case,  and  until  the  same 
system  was  adopted  generally  there 
would  always  be  a  sense  of  wrong 
and  a  feeling  of  dissatisfaction.  There- 
fore, he  regretted  that  Parliament 
— both  Houses — should  have  refused, 
and  still  refuse,  to  give  satisfaction  to 
the  claimants  by  letting  them  have  a 
legal  decision  in  their  case. 

The  IUbl  op  LONGFORD,  in  reply, 
said:  The  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  has  not  met  my  case 
at  all.  The  troops  concerned  will  still 
say  that  prize  granted  to  them  by  the 
Ciown  has  been  withheld  from  them  by 
Crown  officials.  They  are  not  proceed- 
ing upon  bare  military  claims  put  for- 
ward by  themselves;  they  have  most 
epdinent  legal  opinions — [Ndmee  read"] — 
that  their  claims  are  weU  founded.  Of 
course,  the  Crown  officials  will  continue 
to  assert  that  the  funds  claimed  are 
not  properly  prize,  and  the  troops  will 
not  be  satisfied  with  their  arbitrary 
decision. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  agreed 
with  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Har- 
rowby)  that  were  this  a  legal  question 
it  woidd  be  desirable  to  refer  it  to  a 
legal  tribunal.  But  was  it  a  legal  ques- 
tion? If  it  was  not,  of  course  a  legal 
tribunal  was  not  the  tribunal  to  which 
it  ought  to  be  referred. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
INDIA  (OOOLIE  EMiaRA.TION.) 

MOTIOir  FOB  FAPEBS. 

LoB3>  HAMPTON  rose  to  move  for 
Papers  respecting  Coolie  emigratioa 
from  India  to  the  British  Colonies  in 
the  West  Indies.    The  noble  Lord  said. 
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that  for  the  first  time  in  a  long  series 
of  jecu^  he  felt  justified  in  express- 
ing a  belief  that  the  West  India  in- 
terest was  in  a  more  hopeful  state  of 
returning  prosperity  than  it  had  been 
for  a  lonff  time  past.  The  great 
difficulty  of  the  West  Indian  Colonies 
was  to  get  labour  to  enable  them  to 
compete  with  produce  of  countries  in 
which  slave  labour  was  employed.  In 
the  Spring  of  1875,  in  consequence  of 
the  representations  made  by  the  West 
Indians,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  IndieL 
addressed  to  the  Gbvemment  of  India  a 
despatch,  asking  it  to  consider  whether 
it  and  its  officers  might  not  give  more 
direct  encouragement  to  a  system  of 
Ooolie  emigration  from  that  country 
under  proper  conditions.  Two  years 
and  more  had  since  then  elapsed,  and  he 
believed  that  no  answer  had  been  sent 
to  that  despatch  until  a  very  recent  pe- 
riod. It  was  desirable  to  know  what 
attention  had  been  paid  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  who,  he  trusted, 
would  be  able  to  tell  them  how  far  the 
wishes  expressed  by  the  West  Indians  in 
regard  to  that  matter  were  likely  to  be 
realized.  He  hoped,  also,  that  his  noble 
Friend  would  not  relax  in  his  endeavours 
to  persuade  the  Oovemment  of  India  to 
encourage  and  promote  the  emigration 
of  Coolies  from  that  country.  India  had 
suffered  severely  in  recent  years  from 
the  scourge  of  famine ;  and  if  from  the 
more  crowded  parts  of  that  country  a 
well- regulated  system  of  emimttion  was 
encouraged  to  those  Colonies  where  labour 
was  urgently  needed,  a  considerable 
amount  of  the  misery  resulting  from 
those  periodical  calamities  might  be 
averted.    Those  Coolies  who  had  emi- 

Cted  there  in  past  years  had,  he  be- 
edf  no  reason  to  regret  the  course 
they  had  taken.  Many  of  them  remained 
in  the  Colonies  as  settlers ;  while  others 
again  had,  after  a  certain  time,  returned 
to  their  native  country  with  considerable 
sums  of  money  which  they  had  earned 
in  their  possession.  There  could,  there- 
fore, be  no'  doubt  that  a  well-regulated 
system  of  Coolie  emigration  would  be 
beneficial  both  to  our  Colonies  and  to 
the  people  of  India. 

MovmI  that  an  humble  AddroM  be  preaented 
to  Her  Majesty  for,  Copy  of  the  despatch  ad- 
dietied  by  the  MarqueM  of  SalisbiirY  to  the 
Qorenm'QeoanX  ot  India,  dated  24th  March 
1S76,  rMecting  Coolie  Eougimtion  frcnn  India 
to  .tba  Biitiah  West  India  Colonies ;  together 


'  with  copies  of  any  subsequent  despatohes  and 
correspondence  on  the  same  subject;  with  the 
reply  of  the  Gk>Temment  of  India,  and  any 
documents  accompanying  the  same.--(rA«  Lord 
Hompttm,) 

Thb  Mabqubss  OP  SALISBURY  said, 
it  was  certainly  true  that  two  years  ago 
he  had  addressed  to  the  Oovemment  of 
India  a  despatch  urg^e  them  to  give 
greater  facilities  than  had  hitherto  been 
given  to  the  emiflration  of  Coolies  to  the 
West  Indies.  His  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Hampton)  had  rested  his  advocacy  oi  such 
a  measure  mainly  on  the  claims  of  our 
West  India  Colonies  to  be  permi^ed  to 
have  a  free  supply  of  labour.  For  him- 
self, he  (the  Miurquess  of  Salisbury)  did 
not  in  the  least  degree  deny  the  urgency 
of  those  claims,  nor  did  he  disclaim  the 
duty  of  the  Gbvemment  of  India,  as 
part  of  the  Empire  of  the  Queen,  to  do 
all  which  mi^ht  properly  lie  in  their 
power  to  alleviate  the  dimculties  of  the 
West  India  Colonies.  But  he  confessed 
that  that  was  not  the  consideration 
which  was  prominently  in  his  mind. 
His  belief  was  that  an  increase  of  emi- 
gration from  India  would  tend,  perhaps 
distantly  and  slowly,  but  still  oertidnly, 
to  an  amelioration  of  the  condition  of 
the  labouring  population  of  that  country. 
As  was  well-known  to  their  Lordships, 
the  condition  of  the  labouring  popula- 
tion of  India  was  one  which  it  was 
melancholy  to  contemplate ;  because  not 
only  were  the  peasantry  of  that  country 
— as  the  tillers  of  the  soil  were  in  many 
countries — in  a  state  of  deep  poverty, 
but  it  was  a  poverty  from  wnidi  there 
was  for  them  little  hope  of  escape. 
They  were  so  involved  in  the  bonds  of 
the  money  lender,  on  whom  almost  for 
generations  back  they  had  relied,  that 
their  position  had  become  one  of  abso- 
lute dependence,  and  their  hope  of 
saving  or  realizing  any  competency 
which  could  assure  them  against  calami- 
ties such  as  that  which  now  desolated 
India  had  almost  entirely  disappeared. 
A  vast  population  cultivating  the  soil, 
plunged  in  debt,  having  Httle  hope  for 
the  future,  and  having  no  security 
against  the  calamities  of  constantly-re- 
curring famine,  presented  a  phenomenon 
which  must  not  onlv  grieve  every  per- 
son who  considered  the  terrible  reeponsi- 
bili^  which  lay  on  the  Gbvemment  of 
India  in  respect  to  that  population,  but 
must  also  in  some  degree  alarm  us  for 
the  political  consequences  which  such  a 
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state  of  tilings  miglit  some  day  produce. 
He  did  not  say  that  emigration  could 
cure  it  suddenly  or  magically  or  with 
any  very  great  rapidity.  But  in  other 
countries  they  had  the  fact  before  them 
that  emigration  not  only  relieved  the 
persons  who  emigp'ated,  but,  by  bring- 
ing home  to  the  population  the  know- 
ledge that  there  were  in  other  lands 
better  markets  for  their  labour,  it  stimu- 
lated them  to  make  an  effort  to  extricate 
themselves  from  the  position  of  poverty 
in  which  they  lived;  it  gave  a  new 
energy  and  a  new  life  to  their  thoughts ; 
it  awakened  their  curiosity  and  their 
enterprize ;  and,  in  a  far  larger  degree 
than  was  measured  simply  by  the  actual 
numbers  who  went  out,  it  tended  to 
better  the  condition  of  the  whole  com- 
munity. That  was  the  advantage  which 
he  believed  a  well-regulated  system  of 
emigp*ation,  if  it  coiud  be  introduced 
into  India,  would  confer  on  that  country. 
It  would  not  only  benefit  those  who 
went  out,  but  it  would  induce  those  who 
remained  behind  to  seek  for  better  mar- 
kets for  their  labour  in  their  own  coun- 
try, and  thus  bring  gradually  into  culti- 
vation vast  tracts  of  land  now  lying 
waste  and  yielding  no  support  to  the 
millions  of  population.  On  tnose  grounds 
he  had  thought  that  was  a  matter  to 
which  the  attention  of  the  Gbvemment 
of  India  should  be  called.  As  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Hampton)  had  said,  a  con- 
siderable time  haa  elapsed  before  he 
received  an  answer.  His  despatch  was 
sent  out  in  March,  1875,  and  it  was  in 
May  of  this  year  that  the  answer  to  it 
came.  He  regretted  that  that  answer 
was  in  no  degree  favourable.  The  Go- 
vernment of  Lidia  did  not,  as  at  present 
advised,  desire  to  adopt  the  measure 
which  he  had  suggested  for  facilitatinfi^ 
and  encouraging  emig^tion.  He  would 
not  attempt  at  present  to  pass  anv 
judgment  upon  tne  opinion  to  which 
the  Gbvemment  of  India  had  come, 
or  upon  the  arguments  by  which  that 
opinion  was  supported.  It  was  obvious 
that  he  would  do  so  to  very  little  pur- 
pose until  the  Papers  were  in  their 
liordships'  hands;  and,  indeed,  the 
matter  required  very  serious  considera- 
tion, and  also  consultation  with  the 
Colonial  Department  before  they  could 
themselves  undertake  to  give  an  opinion 
on  the  judgment  expressed  by  the  (Go- 
vernment of  India.  With  the  motive 
of  some  of  the  objections  to  Ooolie  emi- 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


gration  it  was  impossible  not  abmifaitdy 
and  entirely  to  sympathixe ;  but  he  b^> 
lieved  it  was  in  the  power  of  tliis  cimu- 
try  and  the  Colonies  themselves  to  girt 
sufficient  securitv  that  the  intorcrti  cf 
the  labourers  should  be  properiy  a^ 
tended  to.  On  the  other  niand,  th* 
Government  of  India  very  properiy 
pointed  out  that  too  active  an  later&r 
ence  with  the  action  of  the  populatiaa 
was  very  likely  to  be  followed  by  n>- 
picion,  and  that  great  precaution  mail 
always  be  observed  by  tlie  EngKA 
rulers  in  respect  of  such  matters.  la 
the  Bengal  territory — he  thought  fan 
noble  Friend  opposite  would  oonfiim 
what  he  said — a  most  curious  suspicifla 
was  excited  by  the  benevolent  actioa  of 
the  British  Gfovemment  in  introdndikf 
large  quantities  of  food  into  the  di*- 
tressed  districts.  With  a  populatioo  to 
ignorant  and  so  apt  to  suspect,  tbt 
Government  of  Inoia  did  well  to  bt 
cautious.  All  he  could  say  in  answer 
to  his  noble  Friend  was  that  in  hi* 
opinion  it  was  desirable,  if  possibk, 
both  for  the  sake  of  India  and  tne  Wtsl 
Indies,  to  stimulate  this  emigratioa. 
He  should  be  very  glad  to  produce  tli« 
Papers  in  order  that  the  public  might 
form  a  judgment  upon  the  matter,  and 
no  efforts  of  his  to  conduce  to  that  aid 
would  be  wanting.  Until  there  had 
been  further  deliberation  upon  tlie  mtt- 
ter,  he  could  not  say  what  course  would 
be  adopted. 

The  Eabl  of  NOETHBROOK  said. 
he  could  assure  their  Lordships  that  ths 
feeling  of  the  Gbvemment  of  India  was 
in  favour  of  a  properly  regulated  system 
of  emig^tion;  and  they  would  have  no 
hesitation  in  acceding  to  anv  satisfsctmy 
proposals  that  were  made  for  that  por^ 
pose.  But  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment— and  he  was  sure  tlieir  Lord- 
ships would  concur  in  the  opinion — to 
secure  complete  protection  for  the  Indies 
emig^nts,  and  to  take  precautions  with 
regard  to  their  health,  their  subsist- 
ence, and  the  security  of  their  v^Bf*^ 
If  these  precautions  were  taken,  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  would  be  prepared  to 
give  every  facility  for  carrying  oat  a 
scheme  of  emimition  from  India  to  the 
West  India'Oolonies  or  elsewhere.  He 
thought  the  noble  Marquess  had  taken 
too  gloomy  a  view  of  the  labouring  olsieii 
So  far  m>m  the  labouring  populatMs 
being  in  a  state  of  misery  and  oistisHt 
there  were  in  many  parts  of  India  bo 
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Oolonies  over  the  treatment  of  the 
Coolies  was  necessary,  and  if  that  duty 
was  properly  performed,  he  did  not 
doubt  that  the  condition  of  these  people 
would  be  greatly  ameliorated. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Home  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Six 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Twelve  o'clock. 


of  people  who  were  better  off,  or 
who  spent  a  more  peaceful  and  happy 
ezistefnoe.  They  did  not  consume,  per- 
haps, as  much  cotton  goods  as  coula  be 
wished :  their  habits  and  customs  did  not 
require  expensive  food,  and  they  lived  on 
their  own  ground  in  tolerable  comfort. 
It  was,  however,  difficult  to  appreciate 
how  slightly  English  knowledge  and 
ciTilixation  had  penetrated  the  mass  of 
the  people ;  and  he  agreed  with  the  noble 
Marquess  as  to  the  difficult  task  which 
the  Indian  Gbvemment  would  have  to 
discharge  if  they  were  to  interpose 
sotiTely  for  the  purpose  of  encouraging 
schemes  of  emigration,  owing  to  the 
suspicion  with  which  such  schemes  were 
regarded  by  the  labouring  classes  of 
India.  He  wished  to  urge  upon  their 
Lordships  that  it  would  not  be  right 
to  exercise  any  undue  pressure  upon  the 
Indian  Chnremment  in  this  matter,  for 
they,  after  all,  were  responsible  for  the 
protection  of  Her  Majesty's  Indian  sub- 
jects. 

The  Eael  op  CARNARVON  said,  it 
was  satisfactory  to  find  it  admitted  on  all 
sides  that  if  you  had  a  large  and  redun- 
dant population  on  the  one  hand,  and 
a  great  want  of  labour  on  the  other, 
it  was  only  a  reasonable  and  a  wise 
course  to   promote  the  removal  of  the 
redundant  labour  to  the  market  where 
labour  was  employed  to  advantage.   He 
thought  the  noble  Lord  on   the  other 
side  of  the  House  (Lord  Hampton)  laid 
himself   open    to    some    misconception 
when  he  implied  that  the  precautions 
which  were  now  taken  and  which  had 
been  taken  by  the  Oolonies  for  the  pro- 
tection of  Oooiies,  were  not  such  as  to 
justify  the  Indian  Gbvemment  in  sanc- 
tioning a  system  of  emigration  of  Oooiies 
from  India.    But,  whatever  evils  might 
have  existed  in  former  times  in  respect  of 
Coolie  emigration,  those  evils  had  been 
effectually  neutralixed.     Everv  reason- 
able precaution  had  been  tajcen,   and 
legislation  of  the  most  careful  and  most 
minute  pattern  had  been  passed  for  that 
particular  object.    For  some  few  years 
the  manner  in  which  the  emigration  of 
labourers  to  British  Ouiana  had  been 
conducted  was  a  model.    The  condition 
of  these    Coolies   in    most    instances 
when  they  returned  from  the  Oolonies 
was  one  of  enviable  prosperity.    He  ad- 
mitted, however,  that  jealous  watchAil- 
ness  on  the  part  both  of  the  Home  Oo- 
vemment  and  of  the  Qovemors  of  the 
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MINUTES.T  —  Public  Bills  —  Ordered— First 
Reading — rolice  Expenfes  Act  Continuanco  * 
[269]. 

8ee<md  Beading — Local  GoTemment  Board's 
Provisional  Orders  Confirmatioii  (Joiat 
Boards)  •r24S]. 

Committed — Sapreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ire- 
land) {re^eomm,)  [184] — r.p. 

Committee — Report — Samt  Catherine's  Harbour, 
Jersey  •[261]. 

Third  Heading — Registration  of  Leasee  (Scot- 
land) Act  (1867)  Amendment*  [246],  and 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
QUESTIONS. 


NATIONAL   EDUCATION    (IRELAND) 

BOARD— LI8NAHANNA  SCHOOL. 

QUESTION. 

Me.  ABCHDALE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  has 
any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  Correspondence  between 
Michael  O.  Burke,  esquire,  and  the 
Commissioners  of  the  National  Board, 
respecting  the  application  to  the  Board 
to  place  the  school  house  of  Lisnahanna, 
in  the  county  Tyrone,  under  the  rules  of 
that  Board  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  : 
Sir,  I  hare  looked  into  the  correspon- 
dence between  the  National  Education 
Boud  and  Mr.  Burke  on  Lisnahanna 
School.  It  relates  to  the  refusal  of  the 
Board  to  take  that  school  into  connection, 
on  the  ground  of  it  being  within  a  cer- 
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tda  distanoe  of  an  eziBting  yested  Na- 
tional eohool.  The  matter  seems  to  be 
of  piirely  local  interest ;  the  oorrespon- 
denoe  is  yoluminous,  and  is  in  some 
respects  of  a  nature  which  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  desirable  to  print  as  a  Par- 
liamentary Betum.  No  useful  purpose 
would  be  served  by  laying  it  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  and  therefore  I  am 
not  prepared  to  do  so. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS    OF   THE 
HOUSE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  monk  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
.the  Exchequer,  When  he  proposes  to 
ask  the  House  to  give  precedence  to 
Government  Business  on  Tuesdays  and 
Wednesdays  during  the  remainder  of  the 
Session  ?  He  had  put  the  Question  on 
the  Paper  in  the  hope  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  re-consider  his 
decision  as  to  depriving  private  Mem- 
bers of  the  Wednesdays. 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  op  this  EXOHE- 
QUKR :  Sir,  what  I  said  yesterday  was, 
that  I  intended  to  propose  that  next 
Tuesday  and  Wednesday  should  be  given 
to  Government  Business.  I  shall  make 
the  proposal  on  Monday,  and  it  will  then 
be  competent  for  any  hon.  Member  to 
make  his  observations  on  it. 

aiBBALTAE->TEADE  KEQULATIONS. 

QXTESTIONS. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
When  he  proposes  to  lay  the  Ordinance 
relating  to  Trade  and  Customs  at  Gib- 
raltar upon  the  Table  of  the  House; 
and,  whether  in  the  event  of  such  Or- 
dinance receiving  Her  Majesty's  confir- 
mation it  is  intended  to  propose  any 
Vote  in  this  House  to  defray  the  cost  of 
carrying  its  provisions  into  effect  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB :  Sir,  I  laid  a 
copy  of  the  Ordinance  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  on  June  22 ;  and  together 
with  it  the  hon.  Gentleman  wiU  find 
copies  of  all  correspondence  that  has 
passed  on  the  subject.  It  is  not  in- 
tended to  ask  any  Vote  to  defray  the 
cost  of  giving  effect  to  its  provisions ;  the 
slight  expense  incurred  in  consequence 
will  be  borne  by  the  local  revenue.  It 
is  sure  to  be  submitted  to  the  looid  Le- 
gislature, but  I  do  not  anticipate  that  it 
will  be  materially  modified. 

Sir  Michael  EiohB-Beach 


Mb.  BTLANDS  said,  tiiat  the  Ordi- 
nanoe  excited  mnoh  interest  in  many 
parts  of  England,  and  he  wished  to  know, 
whether  the  House  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  its  opinion  <m  the 
subject  ?         

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB,  in  reply,  said, 
that  if  the  hon.  Member  would  look  at 
the  Papers  he  would  see  that  it  had  been 
promised  that  the  Manchester  Chamber 
of  Commerce  should  be  consulted,  and 
that  a  copy  of  the  document  should  be 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  The 
Ordinance  had  now  been  on  the  Table 
for  a  month  or  so,  during  which  time 
there  had  been  ample  opportanitiee  of 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
subject,  and  he  would  not  promise  to 
afford  any  further  opportunity. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  take  the  first  opportunity  that 
the  Forms  of  the  House  allowed  of 
calling  attention  to  the  Ordinance. 

CONTROLLER  OF  THE  STATIONERY 
OFFICE  —  APPOINTMENT  OF  MR. 
T.  D.  PIGOTT.  —  RESOLUTION  OP 
16th  JUNE. 

OBSEBVATIOirS. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  it  will  be  in  the  recoUec- 
tion  of  the  House  that  on  Monday  last, 
on  the  Motion  that  you  should  leave  the 
Chair  in  order  to  go  into  Committee  of 
Supply,  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
(Mr.  J.  Holms)  moved  as  an  Amendment 
the  following  Besolution : — 

'*  That,  having  regard  to  the  reconunendatioDS 
made  in  1874  hy  the  Select  Committee  on  PnUio 
Departments,  Purchaaes,  &c.,  this  Honae  is  of 
opinion  that  the  recent  appointment  of  Con- 
troller of  Her  Majesty's  Stationery  Office  is  cal- 
culated to  diminiflh  the  usefulness  and  influence 
of  Seleot  Committees  of  this  House  and  to  dis- 
courage the  interest  and  seal  of  offidala  em- 
ployed in  the  Public  Departments  of  the 
State." 

That  Amendment  having  been  put  to 
the  House,  it  became  my  duty  to  make 
an  answer  to  the  speech  with  which  it 
was  introduced  by  the  hon.  Member, 
and  I  made  the  best  answer  I  was  able 
to  give  upon  that  occasion.  But  I  must 
confess  to  the  House  that  at  that  time, 
from  circumstances  which  I  will  explain 
in  a  moment,  I  was  not  fully  prepared 
for  some  of  the  statements  that  were 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Haekney. 
I  was  of  CQurae  aware  of  tbe  recommen* 
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dations  of  the  Select  Oommittee.    I  was  I 
aware  they  had  recommended  that  upon 
the  occasion  of  a  vacancy  in  the  office  it 
should  be  filled  by  a  gentleman  pos- 
sessing certain  technical  qualifications, 
and  I  was  also  aware  that  the  office  had 
been  subsequently  filled  up  on  its  be- 
coming vacant  a  short  time  ago  by  the 
appointment  of  a  gentleman  who  did  not 
possess  those  technical  qualifications,  but 
who  had  served  in  an  honourable  way 
in  one  of  the  Departments  of  the  State, 
and  whom  the  Prime  Minister  had  se- 
lected for  the  appointment  in  question. 
I  was  prepared,  therefore,  to  hear  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  objection  which 
he  took  to  the  departure  on  the  part  of 
the  Prime  Minister  from  the  course  re- 
commended by  the  Select  Committee, 
and  I  was  prepared  to  state  the  grounds 
generally  upon  which  that  decision  of 
his  had  been  taken  ;  but  I  was  not  pre- 
pared to  hear  some  of  the  personal  state- 
ments that  were  made  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, which  I  believe  had  considerable 
weight  with  the  House,  with  regard  to 
the  supposed  private  relations  between 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  gentleman 
whose    appointment   was  in    question. 
Now,  Sir,  I  only  desire  to  say  this — soon 
after  the  Committee  had  reported,  the 
question  of  the  manner  in  which  its  re- 
commendations should   be  acted  upon 
was  brought  under  my  notice,  as  Chan- 
cellor of   the  Exchequer,  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Financial  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.    There  was  then  no  question 
of  a  vacancy  in  the  office  of  Controller, 
and  the  arrangement  which  was  come  to 
between  my  hon.  Friend  and  myself  was 
that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Winn),  a 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  should  give  his 
personal  attention  to  the  business  of  the 
Stationery  Office,  in  constant  communi- 
cation with  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, and  when  necessary  with  myself, 
and  that  the  business  should  be  earned 
on  as  best  it  might  be  in  that  manner. 
At  the  same  time,  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary and  myself  had  some  conversation 
as  to  whether  it  was  or  was  not  dedr- 
able  to  appoint  hereafter  a  gentleman 
having  the  technical  qualifications  whidi 
had    been  spoken    of.      Subsequently, 
when  it  became  probable  that  Mr.  Greg 
would  be  obliged  by  ill -health  to  retire 
from  the  appointment,  I  had  a  further 
conversation  with  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary on  the  subject,  and  we  then  agreed 


in  the  view  that  it  would  be  inconvenient 
to  fill  up  the  appointment  whenever  it 
fell  vacant  by  the  appointment  of  any 
gentleman  taken  from  the  stationery  or 
printing  trade,  and  we  came  to  that  con- 
tusion on  the  grounds,  which  I  men- 
tioned to  the  Mouse  on  Monday  last, 
that  it  would  be  difficult,  if  not  impos- 
sible, to  induce  a  gentleman  who  was 
engaged  in    a   successful    business  to 
abandon  that  business  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  such  an    appointment,   and 
that,  on  the  other  hand,  there  would  be 
serious  objectioQS  to  taking  one  who  had 
either  failed  in  business,  or  who  was 
connected    with    a    particular     house. 
These  things  were  considered  and  talked 
over  informally  by  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary and  myself,  there  being  then  no 
immediate  prospect  of  a  vacancy  in  the 
office.     From  that  time  until  I  saw  the 
hon.  Member's  Notice  on  the  Paper  the 
subject  never  came  before  me  again,  and 
I  did  not  hear  of  the  actual  time  of  the 
resignation  of  Mr.   Greg,   nor  of  the 
selection  of  Mr.  Pigott  to  succeed  him. 
As  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  questions  of  patro- 
nage, and  I  have  no  desire  to  interfere 
with  those  who  are  responsible  in  the 
matter.    Accordingly,  when  the  Notice 
was  first  put  on  the  Paper,  I  spoke  to 
my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Beaoonsfield)  on 
the  subject.    I  asked  him  what  I  was  to 
say,  and  if  there  was  anything  he  wished 
particular  to  be  said  in  the  matter.     He 
gave  me  exactly  the  views  which  I  had 
already  in  conversation  with  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  seen  reason  to  entertain 
myself.     He  said — **I  don't  think  it 
would  be  possible  to  take  a  gentleman 
from  the  trade,  and  it  would  not  be  ad- 
visable to  take  a  person  who  had  failed 
in  trade,"  and  he  added — *'  In  conse- 
quence I  have  selected  Mr.  Pigott,  of 
whom  I  have  heard  an  exceedin^y  good 
character.    He  seems  to  be  an  able  public 
servant,  and  I  will  give  you  a  note  of  his 
services."    My  noble  Friend  said  very 
little  indeed  about  Mr.  Pigott  himself, 
except  that  he  had  heard  an  exceedingly 
good  character  of  him  from  the  Depart- 
ment in  which  he  had  served.     He  also 
said — "I  know  very  little  about  him 
except  that  he  is  the  son  of  a  former 
vicar  of  Hughenden,  and  I  have  heard  a 
good  report  of  him  as  a  public  servant." 
Under  these  circumstenees,  I  thought  I 
was  sufficiently  prepared  to  answer  the 
Sesolution  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem* 
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ber  for  Hackney,  and  thouglit  I  was 
doing  aU  that  was  necessary  in  pointing 
out  the  difficulties  of  giving  effect  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee,  and 
at  the  same  time  in  sa3ring  that  Lord 
Beaconsfield  had  selected  Mr.  Pigott 
from  no  other  consideration  than  that  of 
his  efficiency  as  a  public  servant.  But 
in  the  course  of  tne  hon.  Gentleman's 
observations  he  stated  that  Mr.  Pigott 
was  the  son  of  the  vicar  of  Hughenden, 
and  he  made  observations  with  regard 
to  what  he  supposed  to  be  the  terms 
upon  which  Lord  Beaconsfield  and  Mr. 
Pigott's  father  had  formerlv  lived  and 
the  services  which  he  saia  had  been 
rendered  by  Mr.  Pigott's  father  to  Lord 
Beaconsfield.  I  was  wholly  ignorant 
that  any  such  propositions  were  to  be 
made.  I  was  not,  therefore,  in  a  posi- 
tion to  contradict  them,  or  to  state  what 
I  should  have  stated  if  I  had  expected 
them,  and  I  am  fully  convinced  in  my 
own  mind  that  those  observations  which 
the  hon.  Oentleman  addressed  to  the 
House  not  being  answered  at  the  time 
had  a  very  material  effect  upon  the  vote 
of  the  House  which  was  come  to.  Since 
that  time  I  have  been  more  fully  in- 
formed by  my  noble  Friend,  and  he  has 
also,  as  the  House  is  aware,  publicly 
stated  some  particulars  with  regard  to 
this  appointment.  Li  the  first  place,  he 
has  stated  that  he  never  knew  Mr.  Pigott, 
the  son,  at  all.  He  has  also  said  that  it 
is  30  years  since  Mr.  Pigott's  father  was 
the  vicar  of  Hughenden;  that  that  gen- 
tleman had  left  the  parish  for  many 
years;  and  that,  so  mr  from  being  a 
political  friend  and  assistant  of  my  noole 
Friend,  he  had  in  politics  taken  a  line 
adverse  to  him,  and  had  recorded  his 
vote  against  my  noble  Friend's  return. 
My  noble  Friend  further  stated  what,  if 
I  had  been  aware  of  it  at  the  time,  I 
ought  to  have  stated,  and  should  have 
stated,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  would 
have  produced  a  considerable  impression 
upon  the  House — namely,  that  when  the 
vacancy  occurred,  and  my  noble  Friend 
was  seeking  for  some  one  to  'fill  it,  he 
had  no  less  than  six  names  brought 
before  him,  all  of  them  names  of  gen- 
tlemen holding  positions  in  the  Civil 
Service;  that  he  considered  these  names, 
and  that  it  was  only  after  a  comparison 
of  them  and  of  their  respective  merits  that 
he  decided  that  Mr.  Pigott  was  the  gen- 
tleman who  held  out  to  his  mind  the 
best  promise  of  being  well  qualified  to 
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discharge  the  duties  that  the  Oontzdlkr 
of  the  Stationery  Department  would  batt 
to  perform.  My  noble  Friend  also  rtited 
that  he  had  had  no  application  what«T« 
from  Mr.  Pigott;  that  no  private  ftiaod 
of  that  gentleman  had  in  any  way  pimri 
or  asked  for  his  appointment ;  and  that 
there  was  no  person  upon  whom  th« 
appointment  came  more  compktelj  bj 
surprise  than  Mr.  Pigott  himself,  Mr. 
Pigott,  as  the  House  is  aware,  has  bea 
discharging  not  only  the  ordinary  dntia 
of  a  derk  in  the  War  Office,  bat  b* 
has  been  selected  on  several  occaaoai 
to  fulfil  duties,  either  as  private  smr- 
tary  to  a  Minister  or  Seoretaiy  to  t 
Commission,  and  he  has  given  aaplfi 
proof  of  his  general  abi&ty  and  m 
administrative  aptitude.  Under  tham 
circumstances.  Lord  Beaconsfield  eoa- 
sidered  he  was  doing  the  proper  and  ri^ 
thing  by  the  Public  Service  in  selednif 
for  this  important  post  a  gentknai 
whom  he  believed  to  be  tnoroogUr 
qualified  to  discharge  the  duties,  sad 
one  who,  from  his  general  knowled|« 
of  official  business,  from  lus  boaaMi 
habits  and  his  character,  and  his  con- 
ing to  this  office  with  no  preoonccsTBd 
opinions  with  regard  to  its  bnsiBMi* 
but  with  an  entirely  fresh  mind,  wovld 
be  able  best  to  discharge  the  duties  tbst 
were  to  be  assigned  to  him.  Sir,  I  wiih 
I  had  been  sufficiently  well  aoquainted 
with  these  facts  on  Monday  to  ban 
been  able  to  have  brought  them  wan 
prominently  under  the  notice  of  tbi 
House;  but  as  it  happened  I  mnit 
admit  that  I  was  impmectly  prepared, 
and  that  I  had  not  taken  perhaps  aU 
the  pains  I  ought  to  have  taken,  sod 
should  have  taken,  had  I  known  wbn 
the  nature  of  the  charge  was  going  to  be, 
to  make  myself  thoroughly  acquaioted 
with  all  the  circumstances  of  the  cast. 
The  House  is  aware,  I  have  no  doobt^ 
at  all  events,  I  must  state  it  to  tbem^ 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  vote  wbie^ 
was  to  come,  Mr.  Pigott  immedistelj 
placed  his  resignation  in  the  handi  d 
the  Prime  Mmister.  They  are  akt 
aware,  or  I  may  communicate  to  tba, 
that  Lord  Beaconsfield,  looking  at  iD 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  feh  tbit 
it  would  be  quite  impossible  for  bim  to 
accept  that  resignation.  I  may  say  tbit 
although  the  responsibility  of  makii| 
selections  for  appointments  rests  •- 
tirel^  in  these  cases  with  the  PHm 
Minister,  he  has  the  cordial  support  of 
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all  his  OoUeagaefl  in  the  decision  to 
'whioh  he  arriyed.  The  whole  of  his 
Colleagaes,  myself  induded,  are  firmly 
conyinced,  not  only  that  he  made  the 
selection  upon  grounds  and  no  other 
ffrounds  than  those  of  public  advantage, 
Dot  that  he  was  entirely  right,  and 
could  have  taken  no  other  course  than 
that  which  he  has  taken  in  declining  to 
accept  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Pigott. 
TJnder  these  circumstances,  and  after 
liaving  made  this  statement  to  the 
House,  I  can  only  say  that  I  feel  the 
difficulty  in  which  we  are  placed.  There 
is  standing  on  the  Books  of  the  House 
a  formal  Kesolution  which  amounts  to 
a  Vote  of  Oensure  on  the  Gbvemment 
with  respect  to  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
Pigott  to  this  GontroUership.  That 
Tote  has  produced  no  practical  effect, 
because  the  Govemment  have  declined 
to  accept  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Pigott, 
which  ne  had  tendered  in  consequence. 
At  the  same  time,  I  feel  there  is  a  diffi- 
culty in  allowing  such  a  Besolution  as 
that  to  remain  on  the  Journals  of  the 
House  without  any  notice  being  taken 
of  the  terms  in  which  it  was  couched, 
or  the  circumstances  under  which  it  was 
passed;  but  it  does  not  lie  with  my- 
nelf,  or  the  Gbvemment  to  propose  any 
course  to  the  House.  Therefore,  haying 
made  this  statement  as  to  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  appointment 
was  made  and  the  ooiirse  which  we 
have  pursued  since  the  Besolution  was 
adopted,  I  must  leave  the  matter  now 
in  tne  hands  of  the  House. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT 
said,  it  would  be  clear  to  the  House, 
having  listened  attentively,  as  he  had 
done,  to  the  statement  of  tne  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  that  an  opportunity 
should  be  given  to  it  of  re-considering 
the  decision  which  it  came  to  on  Monday 
last,  that  decision  being  virtually  a  Vote 
of  Oensure  upon  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment.  He  would,  therefore,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  venture  to  read 
a  Motion  which  he  would  propose  on 
Monday  next,  to  this  effect — 

«<  That  the  BaK^ation  [16th  July]  be  now 
iBsd.  Thftt  this  Honae,  while  most  anxious  to 
ft^ntMvn  the  osefnlnees  and  inflaenoe  of  its 
Select  Committees,  and  to  encourage  the  in- 
tcfest  and  seal  of  officials  employed  in  the  Public 
Departments  of  the  Btate,  after  hearing  the 
farther  explanations  concerning  the  recent  ap- 
pointmeotof  the  Controller  of  Her  M^esty's 
SUtionerr  Office,  with'draws  the  censure  con- 
veyed in  the  said  Resolution.** 

VOL.  COXXXV.      [thibd  smues.] 


Thb  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON: 
Sir,  I  think  it  may  be  conyenient  to  the 
House  if  I  say  a  few  words  before  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hackney 
rises  to  address  the  House,  if  he  should 
so  think  fit ;  and  in  rising,  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  make  any  comments  or  obserra- 
tions  on  the  statement  made  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  That 
statement  undoubtedly,  as  I  conceive, 
has  been  irreg^ular  both  in  form  and 
character ;  but,  possibly,  in  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  the  case,  a  sufficient 
justification  may  be  found  for  it.  I 
think,  however,  that  the  inconvenience 
of  having  a  statement  made  of  such  an 
irregular  character  would  only  be  aggra- 
vated if  the  House  were  to  enter  now 
upon  a  further  discussion  of  the  subject 
to  which  it  bears  reference,  especially 
as,  in  answer  to  the  indirect  appeal  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Oentleman  opposite  (Sir 
Walter  Barttelot)  has  given  Notice  that 
he  will  call  the  further  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  subject  on  Monday.  I 
expect  that  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me 
(lnur.  Holms)  may  complain  that  he  and 
those  who  voted  with  him  are  placed  in 
a  somewhat  unfair  position  by  having 
statements   made   bioth    in    '*  another 

glace"  and  here  to-day  which  should 
ave  been  before  the  public  before,  so 
that  they  might  be  properly  examined 
or  canvassed ;  still,  considering  the  pe- 
riod of  the  Session  at  which  we  have 
arrived,  this  subject,  important  as  it  is, 
is  hardly  of  sufficient  g^vity  to  war- 
rant the  House  devoting  a  considerable 
portion  of  two  Sittings  to  it.  I  think, 
therefore,  that  it  is  better  that  the  dis- 
cussion should  be  postponed  until  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Oentle- 
man opposite  comes  before  us.  I  as- 
sume that  the  Oovemment  will  give  an 
early  opportunity  for  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  g^ant  Oentleman;  and  if 
that  is  the  case,  I  trust  that  my  hon. 
Friend  and  the  House  may  be  induced 
to  postpone  any  observations — and,  no 
doubt,  my  hon.  Friend  has  some — that 
they  have  to  make  upon  the  statement 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  just 
delivered.  I  trust  also  that,  in  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  rule  of  the  House  which 
prohibits  reference  to  a  former  debate 
wiU  not  be  too  rigidly  insisted  upon  by 
hon.  Oentlemen  opposite  when  tne  dis- 
cussion comes  on.  My  hon.  Friend 
would  be  placed  in  an  unfair  position  if 
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lie  were  not  allowed,  when  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  (Gentleman  is 
brought  forward,  to  comment  on  the 
statement  which  has  just  been  made, 
somewhat  irreg^ularlji  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  said,  he  was  placed 
in  a  difficulty  with  respect  to  this  matter. 
He  would  admit,  from  what  had  been 
said  by  the  noble  Marquess,  that  it 
would  be  better  to  defer  the  discussion 
upon  the  subject  until  Monday.  But  an 
inconvenience  would  arise  from  that 
course,  for  an  important  statement  had 
been    made   last    night   in    ''  another 

Elace,"  and  a  very  important  statement 
ad  been  made  in  that  House  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  both  those 
statements  would  remain  unanswered 
until  Monday.  He  had  come  down  to 
the  House  prepared,  willing,  and  anxious 
to  enter  into  tne  discussion,  and  to  take 
exceptions  to  several  parts  of  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  he  would  now  ask  whether 
the  statements  so  made,  or  those  which 
had  been  made  on  Monday  last,  were 
the  statements  which  the  House  of 
Commons  was  to  accept?  Seeing  that 
they  were  not  permitted  now  to  enter  on 
the  discussion,  he  hoped  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman  oppo- 
site (Sir  Walter  Barttelot)  would  be 
brought  on  without  delay. 

Mb.  CALLAN  rose,  and  was  received 
with  cries  of  "  Order." 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  I  must  point  out 
that  the  discussion  is  of  a  somewhat  un- 
usual character.  A  statement  has  been 
made  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  the 
Leader  of  this  House,  and  upon  that 
Notice  has  been  given  of  an  intention  to 
bring  the  matter  before  the  House  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Sussex.  A  few  observa- 
tions have  been  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  also 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney ;  but 
I  trust  there  will  be  no  debate  on 
the  subject,  because  Notice  has  been 
given  formaUv  to  the  House  that  this 
subject  is  to  be  brought  under  its  con- 
sideration on  Monday  next,  which  will 
be  the  proper  occasion  for  further  dis- 
cussion. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  wished  merely 
to  observe,  as  a  private  Member  of  the 
House,  that  he  regretted  that  on  Mon- 
day evening  last,  on  hearing  the  speech 
of  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr. 

Tho  Marju$$t  ofSariingUm 


Holms),  he  had  been  so  iar  lad  «waj  at 
to  support  his  Motion. 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  im 
QIJEB:  It  maybe  for  dieootki 
of  the  House,  Sir,  that  I  shoakl  wnm 
Notice  that  on  Monday  I  will  waofm  Uiat 
the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  poelpoaad 
until  the  Notice  of  my  Lou.  aad  g^alksi 
Friend  has  been  brought  fonrmid. 


SUPREME  COXJET  OF  JITDICATrRE 
(IRELAND)  (re^eommitt^d)  BHiL.— [Box  IM.] 
{Mr,  Solicitor  OmirtU  fir  Ir^amd^  Sir  Mitimd 

fficks-Bmck,) 

ooiociTTES.      {^Pro^root  l9ikJwlf.'\ 

Bill  eoHiidored  in  Committee. 
(Li  the  Committee.) 

Amendment  proposed  [19th  Jolylf 

In  page  46,  line  33,  after  the  ward  **  loDov* 
ing/'  to  insert  the  wordi  '*an  oflloera  altarfaJ 
to  the  Sapreme  Coart  of  Jndiotttore^  or  to  th» 
High  Court,  or  to  any  DirisoB  or  JoAf* 
thereof,  who  have  been  heretofore  appointed  ij 
the  Lord  Ideatenant,  ihall  oontinne  to  be  s^ 
pointed  by  the  Lord  lieoteoant  in  tike  mam 
manner  as  heretofore."— (Jfr.  Mmmrtrntf.) 


Mb.  RYLANDS  said,  that  he  ooiui- 
dered  the  speech  made  last  night  by  bis 
hon.    Friend  the   Member  for  Tjtqo» 
(Mr.  Macartney)  was  well  worthy  of  ths 
attention  of  the  Committee,  aad  that  tbs 
Amendment  he  had  proi 
of  great  importance,  and  highly  deeem 
inff  of  support.     He  (Mr.  Ib^Iands)  was 
aUe  to  speak  with  some  oonfidenoe  mm 
this  question  of  judicial  patronage^  d^ 
cause  he   had  been  a  Member  of  tbs 
Select  Committee    upon    Civil    Serrioe 
Expenditure,   which  sat  in    1873,   and 
which  collected  valuable  evidence  ia  t«- 
lation  to  the  expenditure  in  ooimaotioa 
with  the  Law  Courts  of  this  Kingdom. 
In  the  course  of  the  inquiriea  of  tlisi 
Committee,  nothing  was  more  strikiiig 
than  the  great  difficulty  which  the  Trea- 
sury had  continually  met  with  in  ooa> 
trolling  abuses  in  the  expenditore  (/ 
the  legal  Departments.    There  had  besi 
a  constant  struggle  between  the  Tna^ 
sury  and  the  Judges,  and,  as  a  rule,  tiM 
Treasury  had  been  defeated  in  their  ai* 
tempts  to  protect  the  public  purse.    It 
would  be  easy  to  quote  many  instanrsa 
There  was  the  case  of  the  appoiatmaeti 
made  by  Lord  BomiUy,  whoi  he  wu 
just  on  the  point  of  retiring  horn  h» 
position  as  Master  of  the  Bolls.    It « 
happened  that  at  that  tixae  the  oSm  o( 
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Clerk  of  Beoordi  and  Writs  became  ya- 
cant  \y  the  death  of  Mr.  B.  A.  Hurray, 
and  Lord  Bcnnilly  thereupon  imme- 
diatelj  i^pamted  his  boh  (Mr.  E.  Bo- 
rniUy,  then  Secretary  of  Oauaes),  to  the 
▼aoant  office;  and  his  nephew  (Mr.  John 
Homilly)  to  the  place  vacated  by  Mr.  E. 
Romilly.  The  Treasury  protested  against 
that  abuse  of  judicial  patronage  in  vain. 
The^  wrote  a  letter  to  Lord  Eomilly, 


**  That  although  they  did  not  dispute  his  sta- 
tutory ridliti  to  fill  ap  the  appointment  of  Clerk 
of  Raooras  and  Writs,  or  that  of  Secretary  of 
CMun0,they  strongly  dissnaded  him  from  carry- 
ing oat  those  appointments,  both  on  genend 
^^roimds  and  also  with  reference  to  the  pend- 
ing inquiry  into  the  ezpenditore  of  Civil  Ser- 
by  a  Committee  of  the  Honse  of  Corn- 


There  was  good  reason  for  this  action 
on  the  part  of  the  Treasury.  It  was 
oonjudered  altogether  anomalous  that 
the  country  should  continue  to  pay 
£1,000  a-year  to  the  Secretary  of 
Causes,  when  the  salary  of  the  principal 
Secretary  of  the  BoUs  Court  had  been 
reduced  to  £800,  and  the  Treasury 
hoped  to  make  a  reduction  upon  the 
oooasion  of  the  vacancy ;  but  the  Master 
of  ItoUs,  although  just  on  the  point  of 
leavinff  his  officid,  disregarded  the  pro* 
test  of  the  Treasury,  and  saddled  his 
own  relatives  upon  the  country  at  dis- 
proportionate salaries.  It  reaUy  did 
seem  as  though  Judges  persuaded  them- 
selves that  the  offices  in  their  gift  were 
to  be  regarded  as  part  of  the  considera- 
tion pam  to  them  for  the  ful^ment  of 
the  duties  of  their  high  judicial  position, 
and  that  such  patronage  might  pro- 
perly be  dispensed  without  reference  to 
the  general  mterestsof  the  public.  Then 
there  was  the  case  of  the  retiring  allow- 
ance paid  to  the  Accountant  General  in 
dianoerv  upon  the  abolition  of  office  bv 
the  passing  of  the  Chancery  Funds  Bill. 
The  office  of  Accountant  Oeneral  in  Chan- 
cery had  been  a  very  highly  paid  sinecure 
office  held  for  a  great  number  of  years 
by  a  gentleman  who,  at  the  time  of  the 
introduction  of  the  Chancery  Funds  BiU, 
was  considerably  over  70  years  of  age. 
The  House  of  Commons  decided  that 
the  retiring  allowance  of  that  gentleman 
should  not  exceed  two-thir&  of  his 
salary.  The  then  Government  concurred 
in  the  action  of  the  House  of  Commons ; 
but  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  the  time 
being  insisted  to  strongly  upon  the  ftill 


retiring  allowance  being  granted,  that 
the  Gbvemment  gave  way,  and  the 
House  was  cijled  upon  to  reverse  its  de- 
cision. The  result  was  that  the  country 
were  now  paying  a  pension  largely  in 
excess  of  what  was  just  or  reasonable. 
He  would  not  dwell  upon  further  illus- 
trations of  the  abuses  which  had  arisen 
out  of  judicial  patronage  in  England, 
but  he  held  in  his  hand  a  Paper  which 
had  been  issued,  showing  the  maimer  in 
which  the  Irish  Judges  had  exercised 
the  patronage  already  placed  at  their 
disposal.  I^wn  the  long  list  of  offices 
there  appeared  amongst  the  holders  of 
them  tne  sons,  sons-in-law,  brothers, 
nephews,  and  other  collateral  relations 
of  the  Irish  Judges.  Almost  every  ap- 
pointment appeared  to  be  determined  by 
family  considerations,  and  practically 
the  patronage  so  exercised  was  entirely 
beyond  the  control  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. It  was  very  different  in  the  case 
of  the  patronage  exercised  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  who  was  represented  in  that 
House  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, and  could  be  called  to  account  in 
the  event  of  there  being  any  grounds  of 
complaint,  and  would  have  to  justify 
himself  in  the  face  of  Parliament  and  of 
the  country.  But  a  Judge  would  treat 
with  indifference,  or  possibly  with  curt 
contempt,  any  question  raised  in  that 
House  with  respect  to  the  exercise  of 
his  rights  of  patronage.  It  must  also 
be  remembered  that  in  the  event  of  op- 
portunities arising  for  the  abolition  of 
unnecessary  places,  or  for  the  reduction 
of  salary  of  offices  in  the  gift  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  the  Treasury  would  have  no 
difficulty  in  taking  the  necessary  steps 
in  the  public  interests;  but  there  would 
be  insuperable  obstacles  to  such  a  course 
in  the  case  of  appointments  in  the  gift  of 
the  Judges.  It  was  on  every  ground 
most  unfortunate  that  the  Government 
had  yielded  to  the  influence  brought  to 
bear  upon  them  by  Law  Lords  in  "  an- 
other place "  and  by  the  Irish  Judges. 
The  question  was  not  a  new  one,  ana  in 
former  years  there  had  been  a  contest 
between  the  two  Houses  of  the  Legisla- 
ture with  reference  to  it.  The  Lords 
had  always  been  in  favour  of  giving  the 
patronage  to  the  Judges,  idiilst  the 
Clommons  had  insisted  upon  its  remain- 
ing in  the  hands  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
In  all  these  struggles  the  House  of 
Commons  had  sucoeeded  in  preventing  a 
retrograde  step,  and  he  hoped  that  they 
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"would  maintain  the  same  position  at  the 
present  time.  It  would  be  of  g^at  pub- 
lic advantage  if  a  large  portion  of  the 
patronage  now  exercised  by  the  Judicial 
Ibench  in  both  Kingdoms  were  placed 
under  the  absolute  control  of  the  Trea- 
sury, and  it  would  therefore  be  most 
unfortunate  if,  by  the  enactment  of  the 
present  Bill,  there  should  be  an  exten- 
sion of  a  bad  system  leading  to  further 
abuses  in  legal  Departments. 

Mr.  CHAELES  LEWIS  said,  they 
need  not  be  surprised  that  nepotism 
was  practised  by  Judges,  for,  after  aU, 
they  were  but  men,  and  therefore  had 
their  foibles.  This  patronage  would  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  a  body  practicaUy 
irresponsible  to  Parliament  if  the  clause 
were  agreed  to;  whereas  the  Amend- 
ment would  keep  it  in  the  hands  of  one 
of  the  highest  officials  in  the  Empire, 
who  would  be  held  responsible  to  the 
House  through  himself  or  his  Col- 
leagues. If  a  job  came  to  light,  it  was 
always  attacked  in  that  House.  He 
most  cordially  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  butt  opposed  the  Amendment. 
He  thought  if  Judges  did  appoint  re- 
latives, the  evil  end^  there ;  out  if  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  the  patronage,  he 
would  appoint  political  partizans,  and 
the  evil  would  not  end  with  the  appoint- 
ment. The  patronage  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  woidd  encourage  others  to 
look  for  promotion  in  this  way.  The 
whole  life  of  Ireland  was  destroyed  and 
weakened  by  the  patronage  that  was 
vested  in  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
he  could,  therefore,  be  no  party  to 
extending  that  patronage.  Neither 
would  he  cast  such  a  slur  upon  the 
Irish  Judges  as  to  say  that  they  were 
unfit  to  exercise  the  patronage  given  to 
the  Chief  Judges  of  England. 

Me.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  main- 
tained  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
more  likely,  in  the  interest  of  the  public, 
to  make  better  and  purer  appointments 
than  the  Judges.  It  appeared  from  a 
list  of  these  appointments  that  the  Irish 
Judges  had  filled  up  every  single  berth 
with  their  own  sons,  nephews,  and  near 
relations.  Was  it  to  be  expected  that  a 
Judge  would  hold  the  same  strict  hand 
over  a  member  of  his  own  family  as  over 
a  straneer?  It  would  be  better  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  should  exercise  this 
patronage  even  for  political  purposes, 
because  he  would  be,  at  all  events,  re- 
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sponsible  to  that  House.  He  hoped  «k 
Lish  Members  would  give  an  indepes- 
dent  support  to  the  Amendment. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  to 
IRELAND  (Mr.   Gibsov)   pointed  oat 
the  anomaly  that  this  patronase  had 
been  exercised  by  the  diief  Juuw  ib 
England  and  not  by  the  Chief  Jodgvi 
in  Ireland,  and  said,  as  long  as  it  ex- 
isted, the  latter  would  be  oyen,  to  the 
charge  that  they  were  not  m  to  make 
these  appointments.    The  question  bad 
on  several  occasions  been  diacoased  im 
the  other  House,  and  noble  IiOfdt»  be- 
ginning with  Lord  Lyndhnnt,  had  «s- 
pressed  opinions  favourable  to  the  rt- 
moval  of  the  existing  distinction  bet w  em 
the  English  and  msh  Judges.  ^  The 
clause  would  place  this  patronage  in  the 
power  of  those  who  were  best  able  to 
exercise   it.      The  oflfioers  in  qoeedoa 
were  those  who  were  to  carrr  out  thtf 
work  of  the  Court ;    they  were  neces- 
sarily brought  into  the  doeeet  and  sxMl 
confidentiaf  relations  with  the  Judges; 
and  if  the  Judges  were  to  have  credit 
given  to  them  for  the  commonest  dedit 
to  do  their  duty,  they  must  be  beat  able 
to  select  the  most  fitting  men  for  these 
appointments.    He  ventured  to  say  thai 
no  case  had  been  made  out  for  mazih 
taining  a  dififerent  practice  in  Ireland 
from  Siat  which  prevailed  in  Knglaiid 
The  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  fat 
Cork  (Mr.  McCarthy  Downing)  thai  iD 
the  office  rs  of  the  Courts  were  near  rela- 
tives of  the  Judges  could  only  be  de> 
scribed  as  an  assertion  characteriied  by 
all  the  exuberance  of  Hibernian  fancy; 
but  he  (the  Attorney  General  tot  Ire- 
land) would  have  no  objection  to  a  Pro- 
viso to  the  effect  that  these  appoioi- 
ments  should  be  made  by  the  Judges, 
subject  to  the  approval  of   the  Lotd 
Lieutenant.    This  would  give  a  veto  oa 
any  improper  nomination. 

Mb.  SHAW  thought  it  would  be 
much  better  and  more  likely  to  secnrt 
good  men  if  neither  the  Judges  nor  tike 
Lord  Lieutenants  were  allowed  this  lai||e 
and  important  privilege.  Judges  a 
Ireland  were  appointed  from  ■troog 
political  partizans,  and  were  subject  to 
much  criticism.  He  hoped  the  Amttd* 
ment  would  be  pressed  to  a  diviaioa. 

Mb.  CHILDEB8  said,  that  he  hid 
been  Chairman  of  the  Committee  oa 
Civil  Departments,  and  the  inveatigaiuiB 
into  the  Judicial  establishments  ksd 
been  one  of  the  most  painful  part  of 


1677        Suprme  Court  of  (  Jttly  20,  1877 1     Judicature  {Ireland)  Bill.  1578 


their  duties.  The  Committee  had  re- 
commended that  a  Gommission  should 
be  appointed  to  inquire  carefully  into 
this  branch  of  the  subject.  The  tendency 
of  the  Judicial  establishments  was 
steadily  to  increase;  it  was  extremely 
difficult  to  satisfy  those  connected  with 
them  that  there  was  any  cause  for  re- 
ducing the  expenditure;  and  he  attri- 
buted this  mamly  to  the  fact  that  the 
patronage  of  the  offices  in  these  estab- 
ushments  1^  in  irresponsible  hands. 
To  give  the  Lord  Lieutenant  a  veto  was 
a  step  in  the  right  direction,  but  he  did 
not  tmnk  it  was  sufficient. 

Mb.  QBEGOBY  thought  the  Judges 
ought  to  have  a  voice  in  the  selection  of 
the  officers  of  their  Courts.  He  sup- 
ported, therefore,  the  proposal  of  the 
riffht  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Lreland,  that  the  appointments 
should  be  made  bv  the  Judges,  sub- 
ject to  the  approval  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. 

M&.  LAW  opposed  the  Amendment. 
He   considered    it    desirable    that   the 
Judges  should  have  the  appointment  of 
the  officers  with  whom  they  would  have 
to  work,  and  with  whom    they  were 
brought  into  daily  contact.    It  must  be 
remembered  that  the  Bill  provided  for 
the  complete  re-organization  of  the  Staff 
of  the  Irish  Courts,  and  it  would  be  the 
fault  of  the  Treasury  if  there  was  a 
single  officer  in  excess  of  the  proper 
number  necessary  for  the  discharge  of 
the  duties.  Those  who  were  best  quiuified 
to  form  a  correct  judgment  considered 
that  the  patronage  ought  to  be  given  to 
the  Judges,  and  it  would,  in  his  opi- 
nion, be  a  great  mistake  to  vest  the  ap- 
pointments in  a  Minister  of  State.   Not  a 
single  instance  had  been  given  of  the 
abuse  of  Judicial  patronage  in  Ireland, 
and  there  was  no  reason  why  there  should 
be  a  different  system  there  from  that 
which  existed  in  England.    It  could  not 
be  expected  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
himself  would  know  who  were  the  proper 
persons  to  appoint ;  he  must  in  that  re- 
spect be  guided  by  others,  and  probably 
by  the  very  Judges  to  whom  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  entrust  the  duty  of 
makinff  these  appointments.    He  (Mr. 
Law)  uierefore  asked  the  Committee  to 
adopt  the  clause  in  the  Bill. 

Ma.  MACARTNEY  referred  to  a  case 
in  which  a  Judge  appointed  a  cousin  of 
his  own  to  an  important  lucrative  situa- 
tion, thus  indicatmg  the  influence  of  re- 


lationship in  the  bestowal  of  appoint- 
ments. 

Mb.  butt,  interrupting,  said,  he 
could  assure  the  Committee  that  th*e  hon. 
and  learned  Judge  to  whom  the  hon. 
Member  aUuded  did  not  appoint  his  own 
cousin  to  the  situation,  and  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  mistaken  in  the  statement 
he  had  made. 

Mb.  macartney  :  Then,  if  he  did 
not  appoint  his  own  cousin,. he  appointed 
the  cousin  of  a  brother  Judge.  He  (Mr. 
Macartney)  entertained  a  great  respect 
for  the  Judges  on  the  Irish  Bench ;  but 
he  did  not  uke  to  see  patronage  placed 
in  their  hands  which  they  might  not  in 
their  distribution  of  it  bestow  on  the 

Sersons  best  qualified  to  discharge  the 
uties  of  the  situations  to  which  they 
were  appointed. 

Mr.  DUNBAR  said,  that  the  Judges 
had  signed  a  memorial  to  the  effect  tnat 
they  ought  to  be  on  the  same  footing  as 
their  English  brethren.  In  his  opimon, 
the  patronage  in  question  was  very  pro- 
perly vested  in  them. 

Sib  WILLIAM   HARCOUET  sup- 
ported  the  Amendment,  and  said  it  was 
the  only  patronage  that  was  exercised 
without  anyone  beine  able  to  question 
it.    Patronage  should  be  in  the  hands 
of  persons  responsible  to  Parliament.    It 
would  be  a  good  thing  if  the  Judges  had 
not  as  much  patronage  as  thev  bad  at 
present,  seeing  that  they  were  irrespon- 
sible as  to  its  exercise.    It  would  be 
difficult  to  alter  that  patronage;   but 
now  that  they  were  discussing  the  ques- 
tion as  to  how  the  patronage  was  to  be 
exercised,  he  certainly  was  in  favour  of 
leaving  it  in  the  hands  of  the  Crown, 
where  it  would  be  best  exercised.    The 
Attorney  General  [for  England^defended 
the  appointments  generally  made  by  the 
Judges.    There  were  no  recent  instances 
of  bad  appointments.    The  question  was, 
whether  the  appointments  should  be  in 
the  hands  of  the  President  of  Divisions, 
who  knew  what  was  wanted,  or  in  the 
hands  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  who  gene- 
raUy  knew  nothing  of  the  duties  re- 
quired to  be  performed  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  did  not  agree  with  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Har- 
court).  It  was  useless  to  talk  of  bad  ap- 
pointments made  in  former  days.  Such 
assertions  only  exemplified  what  seemed 
to  be  the  disposition  of   several  hon. 
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Members  in  that  House,  whenever  they 
got  a  chance,  to  attack  the  Judges.  The 
proposal  before  the  House  was  simply 
preventive  of  liie  proper  principle — 
namely,  that  the  patronage  should  be 
exercised  by  the  persons  most  capable 
of  judging  of  the  qualities  necessary  for 
the  office.  That  principle,  it  oouldbe  seen, 
had  generally  been  carried  out  by  the 
Judges  in  England.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Charles  Lewis)  had  spoken  sneeringly 
of  the  Judges  as  not  free  from  the 
ordinary  infirmities  of  human  nature. 
But  if  the  Judges  were  ordinary  human 
beings,  they  must  desire,  for  their  own 
reputation  and  credit,  though  they 
might  from  time  to  time  appoint  mem- 
bers of  their  own  family,  that  the  per- 
sons so  appointed  should  be  fit  to  dis- 
charge the  duties.  He  put  it  to  the 
Committee  whether  these  appointments 
ought  not  rather  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
Judges  of  the  Division,  who  knew  every- 
thing about  the  requirements  necessary 
to  fiu  them  with  efficiency,  than  that 
they  should  be  made  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, who  did  not,  and  could  not, 
know  anything  at  all  about  them,  and 
who  would  probably  be  influenced  by 
political  considerations. 

Ma.  OALLAN  said,  if  they  gave  the 
patronage  to  the  Presidents  of  the  Four 
Courts,  they  would  have  a  happy  family 
party  of  relatives  of  the  Judges,  but  if 
they  gave  it  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
they  would  get  the  ablest  men  appointed. 
He  entertained  great  respect  for  those 
learned  gentlemen ;  but  he  would  rather 
not  see  them  vested  with  the  power, 
and  he  should  therefore  suppcnt  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tyrone  (Mr.  Macartney). 

Captain  NOLAN  said,  the  question 
was,  whether  this  House  would  rather 
see  the  appointments  to  offices  in  the 
Courts  of  Law  in  the  hands  of  two  offi- 
cial persons,  or  in  those  of  the  Judges. 
The  14  or  16  learned  gentlemen  to  whom 
it  was  proposed  to  give  the  patronage 
would  have  14  or  15  times  as  many 
relatives  as  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
they  certainly  would  not  be  so  amenable 
to  public  opinion.  He  would  cite  a 
case  of  appointment  of  officers  on  the 
Staff  of  the  Army.  If  the  appointments 
were  left  in  the  hands  of  the  officer  in 
command  of  the  Staff  he  might,  as  they 
fell  vacant,  fill  the  vacancies  with  his 
own  relations,  and  it  must  be  clear  to 
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everyone  that  in  10  or  12  years  the 
Staff  of  the  British  Army  would  be 
composed  of  the  general  officers*  rela- 
tions.       

Mb.  BUTT,  in  opposing  the  Amend- 
ment, said,  the  Committee  diould  be 
careful  not  to  vest  the  power  of  appoint- 
ment to  offices  in  the  Courts  of  Law  in 
the  hands  of  persons  who  might  exer- 
cise the  patronage  for  politicid  objects. 
He  would  mention,  in  illustration  of  his 
opinion,  that  a  Member  of  that  House 
who  always  supported  the  Government, 
and  who,  having  a  brother  for  whom  he 
was  desirous  to  obtain  an  appointment 
which  had  become  vacant,  hesitated  as 
to  the  side  on  which  he  should  give  his 
vote  when  an  important  and  dose  divi- 
sion was  expected,  but  who,  when  im- 
portuned by  the  Government  to  give 
them  his  customary  support,  said — 
''What  about  the  situation  whicli  I 
want  for  my  brother  ?  "  The  Govern- 
ment entered  into  his  views,  and  gave 
to  the  hon.  Member's  brother  the  coveted 
appointment,  thus  showing  how  political 
patronage  was  disposed  of  in  filling  up 
official  appointments.  He  maintuned 
that  the  Judges  were  the  fittest  persons 
to  have  the  power  of  appointment,  and 
he  would  Tefer  to  a  recent  instance  in 
which  the  four  Judges,  thoueh  swearing 
in  the  person,  declared  that  he  was  not 
fit  for  tne  office.  He  protested  against 
making  these  appointments  politicid  and 
handing  them  over  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant, to  be  pestered  by  recommendations 
of  Members  of  Parliament.  It  was 
supposed  in  Ireland  that  Downing 
Street  had  got  its  name  from  the  fre- 
quent visits  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  M'Carthy  Downing),  He 
believed  the  Judges  in  Ireland  had  ex- 
ercised their  patronage  in  the  most 
honest,  fair,  and  honourable  manner. 

Mb.  PARNELL  expressed  his  sym- 
pathy with  the  Amendment  and  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Macartney),  who 
sought  to  throw  the  whole  of  the  pa- 
tronage of  the  appointments  into  the 
hands  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  Although 
the  appointments  by  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant to  magistracies  and  to  the  Bench 
had  not  been  all  that  they  could  wish, 
he  was  opposed  to  the  creation  of  new 
vested  interests  appertaining  to  the 
Judges.  He  was  in  favour  of  open 
competition,  and  he  submitted  that  the 
(Government  had  not  shown  that  appre- 
ciation of  modem  requirements  which 
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might  liaTe  been  expected  from  them. 
It  was  said  that  mpeoial  knowledge  was 
required  for  appointments  to  the  offices 
conneeted  witn  the  Law  Ooorts.  But 
how  was  it  that  persons  without  special 
knowledge  were  appointed  to  offices  in 
the  Army  and  Navy  Departments  or  to 
the  Civil  Service  of  India?  In  the 
United  States  of  America  the  offices 
were  often  filled  bj  persons  having  no 
special  qualification  for  them,  but  by 
political  influence.  That  system  pre- 
vailed long.  He  thought  it  was  rather 
too  late  now  to  speak  of  special  know- 
ledge. It  was  proposed  to  make  the 
Irisn  Judicature  Bill  different  in  im- 
portant points  of  consideration  from  the 
English  Judicature  Bill. 

Mb.  Y£BN£B,  referring  to  the  pro- 
posal to  give  the  Lord  lieutenant  of 
Ireland  a  power  to  veto  appointments 
made  by  the  Judges,  said,  he  was 
stronffly  opposed  to  any  power  of  that 
kind  Doing  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  his  opinion  being  that 
the  exercise  of  such  a  power  would  make 
matters  worse  than  ever. 

Ms.  BIOOAB,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment,  said,  there  were  some  hon. 
Members  in  this  House  who,  in  reference 
to  the  patronage  which  Members  of 
Parliament  were  supposed  to  have, 
daimed  the  right  to  dispose  of  it,  and 
even  for  their  own  advantage.  ["  Name, 
name !  'H  He  knew  one  hon.  Grentleman 
who  had  expressed  himself,  as  he 
thought,  in  that  sense.  The  only  sound 
m^stem  of  appointment  was  open  compe- 
tition. All  other  systems  were  variously 
injurious.  The  Bill  proposed  to  give 
power  to  the  Judge  to  fix  the  situations, 
and  then  to  fill  them  up. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  said, 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Oavan  referred 
to  him  (Mr.  McCarthy  Downing)  in  the 
allusion  he  had  made,  he  repu<uated  it. 
He  had  never  been  guilty  of  corruption. 
He  was  far  above  it.  During  his  ab- 
sence from  the  House  he  understood 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  had  said  that  there  was  an 
idea  that  Downing  Street  got  its  name 
from  his  frequent  visits  there.  The  fact 
was,  that  the  only  time  he  had  gone  to 
Downing  Street  since  1874  was  in  the 
company  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber.   

Ma.  BUTT,  in  explanation  of  his 
visit  to  the  Irish  Office  in  company  with 
the  hon.  Membor  for  Ck>rk,  said,  he  in- 


timated to  the  hon.  Member  on  that 
occasion  that  perhaps  his  constituents 
might  not  like  to  hear  that  he  had  been 
to  the  Irish  Office,  and  that  he  might 
not  be  quite  safe  in  their  hands. 

Mr.  M^OAETHY  DOWNING:  I 
tell  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  that  I  am  as  safe,  and  perhaps 
safer,  in  the  hands  of  my  constituents 
than  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  is 
in  those  of  his  constituents. 

Question  put,  ''That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Oommittee  divided: — Ayes  66; 
Noes  198:  Majority  132.— (Div.  List, 
No.  289.) 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Golman  O'Looh- 
LEN,  the  following  words  were  inserted 
in  page 46,  line 33,  after  ''following :'* — 

**  All  junior  clerkships  in  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  shall  be  filled  up  by  open  competition. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  shall,  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners,  make  regu- 
lations as  to  the  qualification  of  candidates  and 
the  subjects  of  examination." 

Further  Amendments  made. 

Olause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Olause  75  (Powers  of  Conmxissioners 
to  administer  oaths),  etruek  out, 

Glauses  76  and  77  agreed  to. 

Clause  78  (aerks  of  Assise  and  Nisi 
Prius). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Law,  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment  was  made : — In 
page  51,  line  40,  after  "circuit,"  insert, 
''  and  at  winter  assizes." 

Olause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Olause  79  (Solicitors  and  attorneys), 
agreed  to, 

Olause  80  (Bules  of  Law  to  applj  to 
inferior  Courts). 

Mb.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  (for 
Mr.  Mtjkfhy,)  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, at  end  of  clause,  to  add  the 
words — 

"  And  Rules  of  Court  as  to  pleading,  practice* 
and  procedure,  empowered  to  oe  made  by  Order 
in  Council  as  hereinbef ore  provided,  shaU  be  ap- 
plicable to  Local  Courts  of  Record  in  Ireland, 
or  to  such  one  or  more  of  them,  and  to  such  ex- 
tent and  in  such  manner  only  as  said  order  may 
direct." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Qibsok)  approved  the 
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Amendment^  which  he  said  was  ren- 
dered necessary  by  an  omission  in  the 
first  Common  Law  Protection  Act. 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  inserted. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  81  and  82  agreed  to. 

Clause  83  (Saving  as  to  Lord  Chan- 
cellor). 

Mr.  BIGGAR  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  53,  line  36,  after  '*  re- 
tained," insert — '*  so  that  they  shall  in 
no  case  increase."  He  thought  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  should  not  be  allowed 
to  increase  salaries. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  pointed  out 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  could  only  act 
with  the  assent  of  the  Treasury,  which 
was  a  sufficient  check  on  the  abuse  of 
the  power. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  the  following 
clauses  were  read  a  first  and  second 
time,  and  added  to  the  Bill : — 

(ProyiBionB  of  21  and  22  Yio.  c.  27,  and  of  26  and 
26  Vic.  c.  46,  to  apply  to  tliis  Act.) 

"  All  the  provisions  with  reference  to  the  as- 
sessment of  the  amount  of  damages,  or  the  trial 
of  Questions  of  fact  by  or  before  the  High  Court 
of  Chancery  in  Ireland,  which  are  contained  in 
*The  Chancery  Amendment  Act,  1858,'  or 
*  The  Chancery  Regulation  (Ireland^  Act,  1862,* 
shall  apply  to  the  assessment  of  oamages  and 
the  determination  of  questions  of  fact  by  or  be- 
fore the  Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court 
as  constituted  by  this  Act,  or  any  judge  thereof, 
anything  in  this  Act  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
stauiding." 

(Powers  of  commissioners  to  administer  oaths.) 

"  Every  person  who  is  or  shall  be  authorised 
to  administer  oaths  in  any  of  the  courts  whose 
jurisdiction  is  hereby  transferred  to  the  High 
Court  of  Justice,  shall  be  a  commissioner  to  ad- 
minister oaths  in  all  causes  and  matters  whatso- 
ever which  may,  from  time  to  time,  be  depend- 
ing in  the  said*  High  Court  or  in  the  Court  of 
Appeal:  and  every  such  commissioner,  if  a 
solicitor,  is  hereby  authorised  to  exercise  his 
functions  as  such  commissioner  in  any  part  of 
Ireland  without  regard  to  any  limit  of  place 
specified  in  his  commission.  And  all  answers, 
disclaimers,  examinations,  and  affidavits  in 
causes  or  matters  depending  in  any  of  the  courts 
whose  jurisdiction  is  hereby  transferred  to  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  or  Court  of  Appeal,  or  in 
the  said  High  Court  of  Justice  or  Court  of  Ap- 
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peal,  and  also  acknowledgments  igquirsd  lor  fbr 
purpose  of  enrolling  any  deed  in  any  of  the  ani 
courts,  or  affidavits  to  memoriahf  for  the  pnrpoH 
of  registering  deeds  in  Ireland,  shall  and  ney 
be  sworn  and  taken  in  England  or  Soathmd,« 
the  Isle  of  Man,  or  the  Channel  TtkiMJe,  <v  m 
any  oolong,  island,  plantatioin»  or  pleoe  aadv 
the  dominion  of  Her  M^esty  in  foragn  ptftt» 
before  any  judge,  court,  notary  public*  or  p« 
lawfully  authorised  to  Bdminist^rr  oaths  in 
country,  colony,  isLandf  plantatioo,  or 
respectively,  or  before  any  of  Her  Majmtft 
Consuls  or  Vice  Consols  in  any  fanigA  perti 
out  of  Her  Miyesty's  dominions;  and tlM  jiMga 
and  other  officers  of  the  several  divioioos  ai  the 
said  High  Court  or  Court  of  AmMaL,  and  she 
the  regirtrar  and  other  officers  of  the  oAo*  lor 
the  Registry  of  Deeds  in  Ireland  shall  take  jui^ 
cial  notice  of  the  seal  or  signatore,  ae  the  cms 
may  be,  of  any  such  court,Jadge,  noUrr  pohlie, 
person.  Consul,  or  Yioe  Uonsol  attached,  d- 
pended,  or  subscribed  to  anv  snch  aaswen,  &• 
claimers,  examinations,  and  affidavite,  adiiDw* 
lodgments,  memorials,  or  other  documents  to  bs 
used  in  the  said  High  Court,  or  in  any  of  the 
divisions  thereof,  or  in  the  Court  of  Apyl,  or 
in  the  office  for  the  Begristry  of  Deeds  m  Ir»> 
land." 

Mb.  BIGK^AB  moved,  as  an  Aniflod- 
ment,  after  Clause  18,  to  insert  tha  Hol- 
lowing clause : — 

(Judges  shall  retire  at  the  age  of  eerenty.) 

'*A11  judges  of  Supreme  Cotnt  shall  ntm 
as  soon  as  they  have  rsached  the  age  ci  eereaty 
years." 

He  had  heard  the  Bill  described  s«  a 
lawyers'  Bill ;  but  his  Amendment  vm 
more  in  the  interest  of  the  public  thsa 
the  Profession,  and  had  £or  its  object 
the  increase  of  the  efficiency  of  the  ad* 
ministration  of  justice.  In  putting  the 
age  at  70,  he  did  not  think  ue  Qojvnh 
ment  would  object ;  for  in  a  <^«T>na^^  & 
short  time  ago  the  Gbvemment  fixed  the 
age  at  which  Army  chaplains  retired  at 
60.  There  had  been  instances  on  the 
Irish  Bench  where,  £rom  physical  weak* 
ness,  the  Judge  could  not  sit  after  li 
o'clock.  He  cud  not  know  the  age  of  a 
single  Jud^  now  sitting,  and  thsrefbis 
there  could  be  no  suspicion  of  politkil 
or  other  feeling. 

New  Clause  (Judges  shall  retire  st 
the  age  of  seventy, >-(lfr.  Biggm'^Y- 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Queetion  propostd, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  seooai 
time." 

Mn.  M'CAETHY  DOWNING 
thought  the  Amendment  was  not  ia 
the  best  form  which  might  be  dstiaid. 


— Ayes    20 ; 
-(Div.  List, 
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There  were  many  men  at  70  whose  in-   the  clause  now  before  the  Oommittee  to 

telleet  and  faculties  were  as  clear  as    a  division. 

others  at  50.    At  the  same  time,   he 

thought  some  such  limitation  requisite, 

and  that  the  power  would  be  very  pro- 

perij  Tested  in  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Oibsok)  was  happy  to 
say  that  he  believed  there  was  hardly 
in  Ireland  a  single  Judge  of  the  Superior 
Courts  of  the  age  of  70.  Two  of  the 
Cliief  Judges  were  well  under  50,  so  that 
was  satismctoiT  if  this  clause  should 
become  law.  But  no  arbitrary  rule  of 
the  kind  could  be  laid  down,  and,  as 
had  been  said,  some  men  broke  down  at 
40,  and  others  had  all  the  strength  of 
their  intellect  beyond  70.  The  rule  would 
alao  open  up  a  long  vista  of  pensions  for 
retiring  Judges — no  unimportant  consi- 
deration. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  a  reasonable  one.  Surely 
when  a  man  had  filled  the  allotted  space 
of  most  ordinary  men — three-score  years 
and  ten — after  ffood  service  to  hiseountry, 
he  should  be  allowed  to  retire.  He  be- 
lieved some  limit  ought  to  be  put  to  the 
age  of  a  Judge,  f^  laugh,']  Me  did  not 
mean  the  natural  life  of  the  man,  but  his 
oflicial  life.  Li  various  branches  of  the 
Public  Service  officers  were  forced  to 
retire  at  an  ag^  earlier  than  this.  Judges 
had  been  known  to  sit  upon  the  Irish 
Bench  after  they  were  so  deaf  as  to  re- 
quire to  have  an  answer  repeated  two 
or  three  times;  and  there  were  other 
cases  of  Judges  exercising  their  functions 
^ears  after  they  had  become  physically 
incapable  of  doing  so  properly. 

Mjt.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  ffave  the 
clause  a  qualified  support,  and  recom- 
mended the  addition  of  words  which 
would  give  the  Lord  Lieutenant  for  the 
time  being  power  to  extend  the  time  for 
a  Judge's  x^rement  beyond  the  age  of 
70  years,  if  he  thought  the  Judge  in 
question  still  capable  of  efficiently  per- 
lorming  his  duties.  A  man's  brains 
were  generally  gone  at  70,  but  there 
might  be  exceptions.  Lord  Campbell 
was  a  ^ood  Judge  for  10  years  after  he 
attained  his  70th  year.  There  were, 
however,  on  the  Bench  at  the  present 
time  Judges  who,  much  as  they  were 
respected,  had  neverthdess  outlived  Uie 
vimur  of  their  intellect. 

Bin.  BIGOAR  approved  of  the  sug- 
sestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 
He  was  determined,  however,  to  press 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  228:  Majority  203.- 
No.  240.) 

Mn.  BIGOAR  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, the  insertion  of  the  following 
clause: — 

(Lord  lieutenant  shall  call  on  Judge  in  failing 
health  to  retire.) 

"  At  soon  as  a  Judge  becomes  unfit  to  perform 
his  duties  from  defective  sight  or  hearing  he 
shall  be  called  upon  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or 
Lord  Justices  to  retire." 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOQHLEN  said,  he 
could  find  no  Justification  for  such  a 
clause.  If  a  Judge  should  retain  his 
seat  after  becoming  blind  or  deaf,  then 
it  was  a  case  for  the  House  of  Commons 
to  decide,  but  it  was  monstrous  to  give 
such  power  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Oibsok)  objected  to  the 
clause.  It  would  be  an  invidious,  an 
odious,  task  for  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or 
anj  other  person  to  have  cast  upon  him 
to  measure  the  exact  amount  of  infir- 
mity which  should  disqualify  a  Judge 
from  performing  his  duties.  It  was  a 
matter  which  ought  to  be  left  to  the 
influence  of  public  opinion,  as  expressed 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  H^  must 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  not  to  press 
his  Motion,  and  leave  the  power  to  the 
Houses  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  that  the  remedy 
would  be  arrived  at  in  a  roundabout 
way,  and  he  would  sug^gest  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Oeneral  for 
Ireland  might  facilitate  the  matter  by  a 
proposal  on  Report  to  prevent  a  scandal 
which  existed  m  Ireland,  arising  from 
incapacity,  through  bodily  infirmity,  of 
Judges  to  dischax^  their  duties. 

liut.  BI(}OAR  expressed  himself  ready 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment,  but  said 
that  the  continuance  of  blind  and  deaf 
Judges  on  the  Irish  Bench  had  been  a 
grave  scandal,  as  some  had  continued 
uiere  merely  for  the  sake  of  keeping 
political  opponents  off  the  Bench. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Tab  CHAIRMAN  ruled  that  the  pro- 
posed new  clause  standing  on  the  Notice 
Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oavan  (Mr.  Biffgar)  and  providing 
that  all  Election  Petitions  be  tried  by 


House  resumed  its  Sittiiig  at  Nine  of 
the  clook. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

CEIMINAL    LAW  — PARDON    OF    THE 
FENIAN  CONVICTS.— EESOLUTION. 

Mb.  O'CONNOE  POWER,  in  rising 
to  move — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  time 
has  come  when  Her  Majesty's  gracious  pardon 
maybe  advantageouslv  extended  to  the  nrisoners, 
whether  convicted  before  the  Civil  Tribunals  or 
by  Courts  Martial,  who  are  and  have  been  for 
many  years  undergoing  punishment  for  oflfeoces 
arisinff  out  of  insurrectionary  movements  con* 
nected  with  Ireland," 

said,  that  as  he  had  firequentlj  addressed 
the  House  on  this  subjeot,  it  was  only 
necessary  for  him  to  make  a  very  brief 
statement  on  the  present  occasion,  partly 
as  an  act  of  courtesy  to  the  hon.  Members 
who  were  present,  and  partly  because  of 
certain  utterances  which  had  recently 
proceeded  from  the  Treasury  Bench.  In 
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three  Judges,  one  from  each  of  the 
Common  Law  Courts,  was  out  of  Order, 
as  being  inconsistent  with  Clause  41. 

Mb.  PAENELL  wished  to  know  why 
the  proposed  new  clause  was  out  of 
Order?  They  desired  to  increase  the 
number  of  Judges. 

The  chairman  said,  that  the 
clause  was  out  of  Ordw,  inasmuch  as 
Clause  41  incorporated  the  Elections 
Act  of  1868,  which  provided  that  Elec- 
tion Petitions  should  be  tried  by  one 
Judge. 

1^.  BIGGAB  was  proceeding  to 
move  Amendments  to  the  Schedule, 
when 

It  beiae  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
dock.  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  thia 
day. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
ag^n  thia  day. 

And  it  being  now  Seven  of  the  dock, 
House  suspended  its  Sitting. 


his  judgment  the  oontinned  ii 
of  these  politioal  prisonen  waa  not  qa^ 
a  source  of  grave  dissatisfacdoii,  boi  «f 
grave  disaffection  amongst  the  peools  if 
Lrdand,  and  was  also  a  Mnirce  of  sir- 
prise  to  many  influential  and  wwpaftriik 
persons  in  this  oountiy  who,  after  calm 
and  impartial  inquiry,  failed  to  d»- 
cover  any  grounds  of  aoaad  paUk 
policy  to  justify  the  deteotioo  of  thM» 
prisoners.  Last  year  it  was  his  daty 
in  connection  wiUi  the  hon.  Menbsr 
for  limerick,  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  oonnty  of  dare  (LoH 
Francis  Conyngham),  to  forward  a  M*- 
morial  to  the  Prime  Minister  in  fivov 
of  an  unconditional  amnesty  for  thsw 
men,  signed  by  188  Membera  of  Pnii- 
ment,  and  the  signatures  would  hsi* 
been  mudi  more  numerous  had  not  waacf 
hon.  Members  been  under  the  iiiipuwMs 
that  most  of  the  pisoners  who  were  idD 
detained  were  convicted  of  ofiEBOoet  of  a 
very  aggravated  nature*  After  tiis  Mt- 
morial  had  been  forwarded,  and  had 
been  favoured  by  a  negative  reply  fxom. 
the  Home  Secretary,  he  bmight  lk/t 
subject  before  the  House,  and  was  sop- 
ported  on  that  occasion  by  several  Eng- 
lish Members,  induding  two  ex-CabssiC 
Ministers,  who  had  not  signed  the  Me- 
morial, their  votes  being  gained  beessM 
he  was  able  to  show  to  some  extsi^  thst 
the  prisoners  had  not  oommitted  offeMW 
of  the  aggravated  eharaoter  which  tkoM 
hon.  Members  had  previously  been  M 
to  believe  was  the  cause  of  their  pomdi- 
ment.  But,  before  bringing  the  q«M- 
tion  under  Ihe  notice  of  the  House,  h« 
endeavoured  to  obtain  the  records  of  the 
proceeding  before  the  court  martial,  ssd 
m  the  trials  at  Manchester,  and  the  Go- 
vernment having  declined  to  prodaot 
those  records,  they  were  no  longer  it 
liberty  to  found  any  argument  upon  tht 
g^vitv  of  the  offences.  His  oosorfs- 
tions  had  reference  to  the  prisoiwn. 
three  of  whom  were  oonvieted  of  ofioKei 
against  the  Artides  of  War,  and  two  ol 
partidpation  in  the  attack  upon  tbe 
prison  van  at  Manchester,  and  the  skoot- 
mg  of  Sergeant  Brett.  He  did  not  p 
into  the  case  of  the  sixth,  booasss  m 
was  glad  to  remember  that  the  Hoai* 
Secretary  stated  that  that  case  was  oadtf 
consideration  of  the  Qovemiiienty  and  W 
hoped  that  if  not  that  at  least  at  si 
early  day  the  Home  Secretary  wouU  bt 
able  to  annoonoe  the  release  of  Mkfcaii 
Davitt.    The  whole  questiosi  isfohil 
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nothing  more  tiian  the  liberation  of  fax 
indiTidoab.    Three  of  them  had  already 
Buffered  11  years'  penal  servitude  for 
what  ^rere  called  military  offences,  bnt 
what  he  called  political.    He  would  not, 
howerer,   quarrel  with  the   term,  but 
would  ask  the  House  to  consider  the 
proTOcation  these  men  received,  in  the 
state  of  Ireland,  the  non-action  of  Par- 
liament, and  the  refusal  for  a  long  period 
to  redress  admitted  grievances;  and  it 
should  also  be  remembered  that  they 
were  nothing  more  than  the  tools  and 
instruments  of  a  political  organization. 
Then,  he  would  ask  whether  they  had 
not  expiated  whatever  offence  they  were 
g^nilty  of  by  11  long  years  of  imprison- 
ment ?    One  of  the  three  militi^  pri- 
son^fs  was  Corporal  Chambers,  at  whose 
trial  by  court  martial  Constable  Talbot 
and  other  Government  witnesses  against 
the  Fenian  prisoners  were  examined  for 
the  purpose  of  establishing  a  connection 
between  the  acts  of  the  accused  and  the 
Fenian  Brotherhood.   If  these  men  were 
not  political  offenders,  he  wanted  to  know 
why  the  Government  did  not  demand 
the  extradition  as  ordinary  criminals  of 
the  six  others  who,  last  year,  when  the 
Prime  Minister  was  coldly  refusing  to 
pnrohase  a  nation's  gratitude  by  releas- 
ing these  men,  were  snatched  out  of  the 
hands  of  their  keepers  in  Western  Aus- 
tralia and  conveyed  to  America,  and  why 
they  did  not  protest  against  their  being 
received    as  political  offenders?    That 
circumstance  went  to  show  that,  even  in 
the  secret  consciousness  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  there  must  be  an    acknow- 
ledgment of  the  political  character  of  the 
offences  committed  by  these  men.   None 
of  the  prisoners  for  whom  he  pleaded 
took  any  part  in  the  Clerkenwell  ex- 
plosion ;  and  though  he  had  heard  hon. 
Members  sav  that  they  would  vote  for  the 
release  of  all  the  other  prisoners,  it  was 
a  fact  that  those  who  were  concerned  in 
that  act  had  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
law,  or  by  the  clemency  of  the  Crown, 
been  liberated  long  ago.    In  the  case  of 
the  Manchester  prisoners,  which  was  a 
stronff  one  in  tneir  favour,  it  was  not 
denira  that  the  shooting  of  Sergeant 
Brett  was  not  a  deliberate  act.  Anattack 
was  made  upon  the  prison  van  which 
contained  two  disting^uished  leaders  of 
the  Fenian  movement,  and  a  revolver 
whidi  was  fired  into  Ihe  lock  of  the  van 
happened    to    shoot    Sergeant    Brett. 
Without  attempting  to  dispute  that  the 


offence  was  technically  a  capital  one,  he 
would  point  out  that  never  was  an 
offence  of  the  same  dimensions  expa- 
tiated and  avenged  by  the  public  law 
with  greater  severity.  Three  human 
lives  had  been  sacrificed  in  consequence 
of  the  accidental  shooting  of  Sergeant 
Brett,  and  six  or  seven  men  xmderwent 
five  years'  penal  servitude  in  connection 
trith  the  same  offence.  He  did  not  ask 
the  House  to  pass  any  censure  on  the 
president  of  the  court  martial  or  the 
J  udges  as  to  the  sentences  passed  upon 
the  prisoners,  but  the  evidence  in  the 
case  of  the  Manchester  prisoners  was  in 
some  respects  of  so  mcomplete  and 
tainted  a  character,  that  one  man  who 
was  sentenced  to  be  executed  was  after- 
wards liberated,  because  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  found  that  he  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  transaction.  Judged  by  the 
example  of  other  nations  the  conduct  of 
the  British  Government  in  the  treatment 
of  Irish  political  prisoners  was  without 
a  parallel.  The  crisis  in  which  France 
had  recently  been  plunged  did  not  pre- 
vent the  iSresident  from  releasing  800 
Communists,  whose  object  had  been  to 
overturn  the  very  foundations  of  society ; 
and  immediately  after  the  dose  of  the 
Civil  War  in  America,  the  cry  of  the 
Northern  States  was  for  an  amnesty  for 
the  South,  and  not  for  revenge ;  and  the 
subsequent  policy  of  the  American  Go- 
vernment in  the  same  direction  had  been 
universaUv  reconiized  as  wise  and 
statesmanlike.  &  they  really  wished 
reconciliation,  that  was  the  way  the 
Gk)vemment  should  deal  with  the  Irish 
people;  but  they  had  taken  a  course 
which  tended  to  Keep  alive  the  strife  of 
centuries,  and  to  five  point  to  a  popular 
Irish  ballad  entiUed  The  Felom  oj  our 
Land,  in  which  occurs  the  line — 

**  A  felon*!  cap  'i  the  proudest  crown  an  Iriah 
bead  can  wear." 

They  would  not  succeed  in  degrading 
those  men  in  the  eyes  of  their  country- 
men any  more  than  they  succeeded  in 
the  same  thine  in  1848  ;  and  the  visitor 
to  Dublin  womd  find  in  the  centre  of  the 
greatest  thorouRhfare  in  the  city  the 
marble  form  of  the  gallant  leader  of  the 
Irish  people,  William  Smith  O'Brien. 
These  men  were  said  to  be  not  political 
prisoners,  but  felons.  The  Treason  Fe- 
lonv  Act  had  been  the  beginning  of  this 
notion,  and  how  had  it  suoceedea  ?  The 
issue  before  the  House  was  a  very  clear 
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and  simple  one.  There  were  six  men 
detained  ;  three  for  military  offences, 
who  had  suffered  1 1  years ;  two  for  par- 
ticipation in  the  shooting  of  Sergeant 
Brett,  and  one  had  been  convicted  of  a 
distinctly  political  offence  on  the  charge 
of  treason  felony.  He  appealed  to  the 
Government  once  more  to  re-consider 
the  whole  subject  of  the  Irish  political 
prisoners,  and  see  whether,  so  far  from 
endangering  the  public  peace  by  the 
liberation  of  those  men,  they  would  not 
rather  stir  the  fountains  of  Irish  grati- 
tude, and  produce  a  general  feeling  of 
satisfaction  in  Ireland.  Trusting  that 
the  answer  of  the  Government  would  not 
admit  of  the  reflection — 

'*  Forgiveness  to  the  injured  doth  belong ; 
They  never  do  forgive  who  do  the  wrong  " — 

he  would  conclude  by  moving  the  Beso- 
lution  of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Major  O'GORMAN,  in  rising  to 
second  the  Motion,  said,  that  after  the 
very  exhaustive  speech  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  he  had  very  few  re- 
marks to  make  on  that  very  important 
subject.  He  did  not  stand  tiiere  for  the 
purpose  of  palliating  in  the  slightest 
degree  the  acts  for  which  these  men 
were  confined  in  prison.  He  freely  ac- 
knowledged that  they  had  been  guilty 
of  the  offences  for  which  they  had  been 
punished.  He  was  too  well  aware  of 
the  necessity  of  maintaining  discipline 
to  say  one  word  in  palliation  of  the 
crimes  they  had  committed ;  but  he  was 
there,  in  his  place,  simply  as  a  Member  of 
Parliament,  to  ask  that  honourable  House, 
composed  of  the  first  ^Gentlemen  in 
Europe,  to  take  pity  on  these  poor  pri- 
soners. He  asked  no  more,  and  had 
nothing  to  say  in  their  defence.  They 
had  been  condemned,  and,  he  would 
acknowledge,  righteouslv  condemned. 
Was  it  intentional  to  stiU  promote  the 
imprisonment  and  punishment  of  those 
unfortunate  people  ?  He  rather  thought 
that  the  verdict  of  the  House  would  be 
the  reverse.  He  asked,  therefore,  for 
pity  for  these  people,  and  he  hoped  that 
he  should  not  be  disappointed.  But 
there  was  one  point  he  would  like  to 
arg^e  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  and  he  took  the  op- 
portunity of  acknowledging  that  no 
right  hon.  Member  ever  occupied  that 

Sosition  at  the  Home  Office  who  had 
one  so  much  justice  to  it,  or  shown 

Mr,  C  Connor  Fowtr 


more  consideration  for  the  just  ebim 
of  those  who    were   imprisoned.      H« 
rather  thought,  however,  that,   in  ika 
contest  with  respect  to  that  qoeadoa, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a 
mistake — and  he  was  not  aingalar  in  it 
— for  he  had  somewhat  forgott^i  tb« 
history  of  his  own  country,  in  adoptisg 
the  tactics  used  on  a  former  occsbod  ia 
reference  to  this  subject.     Other  hoB. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen^    who  had 
stood  up  in  former  Sessiona  on  tha  Con- 
servative side,  had   adopted  the  mow 
Srinciples  and  tactics  as  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman.      He    (Major    O'QonnaB) 
said  this  without  meaning  any  div»- 
spect ;  but  he  begg^  most  diadncdy  to 
dedare  to   the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa« 
and  to  the  House,  and  to  that  grasi 
country,  which  must  be  the  judge  of 
them  all,  that  it  was  not  oorrect  to  mt 
that  a  man  who  had  been  guilty  of  vio- 
lence, such  as  it  was  acknowledged  theas 
men  had  committed,  might  not  still  be  a 
political  offender.    He  could  prove  that 
most  of  the  gpreat  political  men  of  ih« 
country  for  centuries  back    had  been 
most  violent  political  offenders,  or  most 
violent  offenders;  he  would  leave  out 
the  word  '*  politiciEd.**    Their  poHcy  was 
political,  but  they  had  used  violenoe  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  their  poHtict 
into  effect.    And  he  maintained  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  thoee  wbu 
had  preceded  him,  in  oonaidering  that 
great  subject,  had  been  g^ty  of  inoor- 
rectness  in    saying   that   the   offenoes 
these  men  had  committed  were  simpiT 
the  offences  of  vulgar  murderen.     If 
these  men  had  been  guilty  simnly  of 
vulvar  murder,  then  the  histoxy  of  Eng- 
land contained  a  gpreat  many  very  vul- 
gar  murderers;   very   vulgar   indeed. 
For  he  thought  he  could  prove  that  th« 
most  celebrated  politioianB  in  Enghalb 
histoiy  were  men  who  had  made  use  of 
outrageous  violence.     He  would  ImjI^ 
at  the  very  head  of  sodetv.  Bichard  U.. 
King  of  England,  had  been  murdered 
by  ms  own  first  cousin.    He  happeaed, 
unfortunately,  to  be  in  Ireland— that 
unfortunate  country — when  Bolingbrt^ 
set  up  the  colours  of  rebellion  in  Eng* 
land.  And  when  the  unfortunate  Biohtfd 
landed,  he  was  arrested  and  sat  upon  a 
wretched  horse,  and  escorted  up  to  lioa* 
don.  He  was  the  undoubted  Eingof  Eng- 
land ;  there  was  no  doubt  about  it,  no 
man  could  dispute  it.    Hebegffedtokta 
on  that  question  longer  than  ne  shoaU 
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by  the  great  people  of  England  to  the 
man  who  muraex^  their  King,  and  who 
refused  to  allow  his  wife  to  be  Queen  of 
England,  to  which  she  was  by  right  en- 
titled, while  he  had  no  more  title  to  the 
Grown  of  England  than  he  (Major 
O'Gbrman)  had.  That  beautiful  Princess 
was  the  only  survivine  daughter  of  a 
man  who  had  been  King  of  England, 
and  whose  two  sons,  it  was  said,  were 
murdered  in  the  Tower,  though  he  did 
not  believe  a  word  of  it  himself.  Tet 
she  was  passed  by,  and,  instead  of  being 
Queen  Kegnant,  she  became  the  Queen 
Consort  of  the  rebel  bastard,  and  no  man 
in  that  House  could  deny  it.  He  would 
now  go  a  little  further  into  the  history 
of  England.  He  did  not  want  to  detain 
the  House  long,  and  he  was  sure  he 
might  appeal  with  confidence  to  hon. 
Members  whether  he  had  ever  been  a 
bore  in  the  House.  [^Cheers.']  He  was 
obliged  to  hon.  Gentlemen  for  acquitting 
him  of  that  at  least  by  those  cheers. 
He  now  came  to  a  rebel  who  was  not  so 
distinguished  a  murderer  as  Henry  Vll., 
he  meant  Oromwell.  He  murdered 
Charles  I.,  and  what  became  of  him? 
He  died  in  his  bed  comfortably  after- 
wards, the  Kuler  of  his  country.  It  was 
a  small  thin^  to  say  that  they  afterwards 
pulled  up  his  poor  remains  and  hung 
them  in  chains,  but  that  was  all  vanity. 
He  was  a  regicide ;  he  was  a  most  vio- 
lent politician,  far  more  violent  than 
those  poor  people  who,  after  10  or  12 
years'  imprisonment,  they  still  wished 
to  keep  in  prison— or  rather  the  v  did  not 
wish  it,  for  he  did  not  believe  there  was 
an  hon.  Member  on  the  other  side  who 
desired  to  prolong  their  punishment. 
How  could  they  with  the  history  of 
Cromwell  before  them,  who  murdered 
his  King  and  died  comfortably  in  his 
bed  ?  Cbuld  any  one  deny  that  ?  Not 
one.  He  was  well  known  in  England ; 
he  was  well  known  in  Europe ;  and 
England  was  never  so  much  respected 
as  she  was  during  the  Protectorate  of 
Cromwell.  So  much  for  a  violent  politi- 
cian of  former  days,  who  made  use  of 
the  most  violent  means  to  accomplish 
his  ends.  The  greatest  compliment  ever 
paid  to  Cromwell  was  when  Charles  H., 
the  son  of  the  man  who  was  murdered 
by  him,  sent  the  son  of  the  Earl  of  Cork 
to  ask  Cromwell  to  allow  his  daughter 
to  be  married  to  himself.  If  that  was 
to  be  the  reward  of  a  regicide,  let  them 
open  the  prison  doors  to  these    poor 


for  the  convenience  of  the  House, 
in  order  distinctly  to  prove  that  political 
offenders  had  generally  been  guilty  of 
the  most  violent  offences.  The  'King 
had  been  brought  up  to  London;  and 
was  it  necessary  for  him  to  go  through 
and  recapitulate  the  sufferings  of  that 
unfortunate  King  of  England  in  that 
▼ery  town  ?  No !  He  was  certain  that 
hon.  Members  all  about  him  were  too 
well  acquainted  with  their  own  history. 
He  had  been  murdered  in  that  town, 
and  his  Crown  had  been  put  on  the  head 
of  hia  murderer,  Henry  lY.  And  by 
the  will  of  whom?  By  the  will  of 
those  men  who  now  wanted  to  prose- 
cute further  the  incarceration  of  these 
wretched  Irishmen.  [^LaughterJ]  Well, 
if  they  denied  their  ancestry  there 
was  an  end  of  it,  and  he  was  with 
them.  Their  King  had  been  mur- 
dered by  a  rebel,  and  that  rebel  as- 
sumed the  Crown  and  put  it  on  his  own 
brow.  And  he  reigned,  and  his  son 
reigned,  and  his  g^randson.  And  yet  he 
had  been  guilty  of  the  most  utter  vio- 
lence that  any  man  could  have  been 
guilty  of.  Now,  there  was  an  instance 
which  he  thought  to  be  true.  He  would 
go  a  little  further.  He  would  show 
them  another  roval  rebel  and  regicide 
who  had  been  distinctly  reward^  by 
the  great  English  people — Henry  YII., 
Sir  HenxT  Tudor,  a  vulgar  Welsh 
knight.  Me  had  been  made  Earl  of 
Richmond  by  somebody,  whom  he 
knew  not,  and  he  did  not  care.  He 
was  only  a  bastard  great-grandson  of 
John  of  Gaunt.  What  did  he  do?  Let 
hon.  Members  remember  their  history. 
It  was  of  great  necessity  to  him  in  his 

S resent  case.  Bichard  HI.  was  the  un- 
oubted  King  of  England.  There  was  no 
mistake  about  it.  %ut  what  did  this 
regicide  and  rebel,  backed  by  the  people 
of  England,  do?  He  had  raised  the 
standard  of  rebellion,  and  in  open  battle 
defeated  his  own  King,  and  they  were 
told  in  Shakespeare,  but  nowhere  else  he 
wa«  glad  to  say,  that  he  had  murdered 
him  on  the  field  of  battle.  That  man, 
the  vulgar  Welsh  murdering  knight, 
had  been  made  King  of  England.  And 
vet  that  man  was  not  only  elected  King, 
but  they  took  the  Crown  off  the  head  of 
the  beautiful  Princess  Elizabeth,  the 
only  surviving  daughter  of  Edward  lY., 
who  was  made  Queen  Consort,  though 
•he  was  entitled  to  be  Queen  Hegnant. 
That  was  the  reward  which  was  given 
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people  at  onoe.  They  mtiAt  do  it ;  they 
could  not  refdse  it.  To  oome  farther 
down  to  more  modern  history,  there  was 
one  name  which  he  thought  would  be 
remembered  in  England  for  many  days, 
and  if  not  in  England,  at  least  it  would 
be  remembered  m  erery  other  country 
in  the  world — he  refenred  to  George 
Washington.  He  thought  it  would  be 
admitted  that  that  gentleman  was  rather 
a  violent  politician ;  yet  he  slept  in  an 
honoured  g^ve.  Nobody  passed  by  his 
grave  except  in  silence  and  in  ren>ect. 
That  man,  if  he  had  failed,  would  have 
been  treated  as  a  rebeL  He  was  sorry 
to  hear  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend — if 
he  would  allow  him  to  call  him  so — 
the  Member  for  Brighton  TOeneral 
Shute)  say  last  year  that  the  Irish  poli- 
tical prisoners  should  have  been  whipped 
at  the  cart's  tail.  Gheorge  Washi^^n 
never  whipped  the  Marquess  of  C^m- 
wallis  when  he  had  him  in  his  hands. 
No,  he  treated  him  with  respect,  as  one 
whom  he  had  conquered  in  honourable 
warfare ;  and  George  Washington,  the 
gpreatest  rebel  of  modem  times,  now 
slept  in  an  honoured  grave.  Was  it 
necessaiy  to  recapitulate  the  story  of 
Louis  Napoleon,  who  went  from  this 
country  to  Boulogne  and  deliberately 
with  a  pistol  shot  a  man  in  the  ranks 
of  the  French  Army?  What  was  his 
reward  ?  He  was  made  Emperor  of  the 
French.  What  was  he  to  say  with 
respect  to  Count  Andrassy  ?  Thousands 
of  pounds  were  offered  for  him  dead  or 
alive  by  the  Emperor  of  Austria.  He 
commanded  the  rebels  of  Hungary 
against  their  rightfiil  King — not  the 
Emperor  of  Austria,  but  the  Kinff  of 
Hungary — and  what  became  of  him? 
Was  he  in  gaol  like  those  poor  fellows, 
the  Fenian  prisoners?  No;  he  was 
now  Prime  Minister  of  Austria  and 
Hungary  too.  If  he  went  back  some 
thousands  of  vears — [^Laughtir,  and  * '  No, 
no ! "] — he  observed  that  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  l^te  for 
War,  though  not  exactly  impatient, 
rather  implored  him  not — and  he  assured 
him  it  was  not  his  intention  to  do  so ; 
but  if  he  were  to  ^  back  he  should 
instance  King  Mithndates.  He  reigned 
for  many  years  as  Eong  of  Pontus,  and 
he  executed  80,000  men  in  one  day. 
He  might  be  considered  a  veiy  violent 
politician,  but  no  one  dared  to  use 
violence  towards  him,  and  he  reigned 
to  tiie   hour  of  his  death  very  com* 
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fortabW,  and  was  never  pat  in  g&A  at 
alL  Theiv  sent  Julias  Ctasar  to  attack 
him,  but  he  was  too  late  for  old  Mithn* 
dates.  Then  there  was  an  officer  of  the 
name  of  Sylla,  whom  they  all  most  hare 
heard  of.  He  put  5,000  men  to  dec& 
one  day  while  he  was  eating  his 
luncheon.  Some  one  who  heard  the 
cries  of  the  victims  asked — **  What  are 
these  cries  ?  "  ''  Oh,"  said  he,  '*  A  few 
scoundrels  whom  I  have  ordered  to  be 
executed."  Yet  Sylla  was  not  only 
Dictator  of  Bome,  but  actuaUy  resigiMd 
that  position  in  order  that  toe  pMpU 
might  tiy  him  if  he  was  guilty  of  any 
crime,  and  they  deliberately  declared 
that  he  was  not ;  and  yet  he  was  a  most 
violent  politician.  He  hoped  with  all 
this  evidence  he  had  convinoed  hoa. 
(Gentlemen  opposite.  Were  they  pre- 
pared to  go  into  the  same  Lobby  with 
nim,  or  to  say  ''agreed?"  If  thm 
were,  he  should  not  say  another  woro. 
He  never  got  up  in  that  House  withoot 
intending  to  win.  He  hated  speaking; 
he  detested  it.  His  hon.  Fnend  the 
Member  for  Warwickshire  had  asked 
him  to  go  to  Oxford  to-morrow  for  aooke 
celebration  or  other.  He  gave  him  a 
half-promise  to  go,  but  when  he  was 
told  that  he  should  have  to  make  at 
least  three  speeches  he  decidedly  de- 
clined. Therefore,  as  he  was  not  food 
of  speaking,  if  hon.  Members  onlr  inti- 
mated that  they  were  convinoed  by  his 
arguments,  he  would  sit  down.  In  tiiat 
House  they  were  men,  they  were  Oesitle- 
men,  they  were  Christians;  he  hoped 
they  were  all  good  fellows;  and  he 
asked — Was  there  anv  good  feDow  in 
that  House  who  would  deny  liberation, 
after  their  lonjg^  incarceration,  to  thaas 
poor  men  ?  He  thought  he  had  proved 
his  case  so  far  by  the  nistorical  &ots  he 
had  cited,  but  he  should  throw  all 
those  arguments  overboard  and  go  alto- 
gether on  a  new  ground.  He  woald 
rely  altogether  upon  the  kindliness  and 
upon  the  good  heart  of  Her  Most 
Ghraoious  Majesty  Queen  Victoria  to 
release  these  prisoners,  and  he  was  sore 
that  if  his  request  were  conveyed  to 
her  she  would  release  them.  He  re- 
membered long  ago,  when  he  was  a 
young  man,  when   she   came   to   the 

Throne 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  the  in- 
troduction of  Her  Majesty's  name  into 
the  debate  is  out  of  Order, 
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IfAjOB  O'OOBMAN  said,  he  did  not 
intend  to  yiolate  the  Bules  of  the  Houae, 
bat  merely  to  mention  a  oiroumfttanoe 
that  came  under  his  personal  observa- 
tion in  1874,  and  whion  he  thought  he 
was  entitled  to  refer  to.  After  the 
Session  of  that  year,  the  first  Session  he 
had  spent  in  that  House,  he  returned 
to  Ireutnd,  and  one  day,  when  sitting  in 
his  room,  a  knook  oame  to  the  door.  He 
answered  the  knock  himself,  and  found 
outside  the  door  a  man,  poorly,  but  re- 
sjpectably,  dressed.  He  asked  him  what 
his  business  was,  and  the  man  said — 
"  In  the  month  of  May  last  my  wife  had 
three  children  at  a  birth,  and  I  wrote 
immediately  to  the  Palace  asking  for 
the  usual  sum  which  is  given  to  poor 
people  on  those  occasions."  ["  Ques- 
tion ! "]  He  said  he  received  an  answer 
from  General  Sir  Thomas  Biddulph  ask- 
ing for  particulars. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  am  vervunwilling 
to  interrupt  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber; but  I  fail  to  see  the  connection 
which  the  observations  he  is  now 
making  have  with  the  subject  before 
the  House. 

Major  O'OOBMAN  begged  pardon ; 
he  was  sorry  he  could  not  give  the 
anecdote  which  the  Speaker  had  ruled 
to  be  out  of  Order,  as  he  thought  it  one 
of  his  strongest  arguments.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  advise  Her 
Majesi^  at  all ;  but  would  leave  this  act 
of  leniency  to  Uie  ekerdse  of  her  un- 
doubted Prerogative.  [''Order!'']  He 
was  in  Order,  at  all  events  in  speaking 
of  the  Prerogative  of  the  Queen.  If  the 
Government  would  only  consent  to  sus- 
pend their  advice,  not  for  one  day,  but 
for  one  hour,  he  was  convinced  of  the 
success  of  the  Motion.  The  Prerogative 
of  mercy  was  a  grand  Prerogative.  If 
they  were  told  the  King  of  Sparta, 
Agesilaus,  suspended  the  law  of  his 
country  for  one  day,  let  the  Ministers  of 
England  suspend  their  advice  for  one 
hour,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
Boyal  Prerogative  would  be  graciously 
exercised.  Let  Her  Minestv  exercise 
her  Boyal  Prerogative  and  all  would  be 
well,  for  were  they  not  told  that — 

**  Th0  qoBhtr  ci  metey  iinot  itnixMd; 
It  droppetL  as  tho  g«otle  nin  from  heaven 
Upon  the  place  beneath :  it  is  twice  bleated ; 
It  bleweth  him  that  gives,  and  him  that  takes : 
Tis  mightiest  in  the  mightiest ;  it  becomes 
The  thnmM  monarch  better  than  his  crown; 
ffis  sceptre  shows  the  foroeoltenipotal  power, 
The  attnbole  to  swo  snd  ICi^jesty, 


Wherein  doth  ilt  the  dread  and  fear  of 
But  mercy  is  above  the  sceptred  sway, 
It  is  enthxonM  in  the  hearts  of  kings, 
It  is  an  attribute  to  Qod  himself; 
And  earthly  power  doth  then  show  likest 

God's 

When  mercy  seasons  jostice 

Though  justice  be  thy  plea  consider  this — 
That  in  the  course  of  justice,  none  of  us 
Should  see  salvation ;  we  do  pray  for  mercy. 
And  that  same  prayer  doth  teach  us  all  to 

render 
The  deeds  of  mercy." 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '<  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
<*in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  time  has 
come  when  Her  Majesty's  gracious  pardon  may 
be  advantageously  extended  to  the  prisoners, 
whether  convictea  before  the  Civil  Tribunals  or 
by  Courts  Martial,  who  are  and  have  been  for 
many  years  undergoing  punishment  for  oflfences 
arising  out  of  insurrectionary  movements  con- 
neoted  with  Ireland," — (Jfr,  (f  Connor  Fower,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Mb.  pease  defended  those  who  were 
favourable  to  the  liberation  of  the  Irish 
political  prisoners,  from  the  charge  which 
nad  been  brought  against  them  of  being 
actuated  more  by  sentiment,  than  by  a 
just  and  fair  consideration  of  the  circum- 
stances of  their  case.  He  held  that  it 
was  by  a  sound  judgment  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  were  raided  who  had  now 
memorialized  for  uie  release  of  the  pri- 
soners. Had  he  (Mr.  Pease),  for  one, 
been  asked  to  sign  that  Memorial  some 
years  ago,  he  certainly  should  have  de- 
clined. He  had  felt  it  a  very  painful 
duty  to  support  by  his  vote  those  Coercion 
Acts  which  had  been  brought  in  and  con- 
tinued by  successive  Qovemments,  be- 
cause he  regarded  it  as  a  public  duty  to 
guard  wdnst  all  assailants  the  integrity 
of  the  Empire  and  the  securities  for  the 
peace  and  well-being  of  Ireland.  But 
there  were  no  such  dangers  to  be  guarded 
against  now.  As  regaraed  the  prisoners, 
there  were  now  only  six  of  them  to  be 
dealt  with ;  two  of  them  were  connected 
with  the  Manchester  outrage,  three  were 
military  prisoners,  and  the  other  had 
been  convicted  of  a  distinctly  political 
offence,  described  as  treason  •  felony. 
Now,  what  had  brought  these  men  into 
contact  with  rebellion?  On  the  other 
side  of  the  Atlantic  there  had  been  a 
protracted  and  sanguinary  war,  which 
Drought  into  existence,  as  was  the  rule 
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with  wars,  a  niimber  of  mere  soldiers  of 
fortune.  Peace  found  these  men  with- 
out employment,  and  Ireland  in  a  state 
of  chronic  disaffection,  and  they  fomented 
the  disaffection  that  existed  and  joined 
in  the  rebellion  that  followed.  From 
the  fertile  seed-plot  of  the  American  war 
had  been  spread  the  g^rms  of  much 
lawlessness  and  violence,  both  in  Ireland 
and  in  America.  In  the  latter  country 
it  might  be  long  ere  the  effects  ceased 
to  be  seen.  In  L*eland  the  danger,  they 
trusted,  was  overpast.  The  measures 
passed  by  Parliament  had  succeeded  in 
removing  much  disaffection  from  Ire- 
land, and  that  country  was  now  in  a 
much  improved  state  compared  with  its 
condition  10  years  ago.  When  these 
prisoners  were  tried  crimes  of  all  kinds 
were  rife;  now  prisons  were  empty, 
workhouses  were  being  closed,  a^arian 
crime  had  almost  ceas^,  and  the  Judges 
of  the  land  were  passing  from  circuit  to 
circuit  without  finding  any  offenders  to 
be  tried.  The  country  was  in  a  state  of 
alarm,  and  Government  required  to  put 
forth  a  strong  xmfaltering  hand  wnen 
those  prisoners  were  sent  to  gaol ;  but 
now  they  could  afford  to  look  back  on  the 
circumstances  of  that  time,  and  make 
allowance  for  whatever  tended  in  the 
past  to  lead  them  into  rebellion.  He 
nad  always  thought,  and  he  believed 
hon.  Members  who  had  investigated  the 
circumstances  would  agree  with  him, 
that  there  was  some  contributory  negli- 
gence on  the  part  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment. The  authorities  well  knew, 
from  teleerams  they  had  received  from 
Ireland,  that  a  rescue  at  Manchester  was 
in  contemplation,  and  yet  they  permitted 
certain  prisoners,  the  object  of  the  con- 
templated rescue,  to  be  accompanied 
only  by  two  or  three  policemen  through 
a  crowd  of  on-lookers  actuated  by  tre- 
mendous excitement.  For  the  outrage 
that  followed  imder  these  circumstances, 
moreover,  three  men  had  been  hanged, 
while  five  or  six  others  had  undergone 
long  periods  of  imprisonment,  because 
of  being  technically  implicated  in  the 
crime  for  which  others  had  suffered  the 
extreme  penalty  of  the  law.  He  could 
not  fail  to  draw  a  distinction  between 
the  crime  which  was  perpetrated  under 
the  political  circumstances  to  which  he 
adverted,  and  the  deliberately  planned 
assassinations  which  were  the  suoject  of 
discussion  in  that  House  the  other  day. 
when  discussing  the  question  of  the  pro- 
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posed  abolition  of  capital  piimiliiMBl% 
He,  for  one,  believed  that  £rom  the  aaa- 
ber  of  shots  that  were  fired,  had  iimd« 
been  contemplated,  theeo  would  hsfi 
been  more  effectual  p'Oh,  oh!"]  Sm^ 
was  his  view.  Accoraing  to  die  erideaet 
there  were  20  to  30  m«i  armed  vilk 
loaded  revolvers,  and  yet  Sergeant  Brfti 
was  shot  unintentionally,  in  tlia  oonae 
of  an  illegal  attempt  to  effect  a  reeeot. 
Then,  again,  the  crime  charged  n^amk 
one  of  me  military  priaonerB  was  ttat  of 
failing  to  give  information  of  theeoa- 
templated  rescue.  Thatwas,headiiixttsd, 
an  offence  that  called  for  punithnMil 
On  whom  were  they  to  rely,  if  noton^ 
non-commissioned  officers  ?  Bat  lei  s 
not  be  forgotten  that  that  man  ban  a 
good  character  for  10  years'  ezempkiy 
conduct — a  circumstance  invariably  Uik« 
into  account  in  estimating  the  aefsiity 
of  punishment  due  to  crime;  and  tka 
let  non.  Members  consider  whetho',  aft« 
the  long  period  of  incarceration  that 
man  had  undergone,  it  was  not  now  a 
favourable  time  for  inquiring  how  nracb 
longer  for  such  an  offence  waa  imprina- 
ment  to  be  continued  ?  Would  not  ^ 
country  be  as  safe  if  the  paniafamaat 
were  now  remitted,  as  by  its  contin- 
ance  ?  Were  the  BepresentatiTes  of  tka 
people  to  say  that  it  was  abeolutely  ne- 
cessary to  the  national  safety  and  weAHns 
that  these  men — some  of  them  yet  yoang 
men — ^must  be  kcrpt  in  prison  danas 
the  whole  period  of  their  natural  ttvw? 
There  was  nothing  derogatory  to  the 
power  and  dignity  of  the  Govemmant  in 
Riving  a  negative  answer  to  this  inqniiy. 
Allusion  h^  been  made  to  certain  BMa 
who  had  escaped.  Had  any  steps  bc«a 
taken  for  the  recovery  of  theee  meat 
He  fancied  the  Gbvemment  never  widied 
to  see  them  again.  Well,  they  had  had 
a  real  rebellion  some  years  ago  in  Ire- 
land, headed  by  a  (Gentleman  who  Mt 
for  many  years  in  that  House,  and  was 
highly  respected  by  all  who  knew  htm — 
he  alluded  to  Mr.  Smith  CBrien.  H« 
was  taken  while  in  arms,  holding  a  cot- 
tage for  some  hours  against  the  weea'i 
soldiers;  and,  in  that  extreme  oaea, 
when  the  offender  was  actually  oonvwicid 
of  treason,  and  formally  sentenced  to  bt 
hung,  drawn,  and  quartered,  the  dread 
sentence  was  afterwards  commuted  to  U 
years'  banishment,  and  was  aflerwarfi 
again  commuted,  and  Mr.  Smith  O'Bma 
was  brought  home  to  hia  country.  Had 
any  of  the  men  whose  £ftte  was  nov  b«* 
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fcre  the  House  of  GommonB  been  guilty 
of  AS  great  a  orime  as  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  ? 
He  had  signed  the  roll  of  Parliament, 
had  taken  the  oath  of  allegiance,  was  in 
the  Queen's  commission  of  the  peace, 
and  yet  it  was  felt  consistent  with 
public  safety  to  commute  his  punish- 
ment twice  after  he  had  been  sentenced 
to  death,  and  had  been  transported  to 
mark  the  turpitude  of  his  crime.  He  (Mr. 
Pease)  confidently  submitted  that  the 
political  prisoners  now  under  considera- 
tion ought  not  to  be  treated  with  greater 
harshness.  They  had  offended,  in  igno- 
rance, and  under  great  temptation,  and 
sinister  and  powerful  influences.  They 
had  already  suffered  sufficiently  to  deter 
others;  and  he,  therefore,  trusted  the 
House  would  pass  the  Besolution  before 
it,  and  show  the  country  to  be  as  gene- 
xtms  as  it  was  great ;  by  ailowinff  those 
men  to  be  released  on  their  parole  they 
would  earn  the  gratitude  of  tneir  fellow- 
ooiintrymen. 

Me.  OATHOBNE  HABDY  said,  the 
Executire  (Government  of  any  country 
had  laid  upon  it  a  most  solemn,  respon- 
aible,  and  difficult  task  when  it  came  to 
deal  with  crimes  such  as  those  which 
had  been  committed  by  men  in  the  posi- 
tion of  those  whose  pardon  was  now 
asked  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
brought  the  Motion  before  the  House. 
He  could  not  enter  upon  a  discussion  of 
the  question  under  consideration  without 
remarking  upon  two  of  the  speeches 
which  hfM  been  delivered,  and  which 
were  calculated  to  check  any  inclination 
to  mOTcythat  might  otherwise  have  ex- 
isted. The  whole  circumstances  were 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment,  which  had  to  pay  regard  to  matters 
unknown  to  the  House,  and  which  were 
naturally  outside  its  cognizance.  He 
had  li^iened  with  amazement  to  the 
epeeoh  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Durham  (Mr.  Pease).  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  he  did  not  palliate  or  extenuate 
the  crime  that  was  committed  at  Man- 
chester, but  that  was  what  he  had  done. , 
He  had  reduced  a  crime  of  outrasreous 
murder — ["  No,  no  !**] — a  crime  of  out- 
rageous murder,  committed  in  a  peace- 
able community,  to  a  light  offence,  and 
he  had  charged  the  executive  of  Man- 
chester with  a  want  of  faith  in  the  loy- 
alty and  peaceable  disposition  of  the 
inhabitants  of  that  town.  He  had  also 
told  the  House  that  there  was  no  inten- 
tion of  making  the  attack  with  a  view 
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of  taking  lives;  but  he  had  admitted 
that  no  less  than  40  shots  were  fired  by 
men  who,  if  unaccustomed  to  the  use  of 
arms,  were  regardless  of  the  conse- 
quences. The  men  who  made  that 
attack  were  prepared  to  do  any  deed  of 
violence  in  order  to  rescue  the  prisoners 
from  the  van.  They  did  not  care  what 
blood  was  shed  in  the  attempt  to  release 
those  prisoners,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Durham  had  extenuated  the 
crime,  and  spoken  of  it  as  a  light 
offence.  He  (Mr.  Hardy)  hoped  that  in 
this  country  we  should  always  be  able 
to  trust  to  the  peaceable  conduct  of  the 
people  without  having  to  resort  to  mili- 
tary force  or  violent  means,  and  that  we 
should  not  require  to  have  our  prison 
vans  guarded  by  soldiers  or  great  masses 
of  poUcemen.  But  what  were  the  cir- 
cumstances  of  the  case?  It  must  not 
be  forgotten  that  the  men  in  whose 
behalf  this  murderous  offence  was  com- 
mitted had  not  been  convicted,  but  were 
prisoners  who  could  look  forward  to  a 
fair  trial.  It  was  not  a  case  occtirring 
under  a  despotic  Government,  where  a 
man  had  no  such  chance  of  a  fair  trial. 
The  prisoners  in  this  case  were  under 
remand,  having  the  opportunily  of  a  fair 
trial  before  them ;  and  yet,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  House  was  asked  to 
treat  it  as  a  liffht  offence,  attempting 
and  taking  the  lives  of  public  officers  to 
rescue  prisoners  who  might  have  been 
perfectly  innocent  for  aught  anyone 
knew,  for  they  might  have  been  acquitted 
on  the  merits;  and  yet  they  were  told 
that  what  these  criminals  were  now  un- 
dergoing sentence  for  was  not  a  orime 
to  be  visited  by  the  severest  punishment. 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  had  said  the 
question  before  the  House  was,  whether 
the  country  would  be  safe  if  those  men 
were  let  out  of  prison?  Why,  if  we 
were  to  empty  our  gaols  to-morrow,  the 
country  would  be  safe;  but  he  (Mr. 
Hardy)  had  yet  to  learn  that  that  was 
the  principle  on  which  crimes  were  to  be 
punished  in  this  country,  and  the  secu- 
rity of  its  peaceable  inhabitants  was  to 
be  ensured.  It  was  necessary  to  show 
that  such  crimes  could  not  be  committed, 
and  that  our  laws  were  not  to  be  violated 
with  impunity.  The  hon.  Member  op- 
posite had  called  this  a  technical  crime 
of  murder ;  but  was  that  borne  out  by 
the  circumstances  of  the  case?  It  so 
happened  that  this  offence  was  com- 
mitted when  he  (Mr.  Hardy)  was  at  the 
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Home  OfRce,  and  he  could  remember 
something  of  what  was  taking  place  at 
that  time.  Perhaps,  when  the  secret  his- 
tory of  the  period  in  which  the  crimes 
immediately  connected  with  the  question 
under  consideration  came  to  be  written, 
it  would  be  known  that  the  conspiracy 
had  ramifications  extending  far  beyond 
anything  that  had  been  brought  to  light 
in  course  of  the  investiffations  that  had 
led  to  the  convictions  of  the  men  now  in 
prison,  and,  further,  that  crimes  of  the 
most  serious  character  would  have  been 
committed  but  for  the  prompt  action  of 
the  Executive.     Hon.  Members  spoke 
lightly  of  what  was  occurring  in  these 
times ;  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
it  was  only  a  part  of  the  outcome  of  a 
deliberate   conspiracy  which    was   not 
confined  to  Manchester,  but  extended  to 
other  parts  of  the  country,  and  he  main- 
tained that  the  circumstances  were  such 
as  fully  to  justify  the  Executive  in  treat- 
ing the  crime  as  they  did.    It  was  not 
a  question  of  vengeance,  but  a  question 
of  treating  the  prisoners  so  as  to  pre- 
vent the  recurrence  of  such  crimes  here- 
after.   It  was  a  question  also  of  confi- 
dence in  the  Executive ;  and  he  hoped 
the  time  would  not  come  at  which  the 
House  would  fail  to  rely  upon  the  Execu- 
tive, either  to  exercise  the  Prerogative 
of  mercy,  or  to  carry  out  the  law  to  its 
full  extent.    Formerly  men  whose  death 
sentences  had  been  commuted  for  penal 
servitude  were  set  at  liberty  after  a 
fixed  period  of  12  years;   but  it  was 
thought  that  cases  differed  so  much  in 
their  character  and  in  their  effect  upon 
the  population  that  it  was  better  to  leave 
it  to  the  Executive  to  determine  at  what 
time    the  convict  should   be  released. 
This  was  one  of  the  most  remarkable 
Motions  ever  submitted  to  the  House ; 
it  was  not  an  Address  to  the  Crown 
praying  for  the  exercise  of  mercy,  but 
it  was  to  be  an  expression  of  opinion  by 
the  House,  without  any  knowledge  of 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  of 
what  might  have  been  occurring  at  the 
time  in  any  part  of  the  country,  which 
was  known  to  the  Government  and  was 
not  known  to  the  House.    Upon  a  mere 
outside  view  of  these  transactions  the 
House  was  to  express  an  opinion  that 
the  time  had  come  when  Her  Majesty's 
most  gracious  pardon  ought  to  be  ex- 
tended to  those  prisoners.    This  was  an 
unconstitutional   Motion.     [CA#dr«  and 
*'No,  no!"]    It  was  an  expression  of 
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opinion,  and  not  an  appeal  to  H/v  Ma* 
jesty'e  Prerogative. 

Mb.  CAIiiiAN  rose  to  Order,  md 
asked,  whether  a  Motion  whsdi  tka 
Speaker,  in  the  exerdae  of  Ins  dkcrt- 
tion,  had  allowed  to  appear  on  tki 
Notice  Paper,  could  propesly  bo  d^ 
scribed  as  unoonstitutioDal  r 

Mr.   GATHOBNE   HABDY  hoped 
he  should  not,  by  that  exproMoo  d 
opinion,  raise  a  question  of  Order.    Ht 
was  not  aware  that  it  wae  the  praiiaes 
of  the  Speaker  to  decide  upon  Notieii 
of  Motion,  whether  they  were  Ooutita- 
tional  or  not.    The  Speaker  was  to  «y 
not  what  was  Constitational,  bat  only 
what  was  proper  in  that  Hoaas.    la 
describing  the   Motion   as  nnconilha- 
tional,  he  (Mr.  Hardy)  did  not  man 
that  it  was  improper  in  the  eenaa  of 
being  rebellious ;  but  that  it  indieated  a 
wronjff  mode  of  taking  up  tiie  qneatiOB, 
for  if  it  was  to  be  taken  up  at  aD,  it 
ought  to  be  in  the  form  of  an  Addraa 
io  the  Crown.  If  the  Motion  had  maraly 
invited  Her  Majesty  to  exeroiae  Her  Tt^ 
rogative  of  mercy,  he  would  not  take  ex- 
ception to  the  form  of  it;  but  it  waa  as  ax* 
pression  of  opinion  as  to  the  dntj  of  H« 
Majesty ;  and  it  was  therefore  oontrazy  to 
the  principles  upon  whidi  they  acted  in 
that  House.     Much  had  been  aaid  that 
was  not  calculated  to  induce  the  Hoosa 
to  pass  the  Motion,  dealing  with  ita  aob- 
stance  rather  than  its  form.     The  hoa. 
Gentleman  the  Mover  had,  as  on  formar 
occasions,  endeavoured  to  vindicate  what 
had  occurred.     The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the    Seconder  claimed   the 
pity  of  the  House,  and  that  waa  per- 
fectly legitimate ;  but  it  waa  not  a  jodi- 
cioua  course  to  hold  up  the  objecCa  of 
that  pity  to  approval  rather  than  eoa- 
demnation.  It  was  stated  that  thaj  wan 
precluded  from  disousaing  the  oharmdar 
of  the  Crimea,  because  the  Ck)vernmapt 
had  not  produced  Beporta  of  the  triala. 
There  were  no  authentic  notea  of  aaeh 
trials  as  that  at  Manchester  exoept  the 
notes  of  the  Judge,  which  were  aoo^ 
times  submitted  to  the  Secretarr  of  Statav 
if  he  desired  to  have  them :  there  ware 
no  official  notea  which  conid  be  laid 
before  the  Houae ;  but  ihe  recorda  of  a 
court   martial  could    be  obtained  £ar 
three  years,  on  a  small  payment  bj 
the  accused,  or  by  anyone  on  hia  be- 
half.   After  the  lapse  of  10  jeaia,  he 
had  been  aaked  to  print  thoee  of  the 
court  martials,  and  he  had  dedined.  II 


1605      Crimindt  Law-^Parion      [July  20,  1877  J      of  the  Finian  ConvieU.      1606 


was  only  under  the  most  exceptional 
eireamatanioes,  that  the  proeeedings  of 
a  court  martial  were  liod  before  the 
House.     But,    suppose    such    records 
oould  be  producea,  were  thej  to  re- 
try the  case  upon  them  without  seeing 
the  witnesses?    That  would  be  a  most 
unusual   proceeding,    only   to    be   re- 1 
sorted  to  when  there  was  some  suggestion 
of  corruption  or  impropriety  in  the  trial. 
We  must  leave  the  tribunals  to  try  these 
eases  and  judge  for  themselTes;   and 
that  being  so,  they  could  look  only  at 
the  rerdicts  and  sentences.    In  the  Man- 
chester case  the  sentence  was  death ;  in 
the  court  martial,  the  sentence  was  death 
in  one  case,  and  penal  servitude  in  the 
other  two.    In  the  latter  cases  it  was 
admitted  that  the  offence  was  of  a  serious 
military  character.    There  could  not  be 
a  more  mive  offence  in  a  soldier  than 
not  disdosing  a  mutiny  of  which  he 
had   knowledge,  which    meant  practi- 
cally beine  parties  to  mutiny  m  the 
Army,  which  was  bound,  not  only  by 
the  ordinary  ties  of  citizenship,  but  by 
special  oaths  of  allegiance.    Non-com- 
missioned officers  were  placed  in  a  posi- 
tion of  extreme  responsibility ;  they  had 
charge  of  the  prirates  of  a  regiment, 
and   if  they  conspired   with   them   to 
mutiny,  where  would  this  country  be? 
It    had  been   suggested  that    soldiers 
should  have  been  sent  to  protect  the 
prison  van ;  but  if  sergeants  and  privates 
were  to  be  in  a  conspiracy  to  mutiny, 
what   security  should   we   have   from 
such  protectors?     The  offence  was  of 
the  gravest  character;  but  it  was  not 
under  all  circumstances  to  be  punished 
to  the  extreme  [limit ;   but  the  course 
taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  was  not  the  way 
to  lead  to  mercy  beinff  extended.    Gra- 
titude had  been  talked  of;  but  the  gra- 
titude of  the  released  Fenians  did  not 
lead  him  to  conclude  that  gratitude  in- 
evitably followed  from  pardon.    In  the 
United  States  the  released  Fenians  had 
not    scrupled   to    suggest    what   they 
called  ^'skirmishing'*  against  this  coun- 
try, and  even  the  revengeful  murder, 
not  of  those  who  had  wronged  them, 
but  of  anyone  selected  in  order  to  affect 
the  mind  of  the  countiy,  with  the  ob- 
ject of  showing  that  it  was  not  safe  to 
punish  ''gentlemen"  who  called  them- 
selves "political  prisoners."    The  hon. 
Minber  ioft  Mayo  had  argued  the  ques- 


tion in  a  manner  which  did  not  indicate 
that  he  woiUd  be  likely  to  show  gratitude 
for  mercy;   he  made  a  demand  as  of 
right,  and  he  put  forward  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien  as   one  sacrificed  in  a  noble 
cause,  and  had  referred  to  the  statue 
raised  to  him  in  terms  of  eulogy  and 
admiration.    Far  be  it  firom  him  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  upon  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Smith  O'Brien.    In  the  earlv  life  of 
that  eentleman,  he  (Mr.  Hardy)  had 
the  pleasure  of  meeting  him  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  and  the  first  time 
he  met   him    that  eentleman    sat    on 
the  Conservative  siae  of  the  House; 
and  he  remembered  that  when  he  sat 
next  him  at  dinner  on  one  occasion,  he 
thought   he  held    some    extraordinary 
opinions,  which  might  ultimately  lead 
him  into  difficulties.    The  host  said  that 
he  had  often  told  him  that  he  would  be 
tried  for  high  treason  and  executed,  and 
he  added  that  it  was  on  account  of  the 
extreme  vanity  of  the  man  and  the  ex- 
treme wildness  of  his  opinions.    It  was 
a  curious  circumstance  that  the   host 
who  was  a  very  eminent  lawyer,  a  man 
who  had  risen  to  great  distinction  in 
his  Profession,  and  who  had  been  very 
intimate  with  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien,  had 
thus  foreseen  his  career.     He  had  no 
desire  to  say  a  word  against  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien,  but  he  would  say  that  when  a 
statue  had  been  raised  in  Ireland  to  him, 
and  he  was  held  up  as  an  example  to  be 
followed,  it  could  not  be  expected  that 
the  pardon  of  these  men  would  be  looked 
upon  as  an  act  of  mercv  on  the  part  of 
this  country,  but  it  would  rather  be  re- 
garded as  a  right  which  was  demanded 
for  men  who  had  done  no  wrong.    If  Mr. 
Smith  O'Brien,  who  was  a  traitor,  was 
held  up  to  admiration,  it  was  absurd  to  say 
that  the  pardon  of  these  men  would  be 
regarded  as  an  act  of  mercy  on  the  part 
of  this  country ;  it  would  be  looked  upon 
as  an  act  of  contrition  and  remorse.    He 
was  far  from  saying  he  would  not  be  a 
party  to  the  remission  of  sentences  upon 
men  who  had  been  convicted  of  crimes 
like  these  when  the  proper  time  had 
arrived ;  but  if  the  remission  were  to  be 
put  forward  as  an  act  of  repentance  and 
remorse  for  what  had  been  done  in  the 
course  of  justice,  to  the  last  moment  of 
his  life,  in  whatever  position  he  were, 
whether  seated  on  the  Government  or 
the  Opposition  Bench,  he  would  resist 
a  remission  upon  such  grounds. 
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Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
bad  not  asked  for  any  remission  of 
punishment  on  any  sucli  grounds. 

Me.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  lie 
was  glad  to  hear  it.  The  hon.  Member 
had  spoken  of  the  example  of  other 
nations;  but  if  these  crimes  had  been 
committed  in  any  other  country,  the 
hon.  Member  would  never  have  had  to 
ask  for  the  pardon  of  the  offenders,  be- 
cause they  would  have  been  shot  in  the 
first  instance.  Look  what  was  done  to 
the  military  prisoners  of  other  countries. 
There  were  no  open  trials,  no  parade,  no 
records  kept;  but  the  men  guilty  of  these 
crimes  would  never  have  the  opportunity 
of  being*  pardoned,  because  they  would 
have  been  immediately  shot,  as  having 
been  guilty  of  one  of  the  worst  crimes 
against  the  military  laws  of  their  coun- 
try. He  would  venture  to  ask  the  House 
to  look  upon  this  question  in  the  only 
safe  way  in  which  it  could  be  regarded. 
The  Government  had  a  fair  right  to  put 
common  confidence  in  the  Executive. 
In  this  country  there  was  no  desire  for 
cruel  punishments,  or  that  they  should 
be  extended  beyond  the  necessity  of  the 
case.  He  would  admit  that  this  ques- 
tion came  very  near  the  hearts  of  a 
great  many  of  the  Irish  people  ;  but 
they  were  not  the  Irish  nation,  and  the 
Irish  nation  was  not  the  whole  people  of 
the  Empire.  This  was  an  Empire  and  not 
an  aggregate  of  separate  Kingdoms,  and 
the  Government  had  to  consider  the  in- 
terests of  the  whole  of  this  great  Empire. 
It  was  also  a  free  Empire.  Every  man 
who  was  wronged  had  an  opportunity 
of  bringing  his  wrong  to  light,  and  there 
was  no  man  who  suffered  an  injury  who 
had  not  an  opportunity  of  obtaining  re- 
dress in  a  constitutional  manner.  There- 
fore, the  man  who  took  up  arms  had  to 
vindicate  himself  from  a  charge  of  the 
deepest  dye.  Where  there  was  no  ne- 
cessity— not  even  an  excuse — for  shed- 
ding blood,  the  man  who  raised  his  arm 
to  shed  blood  committed  a  crime;  and  for 
that  crime  the  country  had  a  right  to 
demand,  he  would  not  say  veneeance, 
but  the  utmost  punishment  the  law  al- 
lowed. Much  more  when  men  who  had 
taken  upon  themselves  the  character  of 
defenders  of  the  country  violated  the 
oaths  they  had  taken  and  conspired  to 
destroy  the  country,  no  punishment  oould 
be  inflicted  upon  them  which  they  did 
not  deserve ;  and  it  was  onlv  when  the 
Executive,  looking  at  all  the  drcum- 


stanoes  of  the  case,  saw  that  the  Iom 
had  arrived  when,  without  injniy  to  tks 
country  and  the  people  at  large,  Acat 
men  might  be  paidoned,  that  thej  oooM 
be  released.  Until  that  time  amivd 
there  ought  to  be  no  interfereooe  vitk 
the  Government  in  its  advice  as  to  th* 
exercise  of  the  Prerogative  of  the  Crovi. 
Mr.  BUTT  wished  to  say,  as  one  deeply 
interested  in  the  welfare  of  the  people  ii 
Ireland,  that  this  was  a  question  in  whaek 
that  people  felt  a  very  great  interat 
The  question  now  before  the  Hooae  was 
one  which  could  not  be  overlooked,  nd 
he  deeply  reerotted  the  paeaion  di^klayid 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gathome  Hardy)w  It  would  be  regvded 
as  the  exasperation  of  a  refusal  whiclt 
if  made  at  all,  ought  to  be  made  vitk 
judicial  temper,  and  it  breathed  a  spixit 
of  vengeance  rather  than  the  cool  and 
deliberate  judgpnent  of  a  Ministv  ol 
State  dealing  with  an  event  which  oe- 
curred  10  years  ago.  What  did  tbt 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  by  posiiii- 
ment  being  due  to  those  who  soa^ 
redress  for  real  or  imaginary  wzoogs? 
It  was  unnecessary  to  discuss  on  tiis 
present  occasion  the  propriety  of  pardoa- 
mg  the  Fenian  leaaers,  because  tbij 
were  all  pardoned  and  set  free;  aid 
what  the  House  had  to  determizM,  ssd 
what  they  were  considering, 
ther  they  were  to  prolong  £e 
tion  and  ill-feeling,  and  undo  the  good 
effected  by  the  release  of  the  leaders  £ar 
the  sake  of  keeping  the  six  misershls 
prisoners  in  gaol,  for  in  any  other  cooa- 
try  they  would  have  been  shot?  Hs 
denied  that  this  was  an  unoonstitntioBsl 
Motion  affecting  the  Grown.  The  u- 
constitutional  language  of  which  tkt 
right  hon.  Gentleman  complained  did 
not  come  from  the  Opposition  side  of  tht 
House,  but  from  the  right  hon.  Gsotls- 
man  himself,  when  he  said  that  tht 
House  had  no  right  to  advise  the  Usms 
on  any  matter  affecting  the  peace  of  lbs 
country  and  the  dignity  of  the  Crovm. 
He  maintained  that  the  House  hsd  s 
right  to  record  its  opinion  in  a  Bcsola* 
tion.  He  had  before  him  the  report  of 
the  trial  of  the  prisoners  charged  vilk 
the  murder  of  Sergeant  Brett  at  Um^ 
Chester,  but  he  would  first  advert  to  tk* 
case  of  Davitt,  who  was  tried  under  tb» 
Treason  Felony  Act  for  ooQi|nriag  to 
depose  the  Queen.  No  act  of  riobaes 
was  charged  against  him,  but  hs  wts 
convicted  of  having  supplied  ansf  to 
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Penian  prisoners  with  the  knowledge 
that  thej  would  be  used  in  the  Fenian 
rebellion.  On  what  grounds  was  this 
man  detained  when  the  Gbvemment  had 
released  all  the  rest  ?  The  Prime  Mini- 
ster, when  in  that  House,  said  that  he 
and  a  prisoner  named  Wilson  were  tried 
together — that  Wilson  was  sentenced  to 
•eTen  years*  penal  servitude  and  Davitt 
to  a  longer  term ;  and  that  as  Wilson 
had  senred  out  his  term,  it  would  be  re- 
▼ersing  the  sentence  of  the  Judge  to 
liberate  Davitt  at  the  same  time.  That 
time  had,  however,  now  passed,  and 
after  releasing  O'Donovan  Bossa  and 
the  other  men  who  had  planned  the  con- 

3 piracy,  what  reason  could  there  be  for 
etaining  one  who  had  only  played  a 
■ubordinate  part  in  it  ?  The  remaining 
prisoners  were  the  two  men  charged 
with  complicity  in  the  attack  upon  the 
prison  van,  in  which  Sergeant  Brett  was 
killed.  One  of  those  men.  Shore,  was 
eonvicted  at  Manchester,  but  how? 
Pive  men  were  altogether  put  on  their 
trial  and  convicted.  Three  of  them 
were  executed,  but  the  fourth,  Maguire, 
a  Boyal  Marine,  after  being  convicted 
by  the  jury,  with  the  full  approval  of 
the  Judge,  was  proved  two  days  after- 
wards to  have  been  not  near  the  place 
at  all.  The  verdict  was  utterly  false, 
and  the  man  got  a  free  pardon.  The 
remaining  prisoner  had  also  been  par- 
doned, on  the  gp*ound  that  the  witnesses 
had  been  mistaken  in  deposing  that  he 
had  had  a  pistol  in  his  hand.  It  was  the 
first  time  life  had  been  taken  when  the 
Terdict  as  to  the  others  had  been  shown 
to  be  so  erroneous.  This  was  a  case  of 
technical  murder — a  case  of  constructive 
murder.  No  man  would  pretend  to  say 
that  Condon  had  a  hand  in  firing  the 
shot.  With  reference  to  the  prisoner 
Condon,  he  submitted  that  the  evidence 
against  him  amounted  to  this  and  this 
only — that  he  was  guilty  of  participating 
in  a  riot.  When  the  question  was  before 
the  House  four  years  ago  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
said  that  when  Ireland  became  tranquil, 
he  would  regard  it  as  his  duty  to  take 
the  case  of  the  prisoners,  whose  cause 
he  pleaded  that  night,  into  considera- 
tion. He  ought  to  add  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  guarded  himself  against 
miaoonception  by  saying  that  those  pri- 
•onert  who  had  been  guilty  of  violence 
should  be  regarded  as  political  prisoners. 
The  question  was,  whether  these  men 


were  political  prisoners.  He  did  not 
care  to  answer  that  question ;  but  he 
would  ask,  if  40  or  50  people  had  been 
arrested  and  charged  with  the  murder 
of  Sergeant  Brett,  would  the  English 
people  allow  them,  according  to  a  tech- 
nical rule  of  law,  to  be  executed  ?  They 
were  not  murderers,  except  by  a  tech- 
nical rule  of  law.  When  it  was  said 
that  they  were  murderers,  he  would  be 
glad  to  know  what  was  meant.  He 
contended  that  it  was  not  assassination, 
but  constructive  murder,  into  which  any 
man  might  be  drawn,  just  as  in  the 
case  of  rescue  of  a  poacher  from  arrest. 
Was  it,  then,  unreasonable  that  they 
should  ask  now,  in  the  common  interest 
of  humanity,  that  this  young  man,  only 
18  or  19  years  of  age,  who  was  con- 
victed in  such  a  manner,  and  who  had 
been  in  prison  for  10  or  11  years,  should 
be  liberated.  Had  he  not,  by  the  eclipse 
of  his  young  life  for  11  years,  suffi- 
ciently vindicated  the  crime  of  which  he 
was  so  found  g^lty?  Was  there  any 
English  Gentleman  who  wished  to  pro- 
long that  term,  because  he  had  been  guilty 
of  indiscretion  in  joining  that  crowd? 
If  he  were  not  released  now,  after  11 
years'  imprisonment,  when  would  he  be 
released?  Having  gone  through  that 
case,  he  came  next  to  that  of  the  military 
prisoners;  but  surely  their  case  was 
not  devoid  of  consideration,  which  ought 
to  weigh  with  the  House.  Were  there 
in  the  great  American  War  no  prisoners 
taken  by  the  Federals  from  the  Con- 
federate Army,  and  from  the  Federals 
by  the  Confederate  ?  And  how  leniently, 
he  asked  them  to  remember,  were  those 
prisoners  treated.  Let  them  also  look 
at  those  who  took  part  in  the  Canadian 
insurrection.  The  Government  put  a 
price  upon  the  head  of  Papineau  and  re- 
called him  to  be  Prime  Minister.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  mys- 
teriously of  what  was  passing  in  his 
country,  and  of  secret  reasons  which 
justified  the  further  detention  of  these 
men.  If  there  were  any,  if  anything 
was  passing  in  Ireland,  the  House  had 
a  right  to  know  it,  and  what  they  were. 
They  ought  to  know  the  facts,  and  he 
protested  against  insinuations  of  secret 
reasons  —  that  was  not  the  principle 
which  should  g^ide  their  actions.  There 
remained  but  three  military  prisoners, 
and  he  thought  the  time  had  at  leng^ 
come  when  their  case  should  be  with 
equal    propriety    leniently  dealt  with. 
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Those  men,  it  was  truei  had  taken  the 
oath  of  allegiance,  but  there  was  not 
a  single  charge  against  them.  They 
had  not  violated  by  a  single  act  any 
engagement  which  they  haa  previously 
entered  into.  He  considered  and  be- 
lieved that  the  detention  of  these  men 
in  prison  was  doing  more  mischief  in 
Ireland  than  any  other  cause.  If  indis- 
creet speeches  were  made  in  Ireland 
where  was  the  justification  for  them? 
If  they  released  these  men  there  would 
be  no  justification.  The  detention  of 
them  in  prison  created  sympathy  for 
them,  and  that  again  created  sympathy 
for  the  crime.  If  they  liberated  these  men 
they  would  do  that  which  would  €kffect  the 
hearts  and  feelingsof  the  people  of  Ireland. 
Speaking  from  his  own  knowledge,  he 
could  state  that  there  was  no  subject  on 
which  the  great  mass  of  the  Irish  people 
felt  more  strongly  than  in  regard  to  the 
release  of  those  men ;  and  he  said  that 
the  continued  incarceration  of  those  six 
men  had  really  marred  the  effect  of  the 
wise  and  statesmanlike  act  of  liberating 
the  other  prisoners.  The  leaders  had  aO 
been  pardoned,  while  those  six  men,  and 
those  six  only,  were  kept  in  custody ;  and 
he  had  never  heard  violent  language  used 
at  public  meetings  in  Ireland — and  he 
always  heard  it  with  regret — without 
observing  that  those  who  uttered  it  in- 
variably fastened  on  the  detention  of 
those  men  as  the  justification  for  their 
denunciations.  Again,  what  discussions 
had  they  not  had  in  that  House  about 
the  treatment  of  their  convict  prisoners 
in  consequence  of  the  retention  of  those 
five  or  six  men  in  prison  ?  He  did  not 
think  it  was  worthy  of  the  Ministers  of 
the  Crown,  he  did  not  think  it  was 
worthy  of  a  great  Sovereign — and  he 
said  this  with  all  loyalty  to  his  Queen — 
that  those  men  should  be  kept  longer  in 
confinement,  thus  causing  exasperation 
to  rankle  in  the  hearts  of  a  people  dis- 
posed to  be  loyal  if  only  fair  play  and 
justice  were  shown  to  them.  [Liughter.'] 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  laughed,  if  he 
got  up  and  answered  him  (Mr.  Butt) 
would  probably  show  that  he  was  en- 
tirely ignorant  of  everything  about  Ire- 
land. He  had  himself  always  argued 
that  question  as  if  he  were  an  English- 
man, and  if  he  were  charged  as  an  Eng- 
lishman with  any  responsibility,  he 
should  feel  it  to  be  the  best  for  England 
as  well  as  for  Ireland,  that  the  imprison- 
ment of  those  men  should  terminate,  and 
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that  the  graoioas  act  previoiia^  doo*  hj 
the  release  of  the  other  priaonen  thmm 
now  be  made  complete.    

The  ATTOBNET  GENERAL  agiW 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentlwrigi 
who  bad  just  snokea  (Mr.  Batt),  tkil 
every  hon.  Memoer  of  that  Ho«m  hai 
a  right  to  express  an  opinion  <m  tiytt 
matter,  and  because  he  did  so,  moct  pro- 
test against  the  alaoghter  of  S«rg«ai 
Brett  being  described  as  a  Utmani 
murder.   

Mb.  butt  denied  baring  oalUd  H 
a  technical  murder.  What  he  had  lail 
was,  that  those  who  had  nothing  to  i$ 
with  the  murder,  but  who  had  ^ily  be- 
longed to  the  party,  were  only  teehai- 
caJly  and  constructively  guiltT  of  it 
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tested  against  the  aaaertion  that  any* 
body  who  had  to  do  with  the  moidcr 
of  Sergeant  Brett  was  only  technkallj 
implicated  in  it.  What  were  the  dxctm- 
stances  which  occurred  on  the  1^  «£ 
September,  1 867,  at  Mancheater  f  Whn 
that  outrage  was  committed  a  mai 
named  KeUy  and  another  man  nuMd 
Deasy,  who  were  suspected  of  takiif 
some  part  in  the  Fenian  oonipiracy. 
were  charged  before  a  magistrate,  §ai 
two  officers  were  in  Courts  ready  lo  de- 
pose to  the  accused  having  had  woa» 
hand  in  that  con^iracy»  and  had  a 
warrant  for  their  apprehension.  Aftat 
hearing  a  certain  amount  of  evideDfli 
the  magistrate  deemed  it  hia  duty  to 
remand  thoae  men  to  prison  in  otdff 
that  further  inquiry  should  be  msda 
Thereupon,  they  were  placed  in  tb* 
prison  van.  Hon.  Members  would  kaov 
exactly  the  construction  of  such  a  vaa. 
The  hon.  Member  for  SooUi  Dorhtm 
(Mr.  Pease)  had  said  there  was  ^^ 
gence  on  the  part  of  the  police.  Wui 
were  the  facts  ?  There  was  some  nodim 
that  there  might  be  some  attempt  si  a 
rescue.  Whereas  usually  tfie  van  vai 
under  the  conduct  of  a  poHceman  vhft 
guided  the  horses,  while  another  took 
charge  of  it  behind,  in  that  partkalo 
case  there  were  seven  policemen  in  ftmi 
and  four  followed  the  van  in  a  oih 
When  the  van  emerged  from  nndtf  » 
railway  arch,  about  half-a-mile  fros 
Bellevue,  a  large  number  of  penoM 
were  aeen  upon  some  vacant  grooai 
slightly  elevated  above  the  road.  Tbif 
were  armed  with  rerolvera,  and  hw 
evidently  been  waiting  for  the  appgoeHi 
of  the  van,  determined  at  all  haxardati 
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reecue  the  pnBoners.     It  was  proTed 
afterwards   that    messages    had   been 
sent  in  order  that  the  might  be  pre- 
pared.     Thej    discharged    their    re- 
Yolvers  at  the  policeman,  stopped  and 
surrounded    the    yan,     and    some    of 
them  got  on  the  roof  and  attempted  to 
break  it  in  b j  means  of  hammers,  while 
others  handed  up  large  stones  to  aid 
them.     Others,   again,   tried  to  break 
open  the  door.    It  was  the  duty  of  Ser- 
geant Brett  to  guard  the  door.    He  was 
a  brave  officer,  and  he  did  his  duty. 
He    positively   refused    to    admit    the 
assailants.    When  he  was  in  the  act  of 
closing  a  ventilator — which  was  some- 
thing in  the  shape  of  a  small  Venetian 
blind — for  the   purpose,   probably,    of 
preventing  them  fxom  getting  a   hold 
there,  one  of  the  conspirators  pointed  a 
revolver  at  the  aperture,  and,   delibe- 
rately discharging  it,   shot  the  officer. 
[••No,  no!"]      Sergeant  Brett  fell  in 
the  van,  the  door  was  then  broken  open, 
and  the  prisoners  were  released.     Hon. 
Members  might,  if  they  liked,  call  that 
accidental  shooting,  but  he  (the  Attorney 
General)  called  it  deliberate  homicide. 
[••No,  no!"]     They  might  call  it  a 
technical  crime;    he    calleid    it  vulgar 
murder.     They  might  call  it  political 
offence;    he  called  it   deliberate    and 
atrocious  assassination.     [••No,  no!"] 
It  was  a  deliberate    planned    attack, 
carried  out  by  the  prisoners  who  were 
afterwards  convicted,  regardless  whether 
they  committed  murder  or  not,  but  de- 
termined to  do  murder  rather  than  fail 
in  their  object.    Those  who  had  taken 
part  in  the  outrage,  and  among  them 
the  men  to  whom  allusion  had  been 
made,  were  brought  to  trial  before  a 
Special    Commission     at    Manchester. 
Tney  were  tried  before  two  of  the  most 
eminent  Judges  in  the  land — Mr.  Justice 
Blackburn  and  Mr.  Justice  Mellor — and 
after  a  most  careful  and  able  summing 
up  by  Mr.  Justice  Blackburn,  the  junr 
found  these  men  guilty  of  murder,    it 
was  perfectly  true  that  circumstances 
were  afterwcods  brought  to  light  which 
convinced  the  Home  Secretary  that  one 
of  the  men  found  guilty  had  been  im- 
properly convicted.    It  surelv  did  not 
follow,  however,  that  the  evidence  was 
not  rdiiable  with  respect  to  the  others. 
He  did  not  know  that  that  was  sug- 

gisted  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
r  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt).    What  he  un- 
dentood  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 


to  say  was  that  these  men  were  not 
really  guilty  of  intentional  murder, 
that  their  crime  was  rather  of  a  tech- 
nical character,  and  that  having  been  so 
long  in  confinement  they  ought  now  to 
be  released.  Whether  they  ought  to  be 
released  or  not,  it  was  not  for  him  to 
say.  He  had  only  risen  to  protest  as 
strongly  as  he  could  against  such  an 
outrage  being  called  a  ••technical" 
crime. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
am  sure.  Sir,  that  all  hon.  Members  of 
this  House   must  be  deeply  impressed 
with  the  delicate  nature  of  the  duties 
which  the  Executive  Government  has  to 
perform  in  a  matter  of  this  kind.    It  is, 
in  truth,  a  matter  greatly  complicated  by 
a  variety  of  considerations,  and  even  if 
I  had  found  myself  taking  a  view  in 
some  respects  different  from  that  which 
might  be  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, I  should  still  bow  with  great 
respect  to  their  deliberate  judgment.  On 
the  other  hand,  I  think  that  on  occa- 
sions of  this  kind,  both  policy  and  prin- 
ciple eminently  dictate  the  observance  by 
Members   of   the    Government  of   the 
strictest  measure  in  the  language  they 
employ,  and  of  a  judicial  calm  in  the 
temper  they  display.    I  cannot  say  that^ 
I  find  that  strict  measure  of  language  in 
the    description    which  has   just  been 
given  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attomev  General.     He  pro- 
tests against  the  homicide  of  Sergeant 
Brett  being  termed  a  technical  murder, 
and  I  entirely  agree  with   him  in   so 
doing.    But  it  appears  to  me  that  it  was 
in  reference  to  murder,  that  I  think  it 
was  called  by  the    hon.  and   learned 
Member  for    Limerick    (Mr.    Butt)    a 
••  constructive  murder ;  "  but  that  inde- 
pendently of  that  it  was  a  most  gross 
outrage  against  the  law,  and  an  act  most 
dangerous  to  the  peace  of  society.     I 
have  no  disposition,  therefore,  to  exte- 
nuate the  act  which  appeared  to  me  to 
require,  and  has  received,  very  severe 
punishment.    But  is  it  not  going  a  little 
beyond  the  limits  of  absolute  accuracy 
to  say  that  it  was  a  ••  deliberate  and 
atrocious  assassination?"     It  was  not 
the  object  of  those  who  engaged  in  the 
undertaking.     [••  No,  no ! "]    I  am  not 
aware  that  I  am  stating  anything  that 
is  disputable  in  that  proposition.    Tet 
the  risk  of  committing  that  most  guilty 
act  was  a  risk  that  they  were  ready  and 
willing  to  run,  and  did  run.    But  surely 
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more  than  this  is  required  in  order  to 
justify  the  description  by  a  Member  of  the 
Government  of  this  act  as  a  deliberate 
and  atrocious  assassination.     I  greatly 
lamented  the  unnecessary  warmth  intro- 
duced into  this  debate  by  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Secretary  of  State   for 
War.     He  censured  most  severely  the 
speeches  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Mover  of  the  Motion  (Mr.  0*Connor 
Power),  and  particularly  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr.  Pease). 
It  did  not  appear  to  me  that  it  was, 
upon  the  whole,  possible  for  these  Gen- 
tlemen to  have  supported  the  Motion  in 
a  manner  more  free  from  exception  than 
they  did.     I  concur  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  thinking  that  a  sounder 
discretion  would  have  been  exercised  if, 
in  lieu  of  moving  this  Besolution,  an 
Address  to  the  Crown  had  been  pro- 
posed.   K  it  be  competent  to  me  to  do 
sc,  I  would  even  now  submit  to  the 
Mover  of  the  Resolution,  whether  he  will 
not  ask  the  permission  of  the  House  to 
alter    the     form    of    his    proceedings. 
Whenever  we  touch  a  question  of  Pre- 
rogative, we  should  recognize  that  it  is 
better  not  to  pronounce  a  separate  and 
independent  judgment  by  Besolution, 
but  should  content  ourselves  humbly  to 
express  our  views  and  wishes,  and  lay 
them  at  the  foot  of  the  Throne.    Becog- 
nizing  the  duty  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment to  decide  the  matter,  I  am  not 
prepared  to  take  part  in  the  Division  in 
this  case  by  supporting  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  on  another  ground. 
I  cannot  blame  those  who  have  thought 
it   necessary  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  the  question ;  but  it  appears 
to  me  so  desirable  that,  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind,   the   Prerogative    of   mercy 
should    be    left    in    the  hands  of  the 
Crown,  to  be  exercised  according  to  the 
advice    the  Crown  may   receive    from 
those  whose  duty  it  is  to  give  it,  that 
only  in  the  extremest  case  should  I  wish 
to  support  a  Motion  which  strictly  inter- 
poses the  judgment  of  the  House  for 
^he  purpose  of  swaying  the  judgment  of 
the  Crown.     I  am  not,  therefore,  Sir, 
disposed  to  take  part  in  the  division. 
Nevertheless,  I  confess  I  think  the  time 
has  come  when,    with   full  respect  to 
the  judgment  of  the  Advisers  of  the 
Crown,  and  with  that  due  reserve  with 
which  I  quite  agree  that  every  hon. 
Member  of  this  House   should  speak, 
when  something  may  be   said  of  that 
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general   view   of    the   case   and    dr^ 
cumstances  which  it  is  oompetont  ts 
us    as  Bepreeentatives    of  tl^e   P^opk 
to  take.    Li  referring  to  this  reserve,  I 
mean  to  acknowledffe  that  which  vif 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tke 
Secretary  of   State   for  War.    He  »- 
minded   us   that  the   Government  an 
habitually  in  possession  of  infinrmatiao 
which  we  do  not  possess,  and  booad  to 
take  into  its  consideration  elements  whiefa 
we  cannot.    I  therefore  entirdy  saloDt 
myself  to  the  decision  the  GoremouBt 
may  adopt  in  view  of  any  aneh  infema- 
tion  they  may  have  at  the  present  tiat. 
But  I  think  that  the  feelings  entertaiaffl 
in  this  House,  as  indicative  of  the  pro- 
bable sentiments  of  the  country,  ar» 
among  the  elements  which  the  CoiutitB* 
tional  Advisers  of  the  Crown  onght  to 
take  into  consideration  in  the   adriet 
which  they  tender  to  the  Oown  oa  this 
question.    After  the   time   whidi  has 
elapsed,  and  the  share  I,  myself^  had  ii 
laying  down  originaUy  a  bxMd  and  itt- 
partifu    distinction   adveraelj  to  tbsw 
men,  it  is  not  perhapa  unfairly  to  be 
claimed  of  me  that  1  ahoold  stets  tiis 
general  aspect  which  the  ciroamataaeM 
appear  to  me  to  bear.  I  contended  whca 
in  an  official  position,  and  atill  coafesod, 
that  the  offence  of  the  principal  part  oC 
these  prisoners  does  not  fallpurdywithia 
the  category  of  political  offencea.    And 
I  observe  that  there  has  been  a  di^oa- 
tion  on  the  part  of  those  who  soppcnl 
this  Motion  to  sustain  it  on  more  gONfa] 
grounds  of  compassion  and  hnmanitr,  of 
policy  and  wisdom.  The  question  wUch 
we  have  to  determine  is,  what  coaiti- 
tutes  a  political  offence.  It  is  quite  dear 
that  an  act  does  not  become  a  pohtioil 
offence  because  there  was  a   political 
motive  in  the  mind  of  the  offender.  Th» 
man  who  shot  Mr.  Perceval  and  theata 
who  intended  to  shoot  Sir  Bobert  FmI 
did  not  become  political  offenders  merclj 
on  this  gpround.    By  a  political  offBOOt, 
I,  at  least,  understand  an  ofi^snce  eom- 
mitted  under  circumstanoea  afiparoathiag 
to  the  character  of  civil  war.    Wherew 
there  is  a  great  popular  moremeBt,  ths 
offences  committed  in  giving  eflbct  to 
the  intentions  of  the  people  partake  of 
the  character  of  civil  war.    Befoaaet 
has  been  made  to  the  action  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  iVenoh  BepnbHe  in  pa^ 
doning   offenoes   oommitted   hj  Omi* 
munists ;  but  it  must  not  be  fotgottoa 
that  those  offSoneee — ^though  darker  tkia 


1617      Crimtnal  Lmc^Parion     (July  20,  1877 }      of  ths  Fenian  ConvicU.      1618 


the  crimes  for  which  the  Irish  prisoners 
are  under  punishment — were  committed 
in  the  progress  of  a  ciril  war.    But  the 
riot  committed  at  Manchester  bj  a  crowd 
locally  gathered  together  was  a  proceed- 
ing totally  of  a  different  character,  and 
must  be  considered  as  in  the  main  be- 
longing  to    the   category  of   ordinary 
crime,  though  it  is  not  on  the  ground 
that  the  offence  is  a  political  offence, 
that  I  think  the  prisoners  in  question 
can  be  recommended  for  consideration. 
But  if  these  offences  be  not  political 
offences  in  a  strict  sense,  yet  they  were 
undertaken  from  a  political  motive,  and 
in  so  far  partake  of  that  character  as  to 
affect,  in  a  material  deg^ree,  the  moral 
guQt  of  the  persons  concerned.     I  do 
not  say  that  the  moral   guilt  of   the 
parties  concerned  ought  to  be  the  sole, 
or  even   the  main,  consideration  that 
ought  to  influence  the  mind  of  a  Mini- 
ster in  administering  justice ;  but  still  it 
is  generally  felt  that  it  is  desirable  to 
keep   pubhc  sympathy  on  the  side  of 
the  law.     Therefore,   as  the  object  of 
punishment  is,  after  all,  to  deter  others 
from  the  commission  of  similar  offences, 
the  question  is,  whether,  in  the  present 
case,  sufficient  has  not  been  done  to 
satisfy  the  ends  of  public  justice,  and  to 
act  as  a  deterring  influence.  My  memory 
differs  somewhat  from  that  of  the  hon. 
and   learned    Member    (the    Attorney 
General)  as  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  that  gallant  officer  who  stood  to 
his  post  to  the  last  was  kUled.  He  stated 
that  the  pistol  was  fired  through  the 
aperture  in   the  door  while    Sergeant 
Brett  was  engaged  in  an  effort  to  close 
it     My  recollection  and  that  of  others 
is  different.    We  were  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  special  object  in  view 
was  the  destruction  of  the  lock.    There 
is  certainly  some  degree  of  difference 
between  the  two  statements.    However, 
I  take  the  facts,  upon  the  whole,  as  they 
have  been  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  I  hope  I  have  not  seemed 
to  desire  to  excuse  the  character  of  that 
act.  It  was  a  most  gross  outrage  against 
the  law ;  it  was  a  most  g^ve  and  serious 
dang^  to  the  eeneral  peace  of  society. 
But  three  men  have  expiated  with  their 
lives  this  single  murder — not  a  common 
oecnrrenoe  in  this  country.    The  oases 
are  venr  rare  indeed  when  the  taking  of 
a  single  life  is  avenged  by  the  law  by 
the  taking  of  three  lives.    I  am  not, 
however,  censuring  that  proceeding.  Be- 


sides this  we  have  before  us  the  cases  of 
six  men.    I  put  aside  the  case  of  the 
man  Davitt,   as  to  whom  some  hopes 
have  been  held  out  of  separate  consi- 
deration, and  I  cannot  see  what  answer 
can  be  made  to  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick, 
who  contends  that  his  case  belongs  to 
a  class  strictly  political.    Neither  will 
I  enter  into  the  specialities  of  the  case 
of  the  soldiers,  because  it  is  very  diffi- 
cult for  us  without  the  assistance  of  the 
military  authorities  to  form  a  minute 
estimate  of  their  guilty    but  the  view 
we  take  of  the  Manchester  case  would 
really  govern  the  case  of  the  soldiers. 
If  we  think  the  punishment  inflicted  in 
the  Manchester  case  sufficient,   hardly 
any  one  would  think  it  necessary  to  pro- 
long the  punishment  of  the  soldiers,  who 
have  already  suffered  longer  periods  of 
imprisonment— one  11,  and  the  other  10 
years.    Now,  Sir,   for  those  men  sen- 
tenced to  imprisonment  for  life,  we  can- 
not plead  on  the  gpround  of  the  general 
rules  of  the  Home  Office,  because  I  un- 
derstand that,  taking  into  view  the  date 
at   which    these    sentences   were  pro- 
nounced, it  would  not  be  for  a  very  long 
time  that  the  Secretary  of  State,  actine 
on  the  ordinary  rule  of  20  years,  would 
enter  into  a  review  of  their  cases  with  a 
view  to  the  exercise  of   mercy.     The 
question,   however,   is,  are  these  cases 
in    which    that    general   rule    should 
apply?     When  we  speak  of   keeping 
public  83rmpathy  on  the  side  of  the  law 
we  come  to  the  important  question  of 
the  decree  of  moral  guilt;   for  public 
sympathy  will  be  governed  by  the  view 
of  wnether  the  act  be  base  and  wicked 
in  itself,  as  well  as  perilous  to  the  peace 
of  society.    Now,  it  is  impossible  not  to 
feel  that  although  this  was  a  wicked  act, 
it  was  not  an  act  of  that  baseness,  of 
that  deep  and  aggravated  guilt,  which 
commonly  attaches  to  cases  of  murder 
perpetrated  from  personal  motives.    If 
that  is  so,  the  question  arises  whether 
this  penal  serritude  for  10  years,  extract- 
ing as  it  does  so  laree  a  fraction  from 
the  ordinary  term  of  life,  is  not,  upon  the 
whole,  a  punishment  quite  sufficient  for 
the  act  wnich  was  committed ;  sufficient 
to  deter  in  the  general  view  of  the  peace 
of  society,  and  in  that  special  view  which 
cannot  possibly  be  overlooked — namely, 
the  protection  of  that  valuable  class  of 
men  who  are  the  ministers  of  the  law  in 
the  protection  of  life  and  property — I 
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mean  the  police.  But  we  must  ask  our- 
selves, whether  enough  has  not  been 
done  to  deter,  and  enough  to  satisfy  the 
public  conscience ;  for  if  we  have  filled 
up  the  mecMure  of  what  the  public  con- 
science thinks  justly  due  to  an  act  of 
this  character,  we  run  the  risk  by  pro- 
longing the  imprisonment  of  these  par- 
ties of  producing  a  re-action  which  may 
be  fatal  to  the  effective  administration 
of  justice  ?  With  all  the  reserves  I  have 
mentioned,  and  with  all  due  deferenoe 
to  the  Executive  of  the  country,  I  cannot 
refrain  from  expressing  a  hope  that 
either  the  time  may  now  have  arrived, 
or  that  the  time  will  be  very  speedily 
considered  to  have  arrived,  when  the 
oases  of  these  men  may  be  examined 
with  a  view  to  the  exercise  of  the 
Prerogative  of  mercy.  With  this  con- 
viction in  my  mind,  I  do  not  think  it 
unnatural  or  un-Parliamentary  for  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
to  appeal  to  the  convictions  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  on  this  subject ;  for  I  can 
conceive  that  the  recollection  of  an  act 
of  mercy  may  have  the  effect  of  deter- 
mining many  a  wavering  judgment,  and 
may  have  a  strong  influence  in  conci- 
liating the  affections  of  a  people  whose 
condition  has  often  been  a  matter  to  de- 
plore, the  soundness  of  whose  political 
proceedings  we  may  not  be  always  able 
to  affirm,  but  the  truth  and  warmth  of 
whose  affections  no  one  has  ever  been 
found  to  deny. 

Mb.  ASSHETON   CEOSS  said,  he 

Suite  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
eman  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  that  this  was  not  a  matter 
which  the  House  should  rashly  take 
into  its  own  hands.  It  was  a  question 
of  Prerogative  upon  which  the  Queen 
must  be  advised  by  her  Advisers  who 
were  responsible  to  that  House  and  the 
country  for  the  advice  they  gave.  That 
question  of  Prerogative  was  one  of  the 
greatest  possible  nicety ;  and  it  ought 
not  to  be  raised,  unless  there  was  some 

goss  case  of  abuse  vpon  which  that 
ouse  should  pass  judgment,  if  it 
thought  right,  either  by  an  Address  to 
the  Crown,  or  by  an  impeachment  of  the 
Minister  who  was  responsible  for  having 
given  the  wrong  advice.  But  in  afi 
matters  of  this  sort,  the  nicest  distinction 
was  to  be  drawn  between  one  case  and 
another ;  and  what  seemed  to  him  to  be 
a  mistake  in  the  whole  debate  so  far 
as  it  had  g^ne  was  this — that  a  clear 

Mr.  Gladiton$ 


enough  distinction  had  not  been  mada 

between  case  and  case.    He  would  aot 

quarrel  with  the  right  hon.  Oentlcoua 

as  to  his  definition  of  politioal  priaoncn ; 

he  would  rather  not  enter    into  that 

matter ;  but  if  there  was  one  qoeBtum 

which  more  than  anothw  g^^^  tronhk 

to  Government,   it   was   the    questioii 

which    was    brought    before   the   lat» 

Government  as  to  what  were  poHtiotl 

prisoners.    When  the  question  cmme  t» 

be  discussed  before  the  late  Gov«n- 

ment,  they  evidently  did  draw  a  disdnct 

line  between  one  set  of  prisoners  tad 

another,  and  all  who  in  their  o^moa 

were  political  prisoners  were  leleaied, 

but  all  those  who  were  guilty  of  what 

we  might  call  ordinaiy  crime  were  hetd 

in  prison.    That  he  was  bound  to  re> 

mind  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  wbo 

had  just  sat  down  was  the  delibersts 

conviction  of  the  Gk>vemment;  and  ia 

his    (Mr.  Cross's)  opinion,  they  w«n 

right.     But  in  his  opinion    abo,  tb* 

Government   could    not  take   up  this 

question  as  a  new  question ;  they  mn 

bound,  unless  some  great   error  had 

been  .committed  by  their  Predeceseact, 

to  follow  the  course  they  had  takca. 

Therefore  he,  at  the  present  momiot, 

represented  the  Advisers  of  the  Crowi, 

not  in  his  capacity  of  Secretair  of  8tal«» 

but    as  a  Kepresentative    of  the  late 

Government.    [**No,  no!'*]    He  wis 

merely  carrying  out  the  advice  which 

was   given  to    Her    Majesty  by  tkeir 

Predecessors.    He  wanted  to  eall  tht 

attention  of  the  House  to  one  point  of 

the  utmost  importance  on  which  a  graat 

mistake  had  neen  made.    In  the  fint 

place,  no   distinction   had  been  made 

between  one  prisoner  and  another.   Tb« 

words  which  fell  from  the   hon.  tod 

learned    Member    for    Limerick   w«r» 

these — He  said  he  wanted  the  rektw 

of  these  six  men  for  the  satia&ctioii  <d 

the  Irish  people,  making  no  differooc* 

between  them  whether  the   offence  of 

one  was  more    heinous  than   that  of 

another.    Now,  the  person  holding  tiif 

position  he  had   the    honoiir  to   hold 

was  bound  to  consider  that  these  six 

men  were  convicted  of  totally  dillsrsBl 

offences,  and  he  was  also  bound  to  ooa- 

sider  the  evidence  in   each  particalir 

case.    But  the  whole  argument  of  fniy 

one  who  had  spoken  had  been  for  tks 

rdease  of  the  six  men  as  a  whole.    H» 

said  that  the  case  of  eaoh  stood  oa  a 

totally  different  principle.   Another  oca- 
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tence  fell  £rom  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick  to  which  he  most 
objeot.    He  stated  that  those  who  were 
sentenced  to  penal    servitude  for   life 
were  doomed  to  imprisonment  for  a  life- 
time.   But  nothing  could  be  more  un- 
like what  was  actually  the  case.    The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  should  know 
that  was  not  so  with  any  one  of  the 
prisoners;    that    was    not   the   course 
which  any  Government  would  take  in 
the  matter.    He  must  know  that  after 
a  certain  time,  unless  there  were  some 
▼ery  special  circumstuices  in  the  case, 
ereiy  case  would  be  fairly  and  fully 
considered,  and  each  prisoner  would  be 
released.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  last  addressed  the  House  said 
that  period  was  20  years ;  he  must  bee 
to  correct  him  in  that  matter ;  the  pmod 
was  15  years,  which  made  a  very  con- 
siderable difference.    After  a  period  of 
15  years'   imprisonment,   the    case    of 
those  who  were  sentenced  to  penal  servi- 
tude for  life  would  be  fairly  and  fully 
considered,    when    a    recommendation 
might  be  made  to  the  Grown  for  the 
extension  of  the  Boyal  clemency,  so  that 
not  many  years  would  elapse  before  the 
case  of  even  the  worst  of  them  would  be 
considered .    The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick  had  made  another  mis- 
take in  saying  that  the  sentence  was 
unjust,  and  that  the  imprisonment  was  a 
most  unj  ust  im  prisonmen t.   H  e  emphati- 
cally denied  that  the  sentence  was  unjust, 
or  that  the  imprisonment  was  unjust,  and 
he  believed  the  words  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  without 
serious  thought.     Now,   having  made 
these  three  observations,  he  wanted  to 
say  there  had  been  throughout  the  whole 
treatment  of  these  prisoners  a  great  dif- 
ference made.    In  the  case  of  the  poli- 
tical prisoners,  they  had  been  all  released 
with  two  exceptions — WUson  and  Davitt 
The  term  of  Wilson's  imprisonment  was 
shortened  in  1875.  An  appeal  was  made 
to  him  to  release  Davitt  at  the  same  time. 
He  thought  that  a  fair  application ;  but 
the  result  was,  he  was  obuged  to  make 
inquiry  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  and  he  was  bound  to  say  why  he 
bad  not  been  released  as  the  other  was. 
The  only  record  he  could  go  to  was  the 
Beport  of  the  sentence  pronounced  by 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  who  tried  the 
case.   He  was  sorry  to  go  into  it,  but  he 
would  read  two  sentences  from  what  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  said.     It  was  as 
fallows: — 


"  There  waa  one  thing  which  he  oould  not 
hut  regard  with  the  utmost  condemnation  and 
horror;  and  that  waa, that  assassination  was  not 
considered  too  desperate  to  be  carried  out,  if  it 
waa  found  convenient  to  have  recourse  to  it. 
That  letter  of  his,  of  which  the  witness  Forrester 
told  the  story,  showed  that  there  was  some  dark 
felonious  design  against  the  life  of  some  one." 

In  consemience  of  that  letter  having 
been  found,  one  prisoner  was  treated  as 
a  tool  in  the  hands  of  the  other,  and 
sentenced  to  penal  servitude  for  seven 
years.  That  being  so,  the  Oovenrment 
would  not  have  been  justified  in  letting 
out  both  men  at  the  same  time.  He 
stated  the  other  day  it  was  neces^ry 
that  a  considerable  difference  should  be 
made,  and  what  it  should  be  was  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Government; 
and  he  did  not  see  the  slightest  reason 
to  depart  from  the  statement  he  then 
made.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  while 
thinking  the  question  must  be  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  Executive,  pressed  them  to 
say  that  the  time  had  come  when  the 
prisoners  ought  to  be  released.  But 
what  was  the  action  of  his  own  Govern- 
ment ?  The  sentence  of  the  man  Wilson 
expired  at  Christmas,  1875,  which  was 
not  very  long  after  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman left  office.  The  men  they  were 
speaking  of  were  guilty  of  murder,  and 
were  sentenced  to  penal  servitude  for 
life.  There  was  not  much  difference 
between  1875  and  1877.  Although,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Government,  it  was  not  right  before  he 
left  office  in  the  beginning  of  1874,  to 
release  a  man  whose  sentence  would  ex- 
pire in  1875,  the  present  Government 
were  bound  to  let  out  in  1877  the  men 
who  were  sentenced  to  penal  servitude 
for  life.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  led  into  making  observations  on 
one  case  without  duly  considering  all; 
had  he  been  considering  them  as  a 
responsible  Adviser  of  the  Crown, 
having  regard  to  the  action  of  his  own 
Government,  he  could  not  have  made  a 
statement  which,  looking  at  his  position 
in  the  matter,  grave  as  it  was,  was  the 
most  reckless  statement  he  had  ever 
heard  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  make ; 
it  was  one  which,  had  he  been  in  office, 
and  had  to  bear  bis  share  of  the  respon- 
sibility, he  would  not  have  made.  He 
would  not  argue  the  question  of  con- 
structive or  real  murder  any  further. 
The  great  object  of  punishment  was  the 
prevention  of  crime ;  and  the  Govern- 
ment looked  upon  Uie  murder  of  Ser- 
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geant  Brett  as  a  great  crime,  inasmucli 
as  an  innocent  man,  doing  his  duty 
bravely,  calmly,  and  nobly,  was  attacked 
by  a  number  of  persons,  one  of  whom 
shot  him.  The  jury  found  they  were  all 
guilty  of  a  common  intent — to  use  vio- 
lence and  commit  murder  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  their  object.  One  of 
them  did  so,  and  the  Judge  properly 
ruled  they  were  all  guilty  of  murder. 
This  was  a  principle  which  he  agpreed 
with,  and  which  must  be  maintained  in 
all  cases,  and  under  all  circumstances. 
So  for  as  they  were  concerned,  and  the 
public  were  concerned,  they  were  all 
guilty  of  murder.  Their  case  would  be 
considered  at  the  proper  time,  and  the 
case  of  Davitt  was  now  under  considera- 
tion ;  but  the  question  must  be  left  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Advisers  of  the 
Grown.  The  advice  he  gave  to  the  Crown 
he  would  continue  to  give  to  this 
House,  so  long  as  he  had  a  seat  in  it, 
whether  on  that  or  on  the  opposite 
Benches. 

The  Mabqitess  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  he  had  had  no  intentions  of  taking 
any  part  in  the  discussion,  and  as  it  was  he 
should  only  occupy  the  attention  of  the 
House  for  a  few  moments.  He  felt, 
however,  after  the  course  the  debate  had 
taken,  that  he  was  obliged  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  subject,  as  he  wished  to 
state  the  reasons  which  induced  him  to 

g've  the  vote  he  was  about  to  record, 
e  entirely  concurred  in  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Lime- 
rick (Mr.  '^Butt),  as  to  the  undoubted 
right  of  any  hon.  Member  to  invite  the 
judgment  of  the  House  upon  a  ques- 
tion involving  the  advice  to  be  given  by 
Her  Majesty's  Advisers  to  Her  Majesty 
in  a  matter  of  this  character.  Indeed, 
he  did  not  say  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick  and  his  Friends 
were  not  exercising  a  wise  discretion  in 
doing  so.  At  the  same  time,  he  con- 
curred with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  in  deeply  re- 
gretting that  a  question  of  this  kind 
should  have  been  discussed  with  any 
warmth  on  either  side.  One  of  the  in- 
conveniences almost  inseparable  from 
the  discussion  of  such  a  question  was, 
that  the  arguments  adduced  on  one  side 
of  the  House  must  almost  naturally  be 
supported  with  considerable  warmth, 
but  it  was  a  matter  of  regret  that 
they  should  be  met  with  corresponding 
warmth  on  the  other.    He  was  not  going 

Mr,  AsihdUm  Cro%$ 


to  ar^e  the  case,  because  he  feh  that 
that  had  been  sufficiently  done  aheadj. 
He  only  desired  to  state  briefly  tk« 
grounds  on  which  he  should  give  \k 
vote.  He  rather  gathered  from  th« 
speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  that  he  did  not  intend  to  vote 
on  this  question  at  all.  Still,  he  did  sot 
doubt  tliat  the  tendency  of  his  ru^ 
hon.  Friend's  speech  was  to  adviw  nm 
Majesty's  Government  to  consider  ft- 
vourably  the  appeal  which  had  beet 
made  to  them  by  the  hon.  Member  fat 
Mayo  ( Mr.  O'Connor  Power).  His  rigfat 
hon.  Friend  was  of  opinion  that  the  tasi» 
had  arrived  when  Her  Majesty's  gra- 
cious pardon  might  be  advantageouiij 
extended  to  these  prisoners.  That  vas 
to  say,  his  right  hon.  Friend  thoogltt 
that  me  necessarv  term  of  the  ponuh- 
ment  of  these  prisoners  had  bera  cooi- 
pleted.  Now,  he  oonfeesed,  for  his  <yw« 
part,  he  had  not  been  able  to  arrive  at 
a  similar  conclusion.  In  his  judgment 
these  prisoners  must  be  treated  eithcr 
as  ordinary  criminals,  or  as  politkai 
offenders.  If  they  were  treated  as  ordi- 
nary criminals,  these  cases  would,  in  the 
usual  circumstances,  and  at  the  osoil 
time,  come  before  Her  Majesty's  Ad- 
visers for  examination.  If,  whenertr 
their  case  did  come  before  them,  Her 
Majesty's  Advisers  should  then  find  tbit 
there  was  in  any  individual  case  soft- 
cient  grounds  for  recommending  to  Her 
Majesty  the  exercise  of  the  clemency  of 
the  Grown,  such  a  decision  would,  ao 
doubt,  be  received  with  perfect  satiiCM- 
tion  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  th< 
House.  If  the  case  was  to  be  treated  ■» 
the  case  of  ordinary  criminals,  he  did 
not  see  that  there  was  any  occasioii  for 
the  House  to  interpose  in  the  matter. 
In  due  course  it  would  in  that  view  b« 
treated  in  the  ordinary  way  on  its  marita. 
On  the  other  hand,  supposing  these  pri- 
soners were  to  be  treated  as  pditieal 
offenders — whatever  sense  might  be  at- 
tached to  that  term — then,  again,  what 
he  said  was,  that  if  on  general  grooads 
Her  Majesty's  Advisers,  acting  upon 
their  own  responsibility,  should  oome  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  political  adras- 
tages  which  would  accompany  a  ffenaral 
amnesty  of  these  political  om»der» 
would  be  such  as  to  ontwogh  any  db* 
advantages  that  might  arise  from  their 
release,  ne  believed  that  such  decuioQ 
would  also  be  received  with  the  gzeataat 
possible  satisfaction  on  his  aide  of  the 
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House.  But  he  felt  bound  to  say,  at 
the  same  time,  that  up  to  the  time  when 
he  and  his  Colleagues  left  Office,  thej 
had  not  arrived  at  such  a  oondusion. 
Moreover,  if  he  looked  at  what  had  oc- 
curred since  thej  went  out  of  Office,  he 
was  unable  to  see  that  anv  such  change 
bad  occurred  in  the  political  circum- 
stances of  Ireland  as  would  warrant  him 
in  advocating  such  a  decision.  He  would 
admit  that  this  was  a  most  difficult  and 
delicate  question  to  deal  with.  It  was 
a  question  on  which  one  had  to  steel 
one^s  feelings  and  repress  one's  natural 
impulses.  It  was  impossible  to  denj 
that  the  moral  guilt  of  the  men  who 
were  engaged  in  the  Manchester  outrage 
was  not  to  be  compared  in  heinousness 
to  the  moral  guilt  of  some  other  mur- 
derers who  had  to  be  dealt  with ;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  was  equally  im- 
possible for  the  House  to  conceal  from 
Itself  that  the  social  mischief  and  misery 
and  harm  done  by  crimes  like  those  of 
which  the  men  had  been  convicted, 
greatly  outweighed  the  mischief  done  by 
commoner  and  more  serious  offenders ; 
and  he  therefore  thought  that  a  great 
deal  of  the  responsibility  must  be  left  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  that  a 
much  stronger  case  ought  to  be  made 
out  before  the  House  of  Commons  would 
be  justified  in  interfering  with  that  re- 
sponsibility. He  would  not  further 
argue  a  question  that  had  been  so  fully 
discussed,  but  he  saw  no  sufficient  reason 
for  altering  the  course  which,  after  deep 
and  painfm  consideration,  the  late  (Go- 
vernment felt  it  their  duty  to  take  in 
this  matter;  and  though  he  would  be 
^ad  if  any  such  sufficient  reason  had 
been  shown,  if  the  present  Oovemment 
were  unable  to  arrive  at  a  different  con- 
clusion, he  did  not  feel  entitled  either 
by  abstaining  from  voting  or  by  voting 
in  opposition  to  the  Oovemment,  to  re- 
verse the  decision  they  had  arrived  at. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  was  quite  in- 
correct in  stating  that  the  only  persons 
now  in  custody  were  the  actual  mur- 
derers of  Sergeant  Brett. 

Ma.  O'CONNOR  POWER,  in  reply, 
wished  to  alter  the  terms  of  his  Motion, 
and  to  move  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty 
representing  that  the  time  had  come  for 
the  exercise  of  her  Prerogative.  ["  No, 
no ! "] 

Ma.  SPEAKER  pointed  out  that  it 
was  not  competent  for  the  hon.  Member 


to  do  so,  unless  he  withdrew  his  original 

Motion.  

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that  he 
intended  to  vote  against  the  Motion,  on 
the  gpround  that  the  question  was  one 
that  ought  to  be  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Government.  He  did  not,  however, 
wish  his  vote  to  be  interpreted  as  the 
expression  of  any  opinion  that  the  time 
had  not  come  for  the  mercy  of  the  Crown 
to  be  extended  to  these  prisoners ;  but 
he  thought  it  a  case  in  which  the  House 
of  Commons  was  not  called  upon  to  in- 
terfere. He  thought  they  might  leave 
it  to  the  discretion  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, believing  that  they  would  ex- 
tend mercy  to  them  if  possible,  and  that 
they  would  consider  all  the  circumstances 
involved  in  the  case. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  235 ;  Noes 
77  :  Majority  158.— (Div.  List,  No.  241.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  ''That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

INTERMEDIATE   EDUCATION   (IRE- 
LAND) .—OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  called  at- 
tention  very  briefly  to  the  subject  of 
Intermediate  Education  in  Ireland,  and 
urged  upon  the  Oovemment  the  neces- 
sity of  dealing  with  it  without  delay. 

8iB  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
admitted  the  urgency  of  the  question, 
and  added  that  it  had  occupied  the  at- 
tention of  the  Government.  He  could 
not  at  that  late  hour  enter  into  details, 
or  state  what  the  views  of  the  Oovem- 
ment were  upon  it ;  but  he  hoped  that  a 
scheme  to  deal  with  the  subject  would 
be  one  of  the  first  proposals  which  he 
should  bring  before  Parliament  in  the 
next  Session. 

Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn^ 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

SUTREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 

(IRELAND)  {r^^^ommitUd)  BILL— [Bill  1S4.] 

(Jfr.  SolUiUir  Onmmlfor  TnUnd,  Sir  Miekmtl 

Siek*^Bs0€A.) 

COMKITTES.     IPro^M  July  20th,'] 

Bill  eomidorod  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedt 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress 
and  ask  leave   to  sit  again."  —  (Jtfr, 
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The  oh  ANOELLOB  of  thx  EXOHE- 
QIJEE  said,  there  were  only  two  or 
three  lines  of  the  Schedule  to  dispose  of, 
and  he  thought  that  ^e  minutes  would 
be  sufficient  to  pass  the  Bill  through 
Committee.  He  hoped  that  the  Motion 
would  not  be  persisted  in. 

Mb.  butt  and  Mb.  M'CAETHY 
DOWNING  spoke  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
being  disposed  of  that  night. 

Mb.  PABNELL  protested  against 
proceeding  with  the  Bill  that  night. 
Nobody  in  Ireland  wanted  this  Bill  ex- 
cept the  lawyers. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  objected  to  the 
Bill  being  proceeded  with  at  that  time 
(one  o'clock). 

Thb  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  hoped  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment  would  not  be 
persisted  in,  and  pointed  out  that  the 
only  Amendments  remaining  on  the 
Paper  were  those  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  himself,  which  could  be  dis- 
cussed in  five  minutes. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  the  Irish 
Members  had  had  enough  law  and  jus- 
tice that  evening,  and  were  determined 
to  have  no  more.  If  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment  were  defeated,  it  would  be 
followed  by  others. 

Mb.  BULWER  was  glad  of  what  had 
occurred,  as  it  would  enable  the  country 
to  judge  of  the  conduct  of  three  or  four 
hon.  Members  opposite,  and  would  show 
them  that  their  sole  object  in  moving  to 
report  Progress,  was  to  stop  a  discussion 
which  would  only  occupy  five  minutes. 

Mb.  BIGKj^AR  expressed  a  hope  that 
in  future  hon.  Gentlemen  would  make 
their  speeches  before  instead  of  after 
dinner.     P*  Order  TH 

The  chancellor  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER  thought  that  such  discussions,  if 
continued,  would  not  be  conducive  to 
the  dignity  of  the  House.  He  hoped 
the  Motion  would  be  withdrawn,  and  the 
Committee  be  permitted  to  conclude  their 
duties  that  niffht. 

Mb.  PARNELL,  on  the  other  hand, 
thought  it  would  be  to  the  advantage  of 
the  country  that  this  Bill  should  not  pass 
this  Session. 

After  some  further  discussion, 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  expressed 
his  disapproval  of  the  course  which  was 
being  taken  by  some  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, but  he  hoped,  nevertheless,  the 
Goyemment  would  spare  tiie  House  a 


repetition  of  the  unpleasant  scenes  of  a 
recent  occasion,  oome  \um.  Meabsn 
from  Ireland  seemed  to  forget  that  tho* 
were  English  Members,  and  to  Uuak 
that  the  whole  business  of  tlie  House 
was  to  be  conducted  with  a  viow  to  their 
convenience. 

Mb.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  hopfd 
the  Committee  would  divide  against  the 
Motion.  He  protested  aninst  the  ijt- 
tern  of  obstruction  of  all  Bnsinees  wMeh 
had  been  adopted  by  some  hon.  Msb- 
bers. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  the  hon.  Msb- 
ber  for  Cavan  had  already  ooeumed  move 
time  in  Committee  upon  this  Bill  thaa 
all  the  other  Members  put  together.  He 
appeared  to  be  prompted  by  some  Isgsl 
person,  for  he  had  placed  on  the  Pipv 
a  long  string  of  Amendments,  which  it 
was  quite  evident  he  did  not  undentand. 
He  protested  against  the  general  body 
of  Irish  Members  being  supposed  to  be 
linked  to  the  policy  of  obstroctioB. 

Thb  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  Government  in  resisting 
the  Motion  to  report  Progreea,  did  so 
because  they  believed  it  was  really  for 
the  advantage  of  the  ooontry  that  they 
should,  if  possible,  endeavoor  to  advaaes 
the  Bill  tkough  this  stage.  The  ody 
Amendments  were  those  of  the  hoa. 
Member  for  Cavan,  and  they  oould  vcfj 
well  be  discussed  at  a  later  stage. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  he  did  not  see 
why  he  should  depart  from  the  prindple 
which  he  had  determined  to  act  upon — 
to  oppose  the  transaction  of  Businssi 
after  one  o'clock  in  the  morning. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  said,  U  was  eri- 
dently  as  useless  to  appeal  to  the  gen«- 
osity  or  sense  of  justice  as  it  was  to 
appeal  to  the  common  sense  of  boa. 
Members  who  were  thus  obstmetiag 
Business.  He  had  received  a  letter 
from  a  person  associated  politically  with 
those  hon.  Members  stating  that  next 
Session  they  would  see  in  that  Hoom 
more  serious  scenes  than  had  ever  j«t 
been  seen  there.  The  hon.  Member  far 
Cavan  said  he  had  determined  upon  t 
course  which  would  obstruct  the  Boa* 
ness  of  the  House.  It  was  time  tba 
Government  should  take  some  stent  to 
crush  this  sort  of  thing ;  and  he  wuhsd 
publicly  to  dissociate  himself  from  sll 
connection  with  hon.  Ghntlemea  who 
resorted  to  such  tactics. 

MB.0ALLAN8aidp  hewasasveadyto 

repudiate  the  hon.  Member  for  Doadot 
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(llr.  E.  Jenkins)  as  that  hon.  Oentle- 
man  wa«  to  repudiate  Lridi  Members. 

Ha.  PABNELL  said,  now  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  vindicating  his  respeetabiuty, 
bj  dissociating  himself  from  ^e  LHish 
X>arty,  he  onlj  hoped  it  would  do  him 
a  ^reat  deal  of  fi;ood  in  the  eyes  of  his 
constituents.  Nothing  he  had  said  was 
worthy  of  further  notice. 


After  some  remarks  irom  Major 
O'QoEMAN  and  Mr.  Oallah, 

Mb.  BITCHIE  said,  he  hoped  the 
Ooremment  would  not  giro  way,  but 
would  sit  till  Sunday  if  necessary. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  i^trtVM;— Ayes  7 ; 
Noea  112:  Majority  105.— (Div.  List, 
No.  242.) 

Atu  —    CtDan,  P.  Kirk,  G.  H. 

CTBrico.  Sir  P.  0*Doimell«  P.    O'Gorman,  P. 
O'SolHTin,  W.  Power,  J.  O'C. 

TuLXE»— Mr.  Biggar  mod  Mr.  PaxnelL 

Mm.  O'SULLIYAN  mored  that  the 
Chairman  do  leare  the  Chair.        

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHK- 
QT7EB  said,  the  division  which  had  just 
taken  place  had  sufficiently  marked  the 
sense  of  the  House ;  and  as  it  was  useless 
to  make  any  appeal  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  constituted  the  minority,  and 
he  wished  to  avoid  the  repetition  of  a 
recent  scene,  he  would  consent  that 
Progress  should  now  be  reported,  and 
that  the  House  should  meet  at  12  on 
Saturday  to  farther  proceed  with  this 
Bill,  but  with  no  other  Business. 

House  r$tumsd. 

Committee  report  no  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  Tnhmorrow. 


TOUCm  EXFXVSKS  AOT  OORTHrUAKCB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Hikrt  Smith, 
BiU  to  contxnne  for  one  year  **  The  Police  Ez- 
|noee«  Act,  1876,"  ortUrnl  to  be  brought  in 
Dj  Mr.  William  HnntT  Smith  and  Mr.  Chak- 
oiLLoa  of  the  Exchbquba. 

BilliPrtfamM  and  resd  the  fint  time.  [Bill  269.] 

Houe  a4i<'fnrBed  si  s  qnsrtw 
after  Two  o^olook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  2Ut  Jufy,  1877. 

MD<i  UTJSS.]— Public  BiLL-^Oofimittsf-^Btport 
— Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 
(re-comm.)  [184-260]. 


The  House  met  at  Twelye  of  the 
olook. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  being  found  present, 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND)  {r$»€ommittsd)  BILL— [Bill  184.] 

coioomx.     [Progr$i9  20th  July,"] 

Bill  cofuidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Thx  CHAIRMAN  eaUed  upon  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cayan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
to  move  the  Amendment  which  stc^  in 
his  name.  

Mr.  BICHABD  SMYTH  moved  that 
Progress  be  reported. 

Thb  chairman  intimated  that  he 
had  already  called  upon  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  60,  to  leave  out  Sche- 
dule 15. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pase  60, 
line  16,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  If,'* 
to  the  word  **  plaintiff,"  in  line  19. — 
{Mr.  Biggar.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Schedule." 

Mb.  RICHAED  SMYTH  again  rose, 
and  moved  that  Progress  be  reported. 
He  was  very  unwilling  to  do  anything 
to  impede  the  Government  in  the  prose- 
cution of  a  legitimate  object,  but  he 
thought  the  House  had  been  taken  by 
surprise,  and  if  there  was  one  thing 
which  the  House  disliked  more  than 
another,  it  was  being  taken  by  surprise. 
He  himself,  with  many  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers, had  left  the  House  last  niffht  be- 
fore the  Adjournment,  intending  to 
spend  to-day  elsewhere  than  at  West* 
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minster.  They  had  believed  that  the 
House  would  be  adjourned  until  Monday 
in  the  usual  way,  and  were  surprised  to 
learn  that  morning  that  a  Saturday 
Sitting  had  been  determined  on.  He 
did  not  pretend  to  know  what  had  oc- 
curred in  the  House  after  he  had  left ; 
but  so  far  as  he  could  make  out  from 
the  public  newspapers,  no  sufficient 
reason  had  been  assigned  by  the  Oo- 
Temment  for  a  SatuKlay  Sitting.  He 
found  that  the  present  Gbvemment  had 
been  encroaching  on  Saturdays  and  days 
appropriated  to  private  Members  far  more 
than  their  Predecessors  had  done.  In 
1869,  at  the  very  end  of  the  Session, 
there  were  two  Saturday  Sittings  to  get 
through  pressing  Business,  and  the 
House  of  JLords  also  sat ;  and  it  might 
be  fairly  assumed  that  when  the  House 
of  Lords  felt  it  incumbent  on  them  to 
hold  a  Saturday  Sitting,  there  was  very 
pressing  Business  to  be  transacted.  In 
1870  there  was  only  one  Sitting  on 
Saturday,  and  that  occurred  on  the  6th 
of  August,  and  in  1871  there  were  three, 
one  on  the  5th  and  the  others  on  the 
12th  and  19th  of  August.  Towards  the 
end  of  1872  there  was  one,  and  only 
one  Saturday  Sitting  in  the  month  of 
Au^st.  In  1873  there  was  only  one 
in  the  same  month;  but  in  1874  they 
found  the  Government  asking  the 
House  to  sit  on  a  Saturday  on  the  25th 
July  and  again  on  the  1st  August.  In 
1875  they  asked  the  House  to  sit  on 
Saturday  in  April  or  May  to  aid  in  carry- 
ing the  Coercion  Bill.  There  was  a 
Saturday  Sitting  held  on  the  Slst  July 
and  another  on  the  7th  August.  Last 
year  there  was  a  Saturday  Sitting  on 
the  29th  July,  another  on  August  5th, 
and  another  on  August  12th,  on  which 
day  the  Lords  also  sat.  Now,  he  did 
not  think  that  the  Bill  which  was  now 
under  consideration  was  of  that  pressing 
importance  that  it  was  incumbent  on 
the  House  to  meet  at  an  extraordinary 
time  for  the  purpose  of  passing  it 
through.  He  did  not  know  anyone  in 
Ireland  who  wanted  the  Bill  except  the 
lawyers,  and  he  did  not  believe  that  it 
was  calculated  to  do  any  good  to  the 
country.  He  should  like  to  call  atten- 
tion to  a  circumstance  which  occurred 
yesterday.  They  found  the  Govern- 
ment yesterday  proposing  to  give  up  a 
whole  Government  day  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  a  Motion  brought  forward 
by  a  private  Member.    He  md  not  com- 

Jfr.  Richard  Smyth 


Elain  of  the  Government  doing  that; 
ut  it  did  seem  to  him  an  extramdiaaiy 
thing  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  ILusAm 
for  West  Sussex  ^Sir  Walter  Barttdot) 
should  have  obtained  a  Government  di^ 
for  his  Motion  to  rescind  the  Beeolutifla 
passed  against  the  Government  od  thi 
subject  of  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
Pigott  to  the  ControUersbip  of  the  Sta- 
tionery Department,  when  the  hatL 
Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  J.  HohM) 
did  not  receive  a  day  for  his  Motion  en 
the  same  subject.  He  contended  thai 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  Ub 
Hackney  was  of  equal  importance  to 
that  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  West  Sussex.  Under  theee  drmm- 
stances,  if  the  Government  had  a  whok 
day  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  a  pri- 
vate Member,  he  did  not  see  why  boo. 
Members  should  be  brought  down  to 
that  House  on  a  Saturday  morning  st 
12  o'clock  to  consider  Amendmenta  oa 
the  Paper  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Ju- 
dicature (Ireland)  Bill.  So  far  as  ha 
knew,  the  people  of  Ireland  did  not 
care  about  that  Bill.  No  one  wanted 
it,  and  that  hon.  Members  should  be 
brought  down  at  such  a  season  as  this 
to  discuss  that  which  was  merely  t 
measure  to  ticket  Irish  Judges  by  ncv 
names  was  altogether  an  anpreoedeoted 
circumstance. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoesd, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  ait  again.**^ 
iMr.  Richard  Smyth.) 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  thocgfct 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Loa- 
donderry  (Mr.  B.  Smyth)  had  explained 
why  he  had  made  his  Motion,  when  b* 
said  that  he  was  not  present  in  tbs 
House  at  the  time  of  the  Adjoummeot 
that  morning.  He  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  was  sure  that  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  known  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  he  was  the  last  man  who  wouU 
have  taken  a  course  which  was  likely  to 
bring  discredit  on  the  House  in  the 
opinion  of  the  country.  What  happioed 
that  morning?  He  hoped  he  uiooM 
describe  it  accurately,  and  give  so 
offence  to  anyone,  but  there  was  a  BiO 
which  had  arrived  at  its  last  ataM  or 
which,  at  any  rate,  at  what  waabeuend 
to  be  very  nearly  its  last  stage.  Tto* 
were  a  few  Amendmenta  to  be  proposed, 
but  they  were  not  of  a  serious  obaractv, 
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and  among  them  the  hon.  Member  for 
CaTan  (I&.  Bigffar)  had  some  Amend- 
ments which  oomd  have  been  disposed 
of  in  a  brief  period.  It  was  understood 
at  the  Mormng  Sitting  yesterday — he 
did  not  know  wnether  this  was  a  misap- 
prehension, but  it  was  his  understana- 
ing — that  there  was  no  objection  taken 
to  the  Bill  being  finished  at  the  Evening 
Sitting,  consequenti^,  the  Government 
propo#ed  that  tne  House  should  go  on 
with  it  after  the  discussion  on  the 
Motion  with  reference  to  the  release  of 
the  Fenian  prisoners.  When  the  Bill 
was  called  on,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  declined  to  proceed  with  his 
Amendment.  After  some  discussion  of 
rather  a  warm  character,  on  a  division 
beinff  taken,  it  appeared  there  were 
112  Members  desirmg  to  go  on  with  the 
Bill,  and  only  7,  or  9  with  the  Tellers, 
desiring  that  the  Bill  should  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with.  He  confessed  to  a  regret 
that  these  9  Members  should  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  persist  in  the 
opposition ;  but,  however,  the  right  hon. 
Gratleman  opposite  (the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer),  not  desiring  to  embark 
in  one  of  these  contests  which  were 
never  to  the  advantage  of  the  House, 
and  seeixig  that  the  main  objection  of 
these  9  Gentleman  to  proceed  further 
with  the  Bill  was,  that  a  Bill  of  this 
important  character  should  not  be  dis- 
cussed at  a  late  hour — [Mr.  Pabkxll  : 
That  the  Amendments  were  of  such  a 
character.]  Well,  but  the  Amendments 
were  part  of  the  Bill,  and  it  having 
bean  urged  that  the  Bill  was  of  such  an 
important  character  that  it  could  not  be 
discussed  at  that  late  hour,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  made  a  per- 
fectly fair  offer  to  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  were  opposed  to  g^ing  on  that  he 
would  not  insist  upon  proceeding,  and 
would,  instead,  have  a  Morning  Sitting 
to-day.  No  doubt  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
been  brought  down  to  the  House 
under  very  great  inconvenience ;  but  that 
inconvenience  had  been  imposed  upon 
them  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  op- 
posed the  progress  of  the  Bill  last 
evening.  Beyond  that  the  presence  of 
so  many  was  a  testimony  that  they — no 
matter  at  what  inconvenience  —  were 
desirous  to  further  the  progress  of 
Public  Business.  The  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  rendered  themselves  most 
conspicuous  in  their  opposition  to  the 
Bill  early  that  morning,  said  the  offer 
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was  a  fair  one,  and  they  accepted  it. 
He  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had  heard 
both  hon.  Members  say  that,  and  he 
could  not  believe  they  would  offer  any 
further  obstruction  when  they  had  been 
met  on  the  very  point  they  desired. 
Well,  if  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  E.  Smyth) 
had  been  acquainted  with  these  circum-  * 
stances,  he  would  not  have  made  his 
Motion,  and  it  was  to  be  hoped  that  he 
would  see  his  mistake  and  withdraw  it. 

Ma.  CALLAN  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  B. 
Smyth)  was  not  present  when  the  Ad- 
journment occurred  that  morning,  be- 
cause, if  he  had  been  in  his  place,  he 
would  have  received  an  elaborate  lecture 
on  demeanour,  and  conduct,  and  vul- 
garian atrocities  from  the  accomplished 
Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Jenkins). 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
object  to  a  Saturday  Sitting,  notwith- 
standing that  it  put  the  Lrish  Members 
to  serious  inconvenience,  and  that  he 
would  not  vent  his  displeasure  on  the 
Government  for  its  treatment  of  his 
Irish  Sunday  Closing  Bill.  He  hoped 
the  Motion  would  be  withdrawn,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  and 
others  would  apply  themselves  to  the 
subject  before  the  House,  and  not  to 
the  administration  of  lectures,  which 
they  were  neither  of  them  qualified  to 
give  with  any  effect. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  he  wished  to  cor- 
rect one  or  two  observations  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt).  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  stated 
that  it  was  understood  at  the  Morning 
Sitting  yesterday  that  the  Committee  on 
the  BUI  was  to  be  taken  after  the  discus- 
sion on  the  Motion  for  tlie  release  of  the 
Fenian  prisoners.  Well,  he  (Mr.  Biggar) 
was  in  the  House  at  the  time ;  but  he 
heard  nothing  of  the  sort.  It  might 
have  been  understood  that  the  Bill  would 
be  proceeded  with,  if  the  other  matters 
were  finished  at  a  reasonable  time ;  but 
that  was  not  the  case,  as  the  discussion 
which  preceded  the  Bill  had  lasted  till 
1  o'clock.  That,  he  maintained,  was 
not  a  proper  time  at  which  the  Business 
of  the  House  of  an  important  character 
should  have  been  proceeded  with.  But 
this  Bill  was  not  really  the  Business  of 
the  House,  for  it  was  simply  a  lawyer's 
job.  Lawyers  were  very  foijd  of  jobs. 
He  had  known  of  many  they  had  per- 
formed.   He  made  this  statement  now 
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in  the  face  of  the  reporters — that  nobody 
in  Ireland  wanted    this  Bill  but  the 
lawyers.   He  had  asserted  that  last  night 
when  reporters  were  not  present,  and  he 
now  repeated  it  when  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Press  were  in  their  places, 
so  that  there  might  be  no  misapprehen- 
sion on  the  point.    The  Oovemment  that 
morning,  before  the  Adjournment,  pro- 
posed a  certain  course,  and  when  their 
proposition  was  made  after  what  had 
occurred,  he  did  not  feel  disposed  to 
fight  any  longer ;  but  to  show  that  he 
was  not  anxious  to  proceed  with  the  Bill, 
the  first  thing  he  did  when  the  Speaker 
took  the  Chair  that  day,  was  to  move 
that  the  House  be  counted.    He  was  not 
disposed  to  go  on  with  that  Coercion 
Bill  —  it  was  a  Coercion    Bill  —  and 
his    experience    had    been    that    the 
only  occasions  when  Govemment  held 
Sittings  on  Saturdays  were,  when  there 
were  Coercion  Bills  to  be  passed  against 
Ireland.    This  was  a  Coercion  Bill,  be- 
cause it  was  mainly  to  give  power  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  raise  lawyers'  fees. 
He  thought  that  unless  the  Govemment 
could  show  some  reason  why  the  Bill 
should  be  proceeded  with,  hon.  Members 
should  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member    for    Londonderry    (Mr.     R. 
Smyth).    Beference  had  been  made  to 
the  Irish  Sunday  Closing  Bill;  but  a 
Saturday  Sitting  for  that  Bill  was  a  dif- 
ferent thing ;  because  that  measure  was 
supported  by  three-fifths  of  the  Iri^ 
Members,  while  this  Bill  had  only  the 
support  of  the  lawyers.      He  recom- 
mended the  Govemment  to  accede  to  a 
proposition  to  withdraw  the  Bill  for  that 
Session ,  it  would  be  only  the  addition 
of  one  to  many  Bills  which  would  have 
to  be  so  withdrawn.    If  the  Bill  was  gone 
on  with,  it  would  only  result  in  its  being 
lost  altogether ;  or  else  it  would  be  passed 
in  a  form  not  beneficial  to  the  country. 
As  the  measure  stood,  it  was  a  most 
unreasonable  one,  and  some  of  the  clauses 
were  two   pages   long,    and    how  the 
devLce^rCries  of  "Order,  order!"  and 
**  Chair!""] 

The  chairman  rose  to  Order,  and 
remarked  that  such  expressions  were 
unbecoming  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  begged  to 
apologize.  If  the  answers  he  received 
to  the  Amendments  he  moved  in  Com- 
mittee were  not  satisfactory,  he  should 
amend  his  suggestions  to  make  them 
acceptable,  and  bring  them  up  again  on 
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Report.  He  should  feel  it  incumbent 
on  him  to  raise  certain  questions  on  the 
Report,  as  the  measure  perpetuated  a 
vicious  system,  and  gave  tiie  Chief  Jus- 
tices power  to  select  the  employee  thej 
would  have  in  the  Courts.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers were  told  that  the  measure  would 
lessen  expenses;  but  that  was  simply 
talk,  for  the  expenses  would  be  increased 
rather  than  diminished. 

The  attorney  GENERAL   fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  he  had 
several    times   before    heard    remarks 
similar  to  those  which  had  fallen  from 
the    hon.    Member    for    Cavan    (Mr. 
Biggar),  with  respect  to  the  nature  of 
the  Bill,  and  he  would  only  say  with 
regard  to  those  remarks  that  he  faUed 
to  recognize  the  objections  which  had 
been  made.    This  was  a  Bill  calculated, 
if  carried  into  law,  to  work  out  the 
wants  of  the  countiy  if  looked  at  in  a 
fair  point  of  view.    He  had  endeavoured 
to  give  such  explanations  as  were  neces- 
sary when  its  different  clauses  came  up, 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  wished  to  put 
other  points  before  the  House  he  would 
have  an  ample  opportunity  of  doing  so 
on  the  Report.    If  the  hon.  Member 
at  that  stage  of  the  Bill  could  induce 
the  Committee  to  believe  that  the  ex- 
planations  he  (the    Attorney  General 
for  Ireland)  had  given  were  unsatis- 
faotory,  the  necessary  alterations  oould 
be  made  in  the  Bill.    The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  City  of  Oxford 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  had  given  a  per- 
fectly accurate  explanation  of  how  the 
Bill  had  come  on  to-day.    The  only  ob- 
jection to  proceed  last  night  and  finish 
the  Bill  was  the  lateness  of  the  hour, 
and  what    remained  now  to  be  done 
might  be  got  through  in  half-an-hour. 
And  that  was  why  the  Sitting  was  fixed 
for  to-day.     The  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  R.  Smyth)  had  said  that  he  and 
others  had  been  taken  by  surprise ;  but 
he  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
took  it  that  there  could  not  be  much 
surprise  about  the  matter.     Such  an 
Assembly  as   he  saw  before   him    on 
Saturday  showed  that  there  could  not  be 
much  surprise.    It  was  announced  early 
that  morning  that  there  would  be  a 
Sitting  to-day,  and  that  was  assented  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan.     [Mr. 
Biogab:  No,  no!]     At  all  events  the 
hon.  Member  did  not  express  any  dia- 
sent,  so  far  as  he  could  gather.    No  one 
but  the  hon.  Membw  iot  Londonderry 
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had  expressed  the  slightest  unwilling- 
ness to  proceed  with  the  Bill.  They  had 
all  oome  down  at  considerable  incon- 
▼enienoe,  and  they  were  now  asked  to 
put  themselyes  to  the  further  inconyeni- 
ence  of  going  away  without  doing  any- 
thing. After  the  sacrifice  of  the  little 
leisure  which  otherwise  hon.  Members 
would  have  had,  such  conduct  was  not 
reasonable,  and  he  should  have  thought 
tho  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  would 
have  satisfied  himself  by  giving  statis- 
tics, and  would  not  think  it  necessary  to 
press  his'  Motion.  He  did  not  see  any- 
thing that  was  to  prevent  them  from 
finishing  the  Committee  by  1  o'clock. 

Mb.  BHAW  protested  against  the  as- 
sertion which  had  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar")  to 
the  effect  that  the  Bill  was  merely  a 
"  lawyer's  job."  Indeed,  he  had  heard 
from  the  highest  authorities  that  the 
measure  was  not  at  all  a  popular  one  in 
the  Four  Courts,  and  anyone  who  ob- 
structed it  was  only  carrying  out  the 
wishes  of  those  engaged  in  the  Courts. 
He  also  knew  the  opinions  of  some  of 
the  business  men  who  were  competent 
to  form  opinions  on  the  subject,  and  he 
oould  assure  the  House  that  it  was  be- 
lieved that  the  measure  would  have  the 
effect  of  simplifying  the  procedure  in  the 
Courts,  and  that  it  would  bring  about 
assimilation  in  the  law  of  Ireland  to 
that  of  England,  which  would  be  a  great 
advantage.  The  Bill  depended  in  a 
great  measure  on  the  County  Officers 
and  Courts  Bill ;  in  fact,  each  depended 
.on  the  other,  therefore  those  who  ob- 
structed the  Judicature  Bill  were  equally 
obstructing  the  County  Officers  Bill. 
He  hoped  the  Motion  to  report  Progress 
would  DC  withdrawn. 

Mb.  WHITWELL  said,  if  there  was 
anything  he  had  learnt  which  had  been 
of  great  advantage  to  him  since  he  had 
been  in  the  House  of  Commons,  it  was 
the  benefit  of  acquiescing  in  and  carry- 
ing out  one's  part  in  an  honourable  un- 
derstanding. He  had  himself  given 
way  on  occasions  when  he  wished  to 
take  a  certain  course  under  circum- 
stances somewhat  similar  to  the  present. 
They  knew  there  was  an  honourable 
understanding  last  night  —  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  assent- 
ing, and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
(Mr.  Biggar)  not  opposing — that  they 
should  be  allowed  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill  to-day.    He  hoped,  therefore,  the 


hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
B.  Smyth)  would  not  press  his  Motion. 
They  had  all  come  down  to  the  House 
that  day  with  some  inconvenience  to 
themselves.  He,  with  many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, had  had  to  sacrifice  an  object, 
which  he  had  very  much  in  view,  and 
he  trusted  that  the  little  Business  they 
had  to  conduct  would  be  entered  upon 
at  once. 

Mb.   FAWCETT    said,   he  did    not 
wish  to  say  anything  which  might  lead 
to  a  repetition  of  what  occurred  last 
night,  and  he  would  appeal  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member    for  Londonderry 
(Mr.  E.  Smyth)  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 
Nothing  could  be  more  fair,  decent,  and 
courteous  than  the  statement  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  made  early  this 
moaning,  after  the  feud  had  gone  on — of 
which  he  would  only  say  that  the  more 
it  was  thought  about  the  more  it  was  to 
be  regretted.      The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  a  proposal.    He  said  he  un- 
derstood   that    the   hon.  Members  for 
Meath  and  Cavan  objected,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  lateness  of  the  hour,  to  go 
on  with  the  Bill,  and  therefore  he  pro- 
posed that  the  House  should  sit  to  con- 
sider the  Bill  at  12  o^clock  this  day.    It 
would  have  been  competent  then,  when 
the  proposal  was  made,  for  either  of  the 
hon.  Members  to  have  objected  to  the 
proposal ;  but  neither  of  them  did  so,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath,  in  fact,   ex- 
pressed himself  as  being  perfectly  satis- 
fied with  the  arrangement  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,   and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan,  who  had  acted  with 
him  throughout  the  evening,  and  who 
was  sitting  by  his  side,  did  not  make  the 
slightest  objection.    Therefore,  it  must 
be  taken  that  silence  gave  consent.   The 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick  County  (Mr. 
0' Sullivan),  who,  he  believed,  was  now 
in  his  place,  had  taken  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  last  night,  and  he  afterwards 
came  over  to  him   (Mr.  Fawcett)   and 
said  that  the  arrangement  proposed  by 
the  Government  was  perfectly  satisfac- 
tory.    Under  these  circumstances,  there 
being  no  opposition  last  night  to  the  pro- 
position to  proceed  with  the  Bill  that  day, 
he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry would  not  think  it  reasonable 
that  the  Committee  should  refrain  from 
proceeding  with  the  Bill,  having  met  for 
that  purpose.  

Mb.  EICHAED  SMYTH  said,   the 
explanation  which  had  been  given  had 
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in  some  measure  removed  tlie  false  im- 
pression that  he  had  formed  of  the  pro- 
ceedings and  understanding  come  to  last 
night,  and,  therefore,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Motion.  He  had  been  under 
the  impression  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  appointed  a  Saturday 
Sitting  for  the  purpose  of,  in  an  indirect 
way,  punishing  the  hon.  Members  for 
Cavan  and  Meath  on  account  of  their 
persistence  in  opposing  the  Bill.  He 
thought  that  if  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  wished  to  intimidate  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  by  harassing  the 
House  of  Commons  he  was  very  much 
mistaken.  He  understood  now,  how- 
ever, that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
had  made  himself  to  some  extent  a 
party  to  the  arrangement  which  was 
arrived  at,  and  he  would  not  hold 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  the  tempta- 
tion to  relieve  himself  from  any  im- 
plied obligation  under  which  his  ulence 
placed  him. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  denied  the  propriety 
of  the  assumption  that  because  he  did 
not  say  anything  in  answer  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  therefore  he 
assented  to  the  arrangement  proposed. 
He  did  not  assent  to  it.  He  simply 
allowed  the  decision  of  the  House  to  be 
taken  without  a  division.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.R.  Smyth) 
had  simply  struck  the  right  nail  on  the 
head,  when  he  said  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  proposed  the  Saturday 
Sitting  on  purpose  to  annoy  him  (Mr. 
Biggar).  [^Laughter, "]  There  was  no 
doubt  about  that,  and  he  would  tell  the 
hon.  Member  why.  This  proposal  was 
not  made  until  after  an  hour  had  been 
spent  in  the  discussion  of  the  Question, 
whether  or  not  Progress  should  be  re- 
ported. It  was  only  after  the  House 
had  divided  on  the  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  and  another  Motion  had  been 
made  that  the  Chairman  leave  the  Chair, 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
suggested  a  Saturday  Sitting.  If  he 
had  made  the  suggestion  at  1  o'clock, 
there  would  be  some  soundness  in  the 
argument  that  this  Sitting  was  the  re- 
sult of  an  arrangement.  But,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  he  did  nothing  of  the 
sort.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
always  spoke  civilly;  but  he  had  an 
extraordinary  propensity  for  trying  to 
carry  his  point.  On  that  occasion  he 
had  succeeded  in  carrying  his  point; 
but  it  was  only  after  he  found  that  he 
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was  imable  to  get  ilie  Bill  fiasdiadtt 
yesterday's  Sitting. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  be  was  |^ 
that  discussion  had  taken  place  whca 
the  reporters  were  present  and  abl«  to 
record  the  proceedings.  Last  m^ 
when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exdieqwr 
attempted  to  force  the  Houeetogooa 
with  the  Bill,  the  reporters  wert  Ml 
able  to  report  the  prooeedinga.  Ht 
regretted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wai 
not  now  in  his  place.  He  oonld  htiaf 
them  all  down  to  the  Hooae,  bsft  ht 
could  not  make  it  convenient  to  eam$ 
himself.  He  had  that  morning  rtiami 
to  accept  the  proposition  of  the  hoa 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  tiiii 
the  Amendments  should  be  poetpooed 
to  a  future  day.  This  propontioa  vm 
a  perfectly  reasonable  one,  while  tki 
action  of  the  Government  was  motl  n- 
reasonable.  With  regard  to  the  chizgw 
of  obstruction  it  had  been  said  that  an 
attempt  was  being  made  to  stop  the 
Business  of  the  House,  and  he  fut  is- 
clined  to  think  when  he  heard  nek 
things,  that  hon.  Gentlemoi  who  md 
them  were  not  answerable  for  thn 
actionsor  their  words,  because,  if  thsj  hid 
taken  the  slightest  trouble  to  look  isfto 
the  causes  and  facts  that  led  to  ohtixm- 
tions,  they  would  see  that  if  aajoM 
wanted  to  obstruct  the  Business  of  ths 
House  it  would  be  possible  to  do  so  is 
such  a  way  as  to  prevent  the  transsetks 
of  all  Business.  He  wished  to  isy, 
publicly  and  deliberately,  that  he  hid 
never  willingly  obstructed  any  Boumi 
of  the  House.  He  never  tried  to  ob- 
struct the  proper  performance  of  Boa- 
ness,  and  he  did  not  see  that  it  vooU 
ever  be  necessary  for  him  to  do  it  It 
was  quite  possible,  however,  that  tbt 
Irish  people  might,  at  some  timeorothv. 
come  to  consider  that  as  long  as  IiiA 
measures  were  obstmoted  in  the  piwiat 
manner  by  Englishmen,  who  came  dovi, 
and,  by  physical  force,  without  Vttkma^ 
to  arguments,  voted  down  the  AsMsd- 
ments  which  were  brought  forward^ 
their  Bepresentatives  should  delibviilrfj 
obstruct  English  Business,  and  adoft  t 
policy  of  retaliation.  He  did  not  nv* 
his  opinion  as  to  whether  that  wooM  Vi 
a  right  or  a  wrong  policy ;  bnt  hs  tt 
sure  that  if  the  Iridi  people  were  dsttf- 
mined  on  such  a  course,  they  woold  asK 
be  so  without  sound  and  proper  rsMM. 
and  under  those  droomstanoes  heahsoU 
not  hesitate  to  carry  oat  their 
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mendations.  He  had  not  obstructed  in 
the  past,  and  he  certainly  should  not  do 
so  in  the  future,  unless  he  were  instructed 
by  his  constituents.  Now,  as  to  the  Bill, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  had  called  it 
a  •*  lawyer's  job,"  and  he  (Mr.  Pamell) 
reiterated  it.  It  was  known  that  neg^ 
tiations  had  been  going  on  between  the 
Oovemments  and  the  lawyers  with  re- 
gard to  the  measure.  The  Bill  had  been 
altered  in  seTeral  material  points  since 
last  Session ;  stiU,  he  did  not  speak  from 
his  own  observaUon,  but  from  that  of 
gentlemen  who  had  studied  the  case  far 
better  than  he  had  done,  when  he  said 
that  the  measure  was  not  at  all  requisite. 
He  had  asked  the  Government  in  the 
past,  whether  they  intended  to  waste 
any  more  time  over  the  Bill,  and  he 
would  take  this  opportunity  of  again 
asking  whether  they  intended  to  do  so  ? 
If  the  CK>yemment  persevered  with  it, 
what  would  be  the  result  ?  And  he  asked 
this  in  the  interest  of  the  Public  Business 
of  that  House.  It  was  indispensable  that 
numerous  Amendments,  far  more  nume- 
rous than  those  which  had  been  pro- 
poeed  by  the  Committee,  should  be  moved 
on  the  Beport,  and  he  therefore  could 
not  see  that  there  was  any  possibility  of 
the  measure  passing  into  law  without 
keeping  them  engaged  much  longer  than 
the  House  would  care  about.  He  had 
been  carefully  looking  over  the  Bill 
since  it  had  got  into  Committee,  and  he 
saw  it  would  involve  the  wasting  of  a 
considerable  amount  of  time  to  press 
it  on. 

Ma.  MELDON  thought  the  course 
taken  at  the  last  Sitting,  when  a  small 
minority  of  7  hon.  Members  voted  against 
the  large  body  of  Irish  Members  upon  a 
matter  of  business  purely  affecting  Ire- 
land, was  obstructive  not  only  to  English, 
but  to  Irish  Business.  But  for  their  ob- 
struction considerable  progress  might 
have  been  made  with  the  Bill,  as  the 
only  point  before  the  Committee  affected 
practice  and  procedure,  and  not  principle. 

Ma.  M'CAJaXHY  DOWNING,  while 
admitting  that  every  hon.  Member  was 
entitled  to  express  his  views  at  any  time 
and  on  any  subject,  was  of  opinion  that 
a  few  of  the  Irish  Members  were  at- 
tempting to  obstruct  Irish  Business. 
Such  a  course  of  procedure  could  be  best 
described  as  anything  but  patriotism. 
He  totally  denied  that  the  BUI  was 
merely  a  lawyer's  Bill,  and  that  it  was 
not  desired  by  the  Irish  people,  because 


a  measure  of  this  kind  had  long  been 
sought  for  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  looked 
upon  the  fact  of  the  Government  holding 
a  Morning  Sitting  as  a  symptom  that 
they  were  coming  round  to  the  views 
held  by  the  Irish  Members  on  the  sub- 
ject of  daylight  legislation.  At  the  same 
time,  he  thought  the  Government  them- 
selves were  to  blame  for  the  proceedings 
of  the  day.  He  held  that  every  effort 
which  had  been  made  the  night  before 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Pamell)  had  been  interrupted,  and  with 
all  due  respect  for  the  courage  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  he  did  not  think 
that  such  efforts  would  have  been  made 
at  an  earlier  period  of  that  Sitting.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  the  Government 
would  be  consulting  the  convenience  of 
the  House  generally  by  not  proceeding 
further  with  such  discussions  as  the  one 
which  was  then  going  on  on  a  Saturday, 
and  especially  as  they  had  now  arrived 
at  such  a  point  in  the  discussion  that 
there  was  no  telling  how  long  it  might 
last.  If  they  had  got  to  such  a  point  in 
one  hour,  where  would  they  get  in 
another?  Under  those  circumstances 
he  was  ready  to  waive  his  predilections 
in  favour  of  daylight  legislation  for  the 
time,  and  hoped  the  Government  would 
postpone  proceeding  with  the  Bill  until 
Monday. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  thought 
that  as  there  were  only  a  few  technical 
objections  to  be  disposed  of,  it  would  be 
better  for  the  Committee  to  at  once  pro- 
ceed with  the  measure.  He  had  to  ex- 
press his  regret  that  the  matter  had  not 
been  concluded  the  night  before.  It  had 
been  said  by  some  hon.  Members  that 
the  Bill  was  not  popular,  but  he  asked 
what  Law  Bill  had  ever  been  popular  ? 
With  regard  to  the  remark  that  the  Bill 
was  intended  to  increase  costs,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  County  had  attempted 
to  introduce  an  Amendment  for  that  pur- 
pose, but  the  attempt  was  defeated. 
Therefore,  the  danger  feared  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  did 
not  now  exist.  He  must  emphaticaUv 
deny  that  the  Bill  was  a  lawyer's  Bill. 
It  was  a  most  important  measure,  and 
would  do  much  to  remove  legal  abuses 
in  Ireland.  He  hoped  there  would  be 
no  further  obstruction  to  its  progress 
by  a  section  of  the  Irish  Members. 

Mr.  CALLAN  objected  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  voted  with  the  minority 
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being  pilloried,  and  held  forth  as  ob-  I 
structiyes.  He  was  anxious  to  see  the 
Bill  passed,  and  invited  the  hon.  and 
learned  Members  for  Kildare  and  Cork 
County,  who  were  the  real  obstructives, 
to  follow  the  example  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  and  discuss  the  Bill 
with  tact  and  temper,  or  remain  silent. 
He  had  only  voted  against  it  on  the  di- 
vision as  recording  his  protest  against 
language  used  in  the  debate  fitgainst 
certain  Irish  Members,  and  which  he 
thought  wcLs  most  unseemly. 

Mr.  PAKNELL  said,  the  majority  of 
last  night  was  certainly  not  an  over- 
whelming majority  of  Irish  Members, 
since  it  included  only  13  as  against  9. 
If  the  course  adopted  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  last  night  was  to 
punish  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Bigger)  and  himself  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  very  much 
mistaken.  The  manner  and  temper  of 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Oxford  showed  that 
he  thought  they  ought  to  be  punished. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  sub- 
mitted to  the  Chairman,  whether  it  was 
competent  for  any  hon.  Member  to  mis- 
represent what  another  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  ? 

The  chairman  said,  it  did  not  ap- 
pear to  him  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  had  intentionally  misrepresented 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Mk.  PARNELL  had  expressly  guarded 
himself  against  repeating  the  very  words 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  because 
he  had  not  taken  them  down. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  thought  it  was  due  to 
the  House  that  he  should  explain  why 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Seoretaiy 
and  himself  were  not  present  when  the 
House  met  at  12  o'clock.  It  was  this — 
they  were  obliged  to  attend  a  Cabinet 
Council  at  11  o'clock,  which  had  only 
been  summoned  that  day,  and  which  it 
was  important  and  necessary  they  should 
attend.  Under  all  the  circumstances, 
they  saw  no  difficulty  in  absenting  them- 
selves from  the  discussion  of  what  re- 
mained of  the  Irish  Judicature  Bill,  and 
for  this  reason,  that  as  the  Amendments 
were  of  a  purely  legal  character  the  dis- 
cussions would  necessarily  be  of  a  leeal 
character,  and  they  were  matters  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  would 

i/r.  Callan 


be  in  his  place  to  explain.  It  did  Boi 
appear  that  by  the  abaenoe  of  himenlf  or 
the  Chief  Secretary  any  inooevfiiwiw 
would  arise ;  and  he  musk  aaj  thai  ht 
was  surprised  to  find  that  any  diflUuhr 
heui  been  raised  as  to  proceeding  via 
the  questions  at  issue.  He  ini|^  i»- 
mind  the  House  of  what  took  pkes 
yesterday.  The  Bill  was  folly  itiennMid 
at  the  Morning  Sitting  up  to  within  a 
short  period  of  its  completion,  and  thtm 
it  was  understood  it  would  be  takan  ap 
at  the  Evening  Sitting.  It  waa  i^m 
objected  that  there  was  not  time  to  pco- 
ceed  with  it,  and  there  appeared  to  be 
a  disposition  on  the  part  of  yvarjuaa 
that  tne  Bill  should  be 


and  finished  at  a  Morning  Sitting  to- 
day. He  believed  that  the  covree  piir> 
sued  was  one  calculated  to  meet  the  a»- 
venience  of  all  parties,  and  he  wm 
hardly  prepared  for  the  objeotioci  whi^ 
had  now  been  raised.  The  hon.  Meoi- 
ber  for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  moat  set 
that  there  had  been  every  dispomtiam 
on  the  part  of  the  Gbvemment  to  deal 
with  the  matter  in  a  fair  and  impartial 
spirit,  and  he  trusted  the  Cofnmittes 
would  now  proceed  with  the  fecial 
question  before  the  House. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  it  had  been  nid 
that  he  had  something  to  do  vith  tht 
obstruction  last  night,  but  all  he  bad 
done  was  to  report  Progreea.  Hedkd 
not  make  his  Motion  until  1  o'doek, 
and  the  Government  not  eeeing  tk«r 
way  to  assent  to  it,  a  diecnaacm  aroes 
which  lasted  an  hour  before  a  dinaoa 
took  place,  and  then  another  Member 
moved  that  the  Chairman  do  now  leaie 
the  Chair.  He  had  nothing  whstem 
to  do  with  that  Motion,  and  did  not 
to  be  blamed  for  it. 

Mb.  butt  said,  he  rose  with 
reluctance  and  feelings  of  hmniliabna 
to  take  part  in  that  miserable  diecoepna 
In  all  his  experience  he  had  never  knova 
a  greater  squanderinff  of  the  piibfie 
time.  So  far  they  had  been  disooMiag, 
as  if  it  was  a  measure  of  the  ntmott  im- 
portance, what  the  hon.  Member  lor 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  said  last  night  at 
one  part  of  the  evening,  and  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mea£  (Mr.  FttaaQ) 
said  at  another  period,  and  what  sowi 
body  else  had  said  at  some  other.  He 
did  not  rise,  however,  to  apeak  opoa 
subjects  which  he  was  afraid  he  mM 
speak  too  strongly  upon,  but  he  nf^ 
rose  to  explain  his  own  poeitica  v^ 
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reference  to  the  Bill.  He  disliked  this 
Bill,  and  he  also  disliked  the  English 
Bill ;  indeed,  he  had  obstructed  them 
both,  for  there  was  a  legitimate  as  well 
as  an  illegitimate  method  of  obstruction, 
and  he  believed  he  was  the  means  of 
prerenting  the  passage  of  the  Bill  for 
one  year.  He  belieyed,  however,  that 
as  the  English  Bill  had  passed,  some- 
thing like  it  must  also  pass  for  Ireland, 
because  it  was  a  natural  consequence. 
He  wa«  prepared,  therefore,  to  acquiesce 
in  the  inevitable,  and  beyond  that  he 
had  found  a  strong  feeling  in  Ireland 
that  in  order  to  bring  about  a  settled 
atate  of  affairs  the  subject  should  be 
dealt  with.  It  was  merely  a  question 
of  time,  and  he  was  thereiore  prepared 
to  assist  in  passing  a  Bill  which  would 
set  the  question  at  rest. 

Mb.  PASNELL  quite  agreed  that  it 
would  ultimately  be  necessary  to  pass  a 
Bill  relating  to  the  Irish  Judicature,  but 
that  was  no  reason  why  they  should  allow 
this  Bill  to  go  through  without  full  and 
proper  discussion,  and  without  en- 
aeaTouring  to  insert  those  Amendments 
which  they  considered  to  be  necessary 
and  proper.  All  that  had  been  said 
tended  to  show  that  that  Parliament 
was  incapable  of  managing  Irish  affairs, 
or  of  legislating  for  the  Irish  people. 
The  present  Bill  was  brought  forward  at 
a  very  late  period  of  the  Session,  and 
when  there  was  apparently  no  chance 
of  passing  it,  if  a  proper  discussion  upon 
it  took  place;  but  were  they  for  tnat 
reason  to  say  that  they  should  refrain 
from  attempting  to  make  Amendments 
which  they  believed  to  be  requisite  in  a 
measure  which  was  full  of  abuses  and 
anomalies.  He  did  not  believe  the  in- 
terests of  Ireland  would  be  injured  if  the 
Bill  were  stopped. 

Mr.  BICHAED  SMYTH  wished  to 
explain  that  he  had  merely  moved  to 
report  Progress  under  what  he  supposed 
to  be  the  circumstances  of  last  nignt,  in 
order  to  obtain  an  explanation  from  the 
Government;  but  since,  having  offered 
to  withdraw,  he  was  in  no  way  respon- 
sible for  what  had  taken  place  after- 
wards.   

Ma.  E.  JENKINS  said,  hon.  Mem- 
bers might  speak  approvingly  of  the 
discussion  at  that  time;  but  the  ques- 
tion which  suggested  iteelf  was,  what 
the  people  of  mland  would  think  of  it  ? 
It  was  because  these  reports  were  cir- 
culated amongst  a  large  number  of  igno- 


rant people  in  Ireland  unanswered,  that 
they  were  likely  to  cause  the  veiy  feel- 
ing which  the  House  desired  to  sup- 
press, and  which  they  all  felt  did  not 
add  to  the  dignity  of  the  Assembly.  He 
wished  to  show  what  motives  bad  ac- 
tuated the  hon.  Member  for  Meath. 

The  CHAIBMAN  pointed  out  that  the 
hon.  Member  could  not  discuss  motives. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  would  give 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  every  &ci- 
lity  that  the  Bules  of  the  House  would 
permit  of  in  discussing  the  motives  which 
guided  him.     

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  said,  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  had  declared 
that  they  were  not  obstructing  Business ; 
but  there  seemed  to  be  veiy  little  reason 
in  the  stand  they  had  taken.  They  con- 
tended they  had  a  right  to  obstruct  the 
Business  at  a  certain  time  in  the  morn- 
ing, so  that  they  might  not  pass  late 
lenslation.  The  Bules  which  had  been 
laid  down  were  intended  to  prevent  the 
tyrannical  use  of  a  majority,  where  there 
was  a  strong  minority  on  a  given  sub- 
ject ;  but  he  failed  to  see  that  in  the  pre- 
sent case,  there  was  a  strong  minority, 
for  even  the  Irish  Members,  as  a  rule, 
were  opposed  to  the  tactics  which  had 
been  pursued,  and  there  was  no  indica- 
tion that  the  constituencies  supported 
the  course  of  obstruction  which  had  been 
pursued.  He  (Mr.  Jenkins)  possibly 
last  nieht  might  have  spoken  somewhat 
strongly  ;  but  the  patience  of  the  House 
had  been  extremely  tried,  and  it  was 
futile  for  a  dozen  hon.  Members,  in  the 
course  they  had  adopted,  to  expect  they 
would  be  able  to  change  a  method  of 
proceeding  which  had  obtained  for  cen- 
turies. When  the  Home  Bule  Party 
came  into  the  House,  there  was  an 
anxiety  on  both  sides  of  the  House  to 
yield  every  fair  opportunity  for  them  to 
put  forward  their  claims,  and  it  was  felt 
that  the  Party  under  the  Leadership  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Lime- 
rick (Mr.  Butt)  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  would 
add  dignity  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
House ;  but,  unfortunately,  there  was  a 
Bump  of  this  Party  which  came  forward 
claiming  to  represent  the  Irish  people. 

Mb.  PABNELL  rose  to  Order,  and 
said  he  never  claimed  to  represent  the 
Irish  people. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  was  prooeeding, 
when— 

Mb.  PABNELL  again  rose  to  Order. 
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The  CHAIEMAN  called  on  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to 
proceed,  and  reminded  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  that  he 
would  have  the  opportunity  of  making 
any  observations  afterwards. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  continued  :  He  did 
not  wish  to  misrepresent  the  hon.  Mem- 
.ber  for  Meath ;  but  he  certainly  under- 
stood him  to  say  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land did  not  want  the  Bill,  and,  there- 
fore* he  was  speaking  as  the  mouthpiece 
of  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  if  for  nothing 
else,  he  must  thank  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dundee  for  having  described  the 
Irish  people  as  ignorant.  When  the 
hon.  Gentleman  again  courted  the  favour 
of  the  Dundee  Home  Kule  Association 
any  reference  to  **  the  ignorance  "  of  the 
Irish  people  would,  doubtless,  be  far,  if 
not  from  the  mind,  at  le£ist  from  the  lips 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  had  spoken 
of  a  time  when  the  Home  Bule  Party, 
led  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen 
the  Members  for  Limerick  and  Louth 
(Mr.  Butt  and  Mr.  Sullivan),  had  the 
respect  of  the  House  owing  to  their 
amicable  spirit,  and  so  on,  but  what  had 
all  this  amicability  succeeded  in  gain- 
ing ?  Let  last  night  attest.  He  did  not 
know  what  position  in  the  Liberal  Party 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  aspired  to 
take;  but  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  thought 
that  it  would  oe  the  extreme  remnant 
of  a  very  small  tail.  He  denied  that  the 
Irish  people  were  opposed  to  a  proper 
judicial  system  for  Ireland,  but  they 
objected  to  a  perpetuation  of  the  svstem 
of  Bar  bribery,  sinecurism,  and  jobbery 
which  would  be  the  result  of  the  present 
BiU. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  BIGGAE  explained  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Amendment  he  had  moved 
was  to  give  a  defendant  the  option  of 
defending  himself. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson),  in  opposing 
the  Amendment,  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  proposed  to  strike  out  the  rule 
that  if  the  memorandum  put  in  by  the 
defendant  did  not  contain  his  address,  it 
should  not  be  received.  Was  not  that  a 
reasonable  rule  ?  Was  it  not  also  rea- 
sonable that  if  the  defendant  gave  an 
illusory  address  the  Gourt  shomd  have 
power  to  deal  with  the  matter  ? 


Mb.  BUTT  oppoeed  the  Amendment, 
on  the  ground  that  if  you  had  to  rire  a 
man  notice  of  a  trial  yon  mnst  Know 
where  to  find  him. 

Mb.  BIGKJAR  held  that  the  mle  nt  it 
now  stood  only  gave  room  for  litigntka. 
and  said  that  if  a  writ  was  aerred  ntnny 
address  which  a  man  gaTe>  all  thnt 
necessary  would  be  fulfilled. 

Mb.  law  pointed  oat  that  a 
might  give  an  address  which  did  not 
exist  at  all,  and  the  object  of  the  rak 
was  to  insure  that  the  address  shonld  be 
one  that  was  real. 

Mb.  MELDON  also  said,  if  the 
Amendment  was  adopted  the  effect  would 
be  this — suppose  a  person  gave  an  ad- 
dress that  did  not  exist,  there  would  be 
no  place  to  serve  papers,  and  therefioffo 
no  proceedings  at  all  could  be  taken. 

Mb.  PAR^ELL  said,  he  saw  no  oeea- 
sion  for  the  clause,  which,  whilst  being 
unnecessary,  might  also  prove  to  be 
injurious^ 

Mb.  butt  did  not  altogether 
with  the  proposed  Amendment. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  thought  that,  as  a 
general  rule,  hand  fide  addresses  would  be 
given.  

Mb.  PARNELL  again  supported  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  RICHARD  SMYTH  thoiu^t  the 
question  should  be  left  over  on  Keport, 
if  the  Amendment  was  not  agreed  to. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  the  effect  of  tiie 
Amendment  would  be  to  give  redrese  to 
defendants.  

Thb  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibsok)  said,  he  would 
consider  the  sulneot  on  Report 

Mb.  PARNELL  objected  to  the  wotds 
''  illusory  and  fictitious." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  those 
words  had  been  in  general  use  for  a  loag 
time  and  could  not  mislead. 

Mb.  RICHARD  SMYTH  hoped  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  (Gentleman  irould 
consent  to  allow  the  Schedule  to  n^tnui 
over  until  the  Report  was  taken. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pn>- 

gosed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
chedule." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  90; 
Noes  4 :  Majority  86.  —  (XHt.  List. 
No.  243.) 

Nobs—    Kirk,  G.  H.       Nolia,C^teia 
Pamell,  C.  S.    Power,  J.  O'C. 
TxLLBBs  — Mr.    Biggtr  sad   Mr.    Richtxi 

Smyth. 
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Mb.  BIOOAB  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, the  omission  of  Schedule  25. 

Thk  attorney  general  for 
IREXAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  explained  that 
thia  was.  one  of  the  most  yafuable  roles 
in  pleading.  It  was  to  prevent  surprises 
in  litigation,  and  was  intended  to  pre- 
vent a  man  from  keeping  back  part  of 
liis  case,  and  then  turning  round  on 
the  plaintiff  with  a  new  statement  of 
facts.  It  was  a  rule  which  had  been 
suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Butt),  and  accepted  bj  the  Cbvemment, 
and  he  therefore  supposed  the  objection 
would  not  be  pressed. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked,  whether  the 
rule  was  in  the  English  Judicature  Act? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  it  was. 

Mb.  butt  thought  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  conceive  a  better  rule. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  thought  the  effect  of 
the  rule  was  rather  to  benefit  the  Go- 
vernment, than  the  department. 

Mb.  butt  agreed  that  that  was  the 
case  to  some  extent  with  regard  to  the 
making  of  contracts ;  but  he  considered 
it  only  reasonable  that  it  should  be  so. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn, 

Mb.  BI(}GAR  moved  an  Amendment 
to  Schedule  37,  to  strike  out  that  portion 
of  the  Schedule  exempting  criminal  pro- 
ceedings from  the  operation  of  the  Act. 
As  the  Bill  did  not  include  criminal  pro- 
ceedings, he  did  not  see  why  the  words 
•hould  stand  in  the  Schedule. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  64, 
leave  out  line  SB. — (^Mr,  Biggar.) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  opposed  the 
Amendment.  The  effect  of  striking  out 
the  words  would  make  all  the  preoraing 
rules  apply  to  criminal  prooeedmgs.  The 
rules  arawn  up  for  civil  actions  were 
quite  unsuitable  to  criminal  proceed- 
inffs. 

Mb.  BUTT  also  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  nogativod, 

Mb.  BIGK}AR  said,  he  had  another 
Amendment  on  the  Paper;  but  after  the 
reception  given  to  the  last,  he  should  not 
submit  it. 

Amendment,  in  paffe  64,  to  leave  out 
line  39  {Mr»  Bigga/r^,  by  leave,  with' 
drawn. 


Mb.  PARNELL  moved,  after  Rule 
19,  to  insert  the  words — 

"That  where  there  were  nnmerous  partiea 
haviog  the  same  interest  in  one  action,  one  or 
more  ndght  be  sued,  or  allowed  to  defend,  as  the 
ease  might  be,  on  bdialf ,  or  for  the  benefit  of 
all  the  parties  concerned." 

This,  the  hon.  Member  said,  followed 
the  English  Act. 

Thb  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  he  would 
look  into  the  matter  before  the  Report. 

Mb.  butt  did  not  see  any  objection 
to  the  introduction  of  this  particular 
rule. 

Mb.  MELDON  opposed  the  Motion. 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  a  ques- 
tion of  the  kind  could  not  be  dealt  with 
lightly.  He  had  not  had  Notice  of  the 
Ajoiendment ;  but  as  it  appeared  in  the 
Act  of  1875,  he  would  accept  it  now; 
but  if  he  saw  reason  for  any  modifica- 
tion, he  should  bring  up  the  matter  on 
Report.  If,  where  any  oroad  principle 
was  concerned,  there  were  any  other  of 
the  English  rules  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber after  consultation  with  his  legal 
Friends  desired  to  introduce,  he  would 
consider  whether  that  might  not  also  be 
done  on  the  Report. 

Mb.  butt  warned  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  that  if  he  accepted  the 
insertion  of  a  number  of  those  English 
rules,  he  would  be  opening  a  door  to  a 
discussion  of  all  the  rules.  He  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  leave  the  franung 
of  the  rules  to  the  Irish  Judges. 

Amendment  verbally  amended  and 
agreed  to, 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  that  if  the  rules 
were  framed  by  the  Irish  Judges,  this 
House,  which  ought  to  have  the  benefit 
of  the  experience  of  the  English  lawyers, 
would  have  no  opportunity  of  considering 
the  rules.  The  importance  of  the  rules 
was  such  that  the  House  ought  to  dis- 
cuss each  separately,  and  to  secure  such 
an  opportumty,  he  would  move  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr.  PameU.) 

Thx  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  every 
one  of  these  rules  had  been  gone  over 
most  carefully  by  the  Lord  Uhanoellor 
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of  Ireland,  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land, and  himself.  The  rules  here  in- 
serted would  be  a  guide  to  the  Judg^, 
and  it  would  be  unreasonable  after  aU 
that  had  been  done  that  the  Oommittee 
should  pause  for  nothing. 

Motion,  by  leave,  toithdraum. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported^  as  amended,  to  be  oon- 
sidered  upon  Tuesday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.    [BiU  260.] 

House  adjourned  at  Four 
o'dock,  till  Monday. 


HOUSE    OF    L0ED8, 
Monday y  23ri  July,  1877. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— JYr**  Beading— 
Registration  of  Leases  (Scotland)  Act  (1867) 
Amendment*  (156). 

Report — Factors  Acts  Amendment*  (1*0); 
Registered  Writs  Execution  (Scotland)  *  ^144- 
167) ;  Local  Goremment  B<Mud's  Provisional 
Oraers  Confirmation  (Atherton,  &c.)  *  (86) — 
(Caistor  Union,  &c.)  ♦  (94). 

Third  Reading  —  Local  Grovemment  Board's 
Provisional  Orders  Oonfirmation  (Hyde,  &c.)* 
(93),  Bsidipaeeed. 

J2oya/u4«Mft<— Consolidated  Fund  (£20,000,000) 
[40  &  41  Vict.  c.  24];  Solicitors  Exaxmna- 
tion,  &c.  [40  &  41  Viet.  c.  25];  Colonial  For- 
tifications [40  &  41  Vict.  c.  23] ;  Public  Works 
Loans  (Ireland)  [40  &  41  Viet.  c.  27] ;  Com- 
panies Acts  Amendment  (No.  3)  [40  &  41  Viet, 
c.  26];  New  Forest  [40  &  41  Viet.  c.  121]; 
Provisional  Orders  (Ireland)  Confirmation 
(Artisans  and  Labourers  Dwellings)  [40  & 
41  Viet.  c.  122] ;  Provisional  Orders  (Ireland) 
Confirmation  (Ennis,  &c.)  [40  k  41  Viet. 
c.  123] ;  Tramways  Chders  Confijrmation  (Bar- 
ton, &c.)  [40  &  41  Viet.  c.  124] ;  Local  Go- 
vernment Provisional  Orders  (Bridlington, 
&c.)  [40  &  41  Viet.  c.  125] ;  Oyster  and  Mussel 
Fisheries  Order  Confirmation  [40  &  41  Viet. 
c  126] ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
(Sewage)  [40  &  41  Viet.  c.  127] ;  General 
Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Provi- 
sional Order  Confirmation  (Glasgow)  [40  & 
41  Viet,  c  1281 ;  Provisional  Orders  (Ireland) 
Confirmation  (Holywood,  &c.)  [40  &  41  Viet, 
c.  129] ;  Elementary  Education  Provisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Felmingham,  &c.)  [40  k 
41  Viet,  c  130J ;  Gas  and  Water  Orders  Con- 
firmation (Abmgdon,  &c.)  [40  &  41  Viet. 
c.  131] ;  Local  Government  Board's  Provi- 
sional Orders  Confirmation  (Belper  Union, 
&c)  [40  k  41  Viet.  c.  132]  ;  Metropolis  Im- 
provement  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation 
(Great  Wild  Street,  &c.)  [40  k  41  Viet. 
o.  133] ;  Saint  Stephen's  Green  (Dublin)  [40  k 
41  VUt,  c.  134]. 

Tlie  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


THE  MEDITEERANSAN  Oi 

Quxsnoir. 


riHirivn: 


Eabl  GRANVILLE:  My  LoHa.  I 
rise  to  ask  my  noble  Friend  Um  8«cr»- 
taiy  of  State  for  Foreign  A£Eun  vk»- 
ther  there  is  any  information  vliick  1m 
can  give  with  regard  to  the  moremflot  cf 
troops  to  the  Mediterranean  ? 

The  Eabl  of  DERBY:  My  Lords, 
I  have  no  dif&cul^  in  ansvering  ihm 
Question  of  the  noble  Earl^  whidi,  udcr 
the  circumstanoes,  is  natural  and  op- 
portune. What  has  happened  is 
The  Mediterranean  garrisons  are  at 
sent,  I  understand,  below  their  fall 
plement,  and  in  the  uncertain  and  dis- 
turbed condition  of  Europe  it  has  been 
thought  desirable  that  Uiey  should  b« 
strengthened  to  the  extent  of  about 
3,000  troops.  That  is  the  sole  finrnda* 
tion  for  the  statementa  in  the  neva- 
papers. 


OONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACT,  1869— IMPORTED  CATTLE. 

Qussnoir. 

Li  reply  to  Earl  Fobtsscub, 

Thb  Duks  of  RICHMOND  jum 
OORDON  said,  there  had  been  som« 
further  outbreak  of  cattle  nlagne  in  tlw 
Metropolis ;  and  there  had  been  som« 
fresh  importations  of  diseased  oattie. 
But  the  regulations  in  existence  would 
be  amply  sufficient  to  deal  with  that  or 
any  other  outbreak  which  might 
Li  the  Metropolitan  area  no  animal 
allowed  to  leave  a  cowshed  within  ao 
affected  area  except  for  the  purpoef  of 
being  slaughterecC  and  no  animal  was 
allowed  to  be  removed  from  the  north  to 
the  south  side  of  the  Thames.  A  Oon* 
mittee  of  the  other  House  was  now  sitthig 
and  would  shortly  report  on  the  snbjsct. 
It  was  not  for  him  to  anticipate  what 
their  Report  would  be,  nor  would  it  bs 
possible  for  the  Ooremment  to  take  any 
mrther  steps  till  the  Oommittee  had  re- 
ported. 

•  Hotue  sdjoumed  at  luiH  put  FH« 

o'clock,  till  ToHWsrov, 

Elerwi  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 

Moni^,  2^dJtdy,  1877. 

MIKUTES.]  —  PiTBLic  Bills  —  Ordir$d — Sale 
of  Food  and  Drugs  Act  (1876)  Amsndment  *. 

J^rwt  Msadiy^Jucloeare  *  [262]. 

849ond  Readina — Police  Expenses  Act  Contina- 
ance*  [259 j. 

8*Uet  Committe$ — Parliamentary  and  Municipal 
Begutration  [59],  nominated, 

CommUt4$  —  C!oan^  Offioers  and  Courts  (Ire« 
land)  (r*-«)friiii.)*r254l— B.P.;  Prisons  (Ire- 
land) {re-comm,)  •  [219]. 

Third  M$uding  —  Saint  Otherine's  Harbour, 
Jenej  ^  [251],  and  jmimm^. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


DUBLIN  (CENTRAL  TRAMWAYS   BILL. 

[Xortit]— [4y  Order.'] 

OOKBIDSBATIOK. 

Order  for  Gonsideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  Con- 
sideration." 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  monng 
that  the  Consideration  be  deferred  for 
three  months,  said  that  the  original  es- 
timate on  the  Bill,  when  presented  to 
the  House  of  Lords,  was  £12,000,  upon 
which  a  deposit  of  5  per  cent  was  made. 
That  estimate  had  now  been  increased 
to  £40,000,  while  the  deposit  had  not 
been  oorrespondingly  increased.  The 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  passed  the  Bill,  inserting  the 
following  dause : — 

'*  Whereas  it  appeared  that  the  said  Estimate 
was  wholhr  insufficient,  and  that  to  complete  tiie 
works  a  farther  sum  will  be  required,  it  shall 
not  be  lawful  for  the  company  to  put  any  of  the 
powers  of  this  Act  in  execution  until  they  hare 
deposited  a  farther  sum  in  the  Court  of  Qian- 
c«ry  of  £1,400." 

A  Bill  passed  upon  such  a  Beport  as 
that  would  be  a  violation  of  the  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House.  The  argument 
used  by  the  promoters  of  the  BUI  was, 
that  the  increase  had  been  caused  by  the 
House  of  Lords  striking  out  the  clause 
relating  to  steam  power;  but  the  ori- 
ginal Sill  provided  for  the  use  of  steam 
or  other  power,  and  an  equal  expense 
would  follow  upon  the  use  of  either  power. 
He  submitted  that  the  extra  deposit  pro- 
vided for  in  the  clause  he  had  read  did 
not  meet  the  case,  as  it  was  not  done  under 


the  authority  of  the  Standing  Orders  and 
would  enable  the  promoters  to  keep  their 
powers  hanging  over  the  parties  con- 
cerned without  giving  the  required  gua- 
rantee in  the  shape  of  the  proper  deposit 
paid  at  once.  It  was  an  illustration  of 
the  evils  that  might  arise  if  the  Beport  of 
the  Committee  was  acted  upon,  that  the 
the  promoter  of  this  Bill  hsA  become  a 
bankrupt  since  it  passed  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  had  paiiied  with  his  interest 
in  the  Bill,  thus  indicating  that  the  ad- 
ditional deposit  of  5  per  cent  had  not  been 
made,  because  he  was  unable  to  provide 
the  deposit,  and  therefore  unfitted  to  be 
entrusted  with  a  concession  of  this  sort. 
This  case  would  make  a  bad  precedent 
and  open  a  door  to  all  the  evils  which  the 
Standmff  Order  was  intended  to  prevent. 
Although  the  deposit  had,  within  the  last 
day  or  two,  been  paid,  yet  he  held  that 
the  Standing  Orders  had  not  been  strictly 
observed,  and  he  intended  to  divide  the 
House,  unless  a  statement  by  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  could  remove  the 
objections  which  he  had  expressed.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
the  rejection  of  the  BilL 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,''  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr.  A$hl&y.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word 
'  now'  stand  part  of  liie  Question." 

Mb.  EODWELL  said,  he  knewnothine 
of  the  facts  of  the  case,  but  he  looked 
upon  it  as  a  question  of  principle ;  and 
if  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Poole  (Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley)  had  stated  was  correct, 
it  seemed  to  him  there  had  been  a  gross 
infringement  of  the  Standing  Orders. 
The  question  would  arise  whether  it  was 
such  an  infringement  as  would  be  fatal 
to  the  Bill.  In  his  experience,  it  was 
an  imprecedented  case.  Two  Standing 
Orders  were  involved.  One  provided 
that  a  deposit  should  be  paid  into  the 
Court  of  Chancery  in  Ireland,  for  the 
purpose  of  guaranteeing  those  whose 
property  was  affected,  and  in  order  to 
show  the  hima/uUi  of  the  scheme.  In 
the  interest  of  the  public  that  was  a  most 
important  Standing  Order;  for  parties 
might  bring  forward  Bills  which  would 
^^reatly  affect  the  public  interest  and  the 
mterest  of  property,  and  yet  not  have 
any  capital  to  warrant  their  undertaking. 
In  this  case  the  Committee  had  exceeded 
their  duty,  and  had  misunderstood  their 
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duty,  because  until  the  Standing  Orders 
were  complied  with,  no  Committee  could 
deal  with  such  a  question  as  this  at  all. 
In  this  case  £600  was  the  deposit  origi- 
nally made,  and  £2,000  was  the  deposit 
required.  A  few  years  fiigo,  a  special  tri- 
bunal was  instituted  to  inquire  into  the 
question  of  estimates,  and  the  Bill  would 
at  once  have  been  stopped  on  the  show- 
ing before  that  tribunal  that  the  esti- 
mate was  insufficient,  or  that  the  de- 
posit was  insufficient.  In  both  those 
respects  there  had  been  a  default,  and 
if  the  Bill  was  sanctioned  without  further 
investigation  all  Standing  Orders  had 
better  be  erased.  The  matter  should  be 
referred  back  to  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee,  because  no  private  Com- 
mittee could  take  upon  itself  to  do  what 
was  in  direct  violation  of  the  Standing 
Orders.  No  case  similar  to  this  had 
arisen  in  his  Parliamentary  experience. 
SiE  UGHTRED  KAY  -  SHUTTLE- 
WORTH,  as  Chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  Bill  under  notice,  said,  the 
Committee  did  not  state  that  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  had  not  been  complied  with, 
because  it  was  their  opinion,  so  far  as 
they  could  tell,  that  they  had  been  com- 
plied with.  The  question  was  entirely 
one  of  estimate.  The  Bill  came  before 
the  Committee  supported  by  the  local 
authorities  and  by  t^e  townships  through 
which  the  tramways  would  pass,  and  by 
the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Dublin  ; 
in  fact,  there  was  no  opposition  to  it  at 
all,  except  from  the  tramway  company 
which  had  already  many  tramways  in 
the  vicinity  of  Dublin,  and  which  did 
not  oppose  so  much  on  the  ground  of 
competition,  as  on  the  ground  of  jealousy 
at  the  introduction  of  a  new  company  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Dublin.  As  re- 
garded the  estimate,  no  doubt  it  was  a 
rather  startling  fact  in  Committee  when 
it  appeared  that  the  original  estimate  of 
£12,000  was  proposed  to  be  increased  to 
£40,000;  but,  in  the  first  place,  this  in- 
crease was  honestly  and  straight-for- 
wardly  stated  in  answer  to  a  question 
of  the  counsel  for  the  Bill ;  and  the 
circumstances  of  the  increase  were  not 
the  subject  of  much  evidence,  as  the 
opponents  did  not  attempt  to  prove 
that  the  original  estimate  was  insuf- 
ficient. The  Committee  were  unani- 
mously of  opinion  that  there  was  no 
evidence  to  uiow  that  the  orisinal  esti- 
mate had  been  insufficient ;  but  as  in 
consequence  of  the  chauKe  made  at  the 
instance  of  the  Bof^  of  l^rade  in  the 

Mr.  RodwM 


House  of  Lords,  whereby  steam  vti 
struck  out  of  the  Bill«  the  ezpeuM 
would  be  greatly  increased,  it  Beem«d 
to  them  a  case  in  which  a  cfasagv 
had  become  neoessaiy.  They  did  not 
act  hastily;  they  sent  a  message  to  Mr. 
Kiokards,  the  Speaker's  Ooanael,  re- 
questing him  to  aidvise  with  them.  Hs 
asked  were  they  satisfied  that  the  origi- 
nal estimate  was  bond  fide  f  Thej  Mid 
they  were.  Were  they  satisfied  that  the 
application  was  straightforwardly  made? 
They  were  satisfied  of  that  Then  h* 
said  the  Bill  might  be  saved  by  pattiiig 
into  it  a  clause  which  he  would  draft. 
That  clause  had  been  embodied  in  the 
Bill,  and  was  to  the  effect  that  befbrs 
any  of  the  works  were  executed,  an  ad- 
ditional amount  should  be  deposited. 
That  increase  had  been  depoeitea.  An- 
other change  had  also  been  made,  greatly 
to  the  advantage  of  the  Bill,  and  it  came 
in  a  shape  which  commended  its^  to 
the  Committee,  because  of  the  snbctan- 
tial  character  of  Mr.  Lombard,  the  gen- 
tleman who  promoted  it.  There  oonld 
be  no  doubt  that  the  works  would  be 
carried  out  satisfactorily  and  subetanti- 
ally.  The  Committee  were  satisfied  that 
there  was  no  mala  fidee  in  the  case.  He 
admitted  that  it  was  exceptional,  but  did 
not  think  it  would  constitute  a  preoedeat; 
or  even  if  it  did,  that  it  would  be  otherwiM 
than  a  good  one.  He  believed  the  Com- 
mittee were  right  in  the  course  they  had 
taken,  acting  as  they  did,  not  on  their 
own  opinion  alone,  but  on  the  adnoe  of 
Mr.  Eickards.  When  a  good  deal  of 
time  had  been  spent  upon  a  Bill  of  this 
sort,  which  was  supported  by  all  the 
local  authorities  and  opposed  by  no  one 
of  importance,  it  was  a  pity  that  it 
should  be  opposed  by  a  tedmical  objec- 
tion raised  at  the  last  stage. 

Mb.  EAIKES  said,  this  was  a  very 
important  point,  well  deserving  the  at- 
tention of  the  House.  The  House  would 
recognize  the  pains  and  care  which  the 
Committee  had  brought  to  this  inquiry, 
and  it  was  important  to  avoid  dimuii«h- 
ing  the  authority  of  a  Select  Committee; 
but  the  statements  made  by  the  bon. 
Member  for  Poole  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley) 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  Cambridgeshire  (Mr.  Bod- 
well)  showed  that  this  was  a  very  excep* 
tional  and  peculiar  case.  In  1 850  and  m 
1853  questions  of  the  sort  arose,  and  a 
Motion  was  made  to  refer  the  BiQi  to 
the  Examiner  of  Private  Bills,  that  he 
might  report  to  the  House  whether  or 
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not  there  had  been  any  infraotioni 
of  the  Standing  Orders.  He  would 
not  prejudge  this  case,  but  wouM  be 
satisned  if  they  could  obtain  the 
Seport  of  the  Examiner.  It  appeared 
to  be  exceedingly  doubtful  wnether 
the  Gommittee  had  observed  the  Stand- 
ing Orders,  and  especially  that  one 
which  was  intended  to  prevent  schemes 
obtaining  the  authority  of  Parliament 
which  might  be  used  in  order  to  occupy 
the  g^und,  and  prevent  the  operation 
of  genuine  companies.  It  was  also  in- 
tended to  prevent  such  things  as  occurred 
in  foreign  countries,  where  persons  ob- 
tained concessions,  and  made  what  they 
could  out  of  them.  The  only  security 
Parliament  had  been  able  to  devise  had 
been  to  reouire  that  the  estimates  of  these 
schemes  should  be  bond  fide,  and  that  a 
sufficient  deposit  should  be  made.  It 
would  be  lamentable  if,  on  the  decision 
of  a  single  Committee,  they  were  to 
deviate  from  those  rules  which  had  ob- 
tained hitherto  general  approval,  and 
to  depart  from  the  spirit  of  the  Standing 
Orders.  But  they  had  a  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders,  with  an  Examiner, 
who  reported  to  the  Committee.  He 
ahould  be  sorry  if  there  were  any  divi- 
sion on  the  question,  as  it  might  put  the 
parties  in  a  false  position,  and  inflict 
nnnecessanr  hardships  on  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill.  If  the  Bill  was  referred 
back  to  the  Committee  it  would  go  to 
the  Examiner,  and  if  they  thought  the 
circumstances  were  such  that  the  House 
might  take  an  exceptional  course  the 
matter  would  be  r^p^arly  proceeded 
with.  He  thought  if  both  the  Motion 
and  the  Amendment  were  withdrawn, 
it  would  be  well  if  a  Motion  was  passed, 
which  he  would  then  move,  that  the  Bill, 
as  amended  in  Committee,  be  referred  to 
the  Examiner  of  Petitions  on  Private 
Bills,  to  inquire  whether  the  Amend- 
ments involved  any  infraction  of  the 

Standing  Orders  of  the  House. 

Sir  UGHTRED  KAY  -  SHUTTLE- 
WOBTH  expressed  his  readiness  to 
accede  to  the  course  suggested  by  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means. 


Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 
icithdfoum, 

OrJtrtd,  That  the  Bill,  as  amended  in  the 
Committee,  be  referred  to  the  Examiner  of 
Petitiona  for  Prirate  BiQa,  to  inqoire  whether 
the  Amendments  inrolve  any  infraction  of  the 
Standing  Orden  of  thia  Hooae,— (rA#  Chmrmmm 


Qusiiton, 
QUESTIONS. 
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EDUCATION  —  ENDOWED    SCHOOLS  — 
THE  TONBRIDGE  SCHOOL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  OOLDSMID  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council,  What  has  become 
of  the  scheme  of  the  Endowed  Schools 
Oommissioners  for  the  future  manage- 
ment of  the  Tonbridge  School  ? 

Viscount  SANDON:  Sir,  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Charity  Commissioners 
that  the  scheme  for  Tonbridge  School,  a 
draft  of  which  was  published  some  time 
since  by  them,  has  been  withdrawn  by 
them  in  consequence  of  some  liberal  pro- 
posals which  have  been  made  by  the 
Skinners'  Company  for  the  establish- 
ment and  endowment  of  a  second  or 
middle  school,  for  the  benefit  of  the  dis- 
trict interested  in  Sir  Andrew  Judd's 
School,  the  school  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  scheme  for  Sir  Andrew 
Judd's  School  had  consequently  to  be 
re-cast,  and  copies  are  in  the  hands  of 
the  Skinners'  Company  for  their  consi- 
deration. There  is,  therefore,  reason  to 
hope  that  a  satisfactory  scheme  may  be 
arranged  for  this  important  foundation. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE-STOKESLEY 
COUNTY  COURTS.— QUESTION. 

Me.  WAIT  (for  Sir  Chables  Leoard) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  with  reference  to 
the  case  of  *'  Brunton  r.  Pennington," 
tried  in  the  County  Court  of  Yorkshire, 
holden  at  Stokesley  on  the  18th  May 
1877,  If  he  is  able  to  state  to  the  House 
on  what  grounds  the  Judge  refused  to 
grant  a  case  for  the  opinion  of  the  High 
Court,  on  the  legal  points  of  great  im- 
portance to  a  large  class  of  persons 
which  were  then  raised  ;  whether  this  is 
the  third  time,  since  January  1 876,  that 
a  case  has  been  heard  at  that  court, 
which  depended  on  the  true  construction 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  1  and  2  Will. 
4,  c.  S2,  and  whether  on  each  of  those 
occasions  a  case  for  the  opinion  of  the 
High  Court,  on  the  true  construction  of 
that  Act,  has  been  asked  for  and  re- 
fused ;  and,  on  what  grounds  the  Judge 
refused  to  receive  the  documentary  evi- 
dence submitted  to  him,  under  the  Act 
34  andd5yic.  c.  112,  and  whether  on 
each  of  the  previous  occasions  above 
referred  to,  similar   documentary  evi« 
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dence  under  the  same  Act  was  submitted 
aud  Feoeived  i 

Mb.  ASSHETON  OEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  be  was  unable  to  state  why  the 
Judge  had  refused  to  grant  a  case  for 
the  opinion  of  the  High  Court  on  the 
legal  points  involved  in  the  case  re- 
fenred  to;  and,  although  he  did  not 
think  such  a  Question  should  be  put  to 
him,  he  had  put  himself  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Judge  with  a  view  to  its 
being  answered. 

DISSENTING  SERVICES  IN  PABISH 
CHUBCHYARDS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  SEELY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  letter  written  bv  the 
Bishop  of  Lincoln  to  the  Yicar  of  8ut- 
ton-in-Ashfield,  from  which  it  appears 
that  the  Yicar  had  announced  his  "in- 
tention of  allowing  the  churchyard  of 
that  parish  to  be  used  for  other  services 
than  those  of  the  Church  of  England ; " 
and  in  which  letter  the  Bishop  warns 
the  Yicar  that  by  acting  upon  this  inten- 
tion he  will  render  himself  liable  to 
leg^  proceedings ;  and,  whether,  in  his 
opinion,  the  incumbent  of  a  parish  who 
permits  the  burial  of  Nonconformists  by 
Nonconformist  ministers,  with  "other 
services  than  those  of  the  Church  of 
England,"  does  so  render  himself  liable 
to  legal  proceedings?         

The  attorney  GENERAL :  Sir, 
my  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  letter 
alluded  to  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lincoln.  Jn  my  opinion, 
the  incumbent  of  a  parish  who  permits 
the  burial  of  Nonconformists  by  Non- 
conformist ministers  with  other  services 
than  those  of  the  Church  of  England 
renders  himself  liable  to  be  proceeded 
against  under  an  Act  which  was  recently 
passed  by  Parliament,  the  provisions  of 
which  wUl  doubtless  be  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member — I  mean  the 
Public  Worship  Regulation  Act,  1874. 

BOARD  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS  (IRELAND)— 
COMMITTEE  OF  INQUIRY— THE  BAL- 
LINAMORE  AND  ULSTER  CANALS. 

QUESTION. 

Oaptaut  O'BEIRNE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  CK>yemment  that  the  inquiry 
to  be  held  during  the  Recess  into  the 
administration  and  constitution  of  the 
Board  of  Works  is  to  indude  within  its 

Mr.  Wait 


scope  the  present  useless  oos^itkm  d 
the  Balimamore  and  Ulster  Oaaab*  witk 
a  view  to  suggesting  a  remadr  aad  prs- 
yent  the  final  and  complete  Ioob  ci  the 
large  sums  of  public  money  spent  oa 
their  construction — taking  into  oooside^ 
ration  the  resolutions  passed  by  the  Fer- 
managh Grand  Jury  at  the  March  and 
July  Assises  of  1877,  and  by  the  trasCees 
from  the  counties  of  Cavan,  Fermanagh, 
Leitrim,  and  Roscommon,  in  September 
1876? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HI0K8- BEACH: 
Sir,  the  inquiry  which  my  ban.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  undertook 
to  hold  was  an  inquiry  into  the  admini- 
stration  and  constitution  of  the  Board  of 
Public  Works  in  Ireland.  I  do  not  see 
how  it  will  be  possible  to  combine  an 
inquiry  into  the  constitution  of  a  D»- 
pi^tment  with  one  into  the  histoiy  and 
condition  of  a  canal. 

NAVY— PBOMOnON  AND  RFTIBEUENT 
OF  MARINES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  OOBST  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  the  Treasmy 
Warrant  for  the  promised  scheme  of 

Sromotion  and  retirement  in  the  Bojal 
[arines  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  at  the  same  time  as  the  War* 
rant  for  the  new  scheme  of  piomotioa 

and  retirement  in  the  Army  ?   

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCH£> 
QUEE,  in  reply,  said,  the  sofaenie,  or 
any  measure  which  the  Gorerameot 
ndght  adopt  with  regard  to  the  promo* 
tion  and  retirement  of  Boyal  MariBes^ 
would  not  form  the  subject  of  a  Tree* 
sury  Warrant,  but  of  an  Order  in  Coon* 
cil,  which  would  be  submitted  to  Her 
Majesty  in  the  usual  way  by  the  Lords 
of  the  Admiralty.  He  understood  that 
the  Beport  of  the  Committee  upon  which 
the  scheme  would  be  founded  had  besn 
kept  back  until  the  Gh>Temment  had 
decided  on  the  scheme  for  the  Anny, 
which  would  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
Admiralty  in  the  course  of  a  hm  daja 
The  case  of  the  Marines  would  diw 
from  that  of  the  Army,  because  an  Army 
Warrant  would  require  a  Vote  of  money, 
whereas  the  money  needed  for  the  Ma- 
rines had  already  been  voted. 

THE  NEW  NAVAL  COLLEGE,  BABT- 
MOUTH.— QUESTION. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whm 
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OoTarnment  will  brinff  forward  the  Vote 
for  the  propoted  pimmaae  of  the  Mount 
Boone  Site? 

ThkOHANOELLOB  of  thb  EXOHE- 
QTTEB,  in  re^ly,  said,  he  was  in  oom- 
mnnication  with  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiraltj  with  regard  to  the  Vote  in 
question.  He  had  endeavoured  to  state 
AS  near  as  possible  when  the  Vote  would 
be  brought  forward. 

ITALY  AND  ALBANIA.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  wait  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreim  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther  anj  information  has  reached  Her 
Majesty's  Government  of  an  expedition 
being  secretly  fitted  out  at  an  Italian 
port  in  the  Adriatic  with  a  view  to  a 
descent  on  the  coast  of  Albania ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  will  communicate  such 
information  to  the  House  ? 

Mb.  BOUBKE:  No,  Sir;  no  official 
information  has  reached  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  on  the  subject. 

ITALY— GERMANT.-QUESTION. 

Mb.  ERBINQTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  any  information  has  been  re- 
ceived at  the  Foreign  Office  as  to  the 
report  that  General  Claer,  an  Aide-de- 
Camp  of  Marshal  Moltke,  has  been  sent 
on  an  official  mission  to  Borne ;  if  so, 
whether  he  has  any  information  as  to 
the  nature  of  that  mission ;  and,  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  Italian  Government 
has  recently  bought  5,000  horses  ? 

Mb.  BOUBKE :  No,  Sir,  no  official  in- 
formation has  reached  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  respect  to  the  mission 
of  the  officer  in  question.  With  respect  to 
the  second  part  of  the  Question,  I  believe 
the  Italian  Minister  of  War  has  asked 
the  Italian  Chamber  for  a  Vote  for  an 
additional  number  of  houses  ;  but  Her 
M^esty's  Ambassador  at  Bome,  report- 
ing the  fact,  informs  us  that  the  supply 
of  norses  now  possessed  by  the  It^an 
Army  is  much  bebw  the  peace  esta- 
blislunent. 

PRISONS    (SCOTLAND)  —  CATHOLIC 
PRI80NSB8..-anESTI0N. 

Mb.  BEDMOND  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  he 
can  state  what  is  the  number  of  Boman 
Catholic  prisoners  confined  in  the  several 
prisons  of  Scotland,  and  in  how  many  of 
iuch  the  saoriiSce  of  the  mass,  attend- 


ance at  which  is  obligatory  on  all  Catho- 
lics, is  offered  on  Sundays  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  :  I  am  un- 
able to  g^ve  the  actual  numbers ;  but  I 
believe  a  third  of  the  prisoners  in  Scot- 
land are  Boman  Cathohc,  and  that  about 
a  third  of  that  number  are  found  at  the 
prison  at  Perth,  where  there  is  a  Boman 
Catholic  minister,  who  is  paid  by  the 
Government,  and  who  holds  services,  but 
of  what  those  services  consist  I  cannot 
say. 


ADMIKALTY  COUKTS,  CORK  AND 
BELFAST.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  M'CABTHY  DOWNING  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Why 
the  Bules  for  carrying  out  the  operations 
of  the  Admiralty  Courts  in  Cork  and 
Belfast,  framed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
and  laid  before  the  Treasury  in  the 
month  of  May  last  for  approval,  have 
not  been  put  in  force  and  the  Courts 
opened  for  administering  the  Law  ? 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  QENEBAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson),  in  reply,  said, 
the  delay  was  owing  to  the  necessity  of 
making  inquiries  requisite  in  order  to 
enable  a  schedule  scale  of  fees  to  be 
fixed,  and  the  basis  arranged  for  the 
remuneration  of  the  officers.  All  those 
difficulties  heui  been  overcome,  and  he 
hoped  the  Bules  would  be  issued  within 
the  next  fortnight. 

INDIA —CHUBCH   0?   ENGLAND   MIS- 
SIONABIES  AND  INDIAN  BISHOPS. 

QUBSnOK. 

Mb.  a.  MTTJiS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
the  attention  of  the  Government  has 
been  called  to  certain  resolutions  passed 
at  a  meeting  of  the  Indian  Bishops  held 
at  Calcutta  on  the  8th  of  Marcn  last, 
to  the  effect  that  all  the  appointments  to 
spiritual  functions  in  their  dioceses  ought 
to  be  made  with  the  recognition  of  the 
rights  of  the  Bishops  to  exercise  a  veto 
upon  the  same;  whether  the  powers 
thus  asserted  are  within  the  limits  pre- 
scribed by  Stat.  53  Geo.  3  c.  155;  and, 
whether  an  exercise  of  authority  over 
the  Missionary  Clersy  in  India,  on  the 
part  of  Bishops  paid  out  of  Indian  re- 
venues and  appointed  by  the  Secretary 
of  State,  is  consistent  with  the  policy 
hitherto  adopted  by  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment of  entire  abstention  from  all 
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official  interference  with  the  religions  of 
the  natives  of  India  ? 

LoaD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON:  Sir, 
the  Indian  Govemment  has  invariably 
abstained  from  interfering  with  the  reh- 
gion  of  the  Natives  of  India,  nor  does 
it  give  to  any  person  acting  under  it 
authority  to  do  so.  With  regard  to  the 
exercise  of  authority  by  the  Bishops 
over  the  missionary  clergy  in  India, 
those  missionaries  may  happen  to  be 
clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England ; 
but  in  any  case  they  are,  in  common 
with  all  other  clergymen,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Letters  Patent,  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bishops  in  whose 
diocese  they  may  happen  to  be  officiat- 
ing; but  no  secular  assistance  or  recog- 
nition is  on  that  account  given  by  CK>- 
vemment  to  any  missionary  under- 
taking. No  alteration  is  proposed  or 
contemplated  in  the  policy  hitherto 
adopted  by  the  Imperial  Government, 
neither  have  we  any  official  cognizance 
of  the  resolutions  alluded  to  by  my 
hon.  Friend. 

TURKEY— BOSNIA  AND  HERZEGOVINA. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  there  are  any  Despatches  since 
the  29thday  of  March  from  Her  Majesty's 
Consuls  in  Bosnia  and  Herzegovina 
showing  what  advice  they  have  given  to 
the  Turkish  authorities  of  those  Pro- 
vinces with  reference  to  the  insurgents ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay  them  at 
once  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  BOUHKE:  Sir,  there  are  several 
despatches  at  the  Foreign  Office  from 
Her  Majesty's  Consuls  in  Bosnia  and 
Herzegovina  on  the  subject  of  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member,  and  in  one  of 
them,  dated  the  6th  of  June,  Mr.  Free- 
man states  that  the  expedition  against 
the  insurgents  on  the  Austro-Croatian 
frontier  had  proved  unsuccessful,  and 
that  the  Austrian  Government  were 
bound  to  establish  small  military  posts 
in  the  district.  The  Papers  to  oe  pre- 
sented on  the  subject  are  now  being 
prepared. 

POST  OFFICE  SUNDAY  DUTY- 
SHEFFIELD,  &€.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  If  he  will  arrange  to 
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extend  to  the  Post  OfBee  oUoMk  of 
Sheffield  and  other  large  towns  the  Mae 
relief  from  Sunday  duty  which  ha  has 
already  granted  to  the  postmen  of  Bir- 
mingham ?  

Lokd  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  tmIj. 
said,  it  was  impossible  to  answer  sues  a 
Question  off-hand.  He  was  quite  wiliiBg 
to  give  the  privile^  asked  for,  but  a 
local  inquiry  must  m  each  case  be  insti- 
tuted ;  and  as  some  additional  expemat 
would  be  incurred,  it  would  be  deccrabia 
that  the  local  authority — whidi  in  the 
case  of  Sheffield  would  be  the  Tovb 
Council — should  first  move  ia  tha 
matter. 


TUKKEY— ALLEGED  0UTRA0E8  DT 
ARMENIA,— QUESTION. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SAMUELSON  asked  tha 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Forsiga 
Affairs,  Whether  Beports  have  been  r»- 
ceived  from  any  British  Consul  in  Asia 
Minor  of  outrc^^  alleg^  to  have  been 
committed  by  regular  or  irregular  troopi 
in  the  Turkish  service  upon  Chriatiaa 
villagers  in  Armenia;  and,  if  so,  whethar 
he  will  lay  those  Beports  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  before  the  Beceas  ? 

Mb.  BOUBKE:  Sir,  in  answer  to  tha 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  our  Consul  at  Erzeronm  has 
reported  many  cases  of  diaorderiy  oos* 
duct  on  the  part  of  the  Turkish  irregular 
cavalry ;  also  we  have  heard  that  a  band 
of  Kurdish  cavalry,  who,  it  is  believad, 
came  from  Persia,  have  oommitted  ra- 
vages in  the  Pashalic  of  Van.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Bepresentatives  boUi  at  Conataa* 
tinople  and  Teheran  have  been  requested 
to  inform  the  Governments  to  which  they 
are  accredited,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment hope  they  will  take  meaaorsa 
to  prevent  those  outrages  recunriog. 
The  Papers  on  the  subject  are  hmg 
prepared,  and  will  be  presented  to  tha 
House  with  the  others. 

MERCANTILE  MARINE  —  HOLYHEAD 
HARBOUR— WRECK  OF  THE  8TEAJI. 
SHIP  "EDITH."— QUESTION. 

Mb.  FBENCH  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  can  state  why 
the  contemplated  attempt  to  raias  tha 
steamship  "Edith,"  sunk  in  Hdjhead 
Harbour  since  September  1875,  hasaot 
been  carried  out ;  and,  if  he  can  infbm 
the  Bouse  what  steps  are  now  baiag 
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taken  to  remoTe  this  obstniotion  to  navi- 
g^ation? 

Mr.  £.  STANHOPE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  attempt  to  raise  the  wreck  of 
the  Edith  was  made  on  the  12th  of  July 
last,  but  it  nnfortnnatelj  failed  in  con- 
sequence  of  the  insuffidenoj  of  the  pump- 
ing^ power  to  clear  the  wreck  of  water. 
Pumps  of  greater  power  had  been  sent 
to  Moljhead  bj  the  contractor,  and  it 
was  hoped  that  the  work  would  be  satis- 
factorily resumed  in  the  course  of  a  few 
days. 

LEGISLATUBE   OF   BARBADOES. 
QUESnOK. 

Ma.  PULESTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
^Whether  it  is  in  contemplation  to  call 
the  Legislature  of  Barbadoes  together  at 
aa  early  day ;  and,  whether  he  can  name 
the  time  and  also  give  the  reasons  for 
the  present  delay  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB :  Sir,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  any  apparent  necessity  for  the 
immediate  conrocation  of  the  Barbadoes 
Legislature,  Lord  Carnarvon  thought  it 
desirable  to  postpone  the  issue  of  the 
writs  until  he  haa  had  an  opportunity 
of  conferring  personally  with  Captain 
Strahan,  the  Govemor-in-Chief  of  the 
Windward  Islands,  who  is  at  present  in 
this  country.  Captain  Strahan  will  be 
retuminff  to  Barbadoes,  however,  in  the 
course  of  the  autumn,  when  there  will  be 
ample  time  for  the  Legislature  to  be 
convened  for  the  despatdi  of  such  busi- 
nees  as  it  may  be  necessary  to  undertake 
before  the  dose  of  the  year. 

CORONERS    (IRELAND)   BILL. 
QUKSTIOK. 

Ma.  FRENCH  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  If  the  Government  have 
considered  the  question  of  the  Coroners 
(Ireland)  Bill,  which  was  before  this 
House  in  1875 ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is 
their  intention  to  introduce  a  Bill  deal- 
ing with  that  subject  either  this  or  early 
next  Session  ? 

Sot  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Sir,  I  beg  to  inform  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  we  have  considered  the  question,  but 
I  6o  not  propose  to  introauce  a  Bill 
dealing  with  it  this  Session.  I  fear  I 
cannot  either  give  any  promise  with  re- 
gard to  the  next  Session. 

TOL.  OOXXXV.     [thibd  sxbzxs.] 


RUSSIA  AND  TURKEY  — THE  WAR- 
SIR  ARNOLD  KEMBALL-DESPATCH 
OF  TROOPS  TO  GALUPOLI. 

QX7ESTI0K. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  any  infor- 
mation as  to  the  truth  of  the  statement 
in  ** Vanity  Fair"  of  Saturday  last,  that 

"  The  Russian  Gtoeral  commanding  the  army 
of  the  Canoasna,  now  in  Armenia,  has  set  a  price 
of  2,000  roubles  on  OenenJ  Sir  Arnold  Kern- 
ball's  head;" 

and,  also,  whether,  as  stated  in  the 
"Daily  Telegraph"  of  the  21st,  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  has  determined 
to  occupy  Qallipoli,  and  that  the  troops 
for  this  purpose  are  to  be  despatched 
immediately  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE  :  Sir.  with  regard  to 
the  first  Question  of  the  hon.  Member, 
I  have  to  state  that  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment  have  no  information  as  to  who* 
ther  there  is  any  truth  in  the  statement 
to  which  he  has  referred.  In  reference 
to  the  second,  I  understand  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  Badnor  Bo- 
roughs (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  is 
about  to  put  a  Question  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
on  the  same  subject ;  and  therefore  it  is 
not  necessary  for  me  to  answer  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member. 

HAMMERSMITH  BRmOE  AND  THE 
INTERNATIONAL  REGATTA. 

QUESTIOK. 

Mr.  PULESTON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  in  view  of  the  forthcoming 
International  Begatta,  he  will  take  some 
precautionary  measures  in  reference  to 
the  Hammersmith  Bridge  ? 

Mb.  A8SHET0N  CK08S,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  owners  must  be  held  respon- 
sible for  the  safe^  of  the  bridge.  They 
had  been  warned  over  and  over  again 
that  the  bridge  would  not  bear  a  g^reat 
crowd,  and  he  hoped  that  the  warning 
would  be  attended  to,  in  view  of  the 
approaching  regatta. 


ARMY  PROMOTION  AND  RETIREMENT. 

QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  TEEVELTAN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  the 
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Eoyal  Warrant  relating  to  Army  Pro- 
motion and  Betirement  will  involye  a 
vote  of  money  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent Session  ;  and,  whether,  in  consi- 
deration of  the  importance  and  extent  of 
the  subject,  and  the  lateness  of  the  Ses- 
sion, he  will  specify  the  day  upon  which 
the  scheme  will  be  submitted  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  and  the  oppor- 
tunities which  the  Government  propose 
to  afford  for  the  discussion  of  the  details 
of  the  scheme,  and  the  questions  con- 
nected with  it  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  :  Sir,  I 
hope  that  in  a  very  short  time  I  shall  be 
able  to  place  in  the  hand  of  hon.  Members 
a  Paper  giving  the  details  of  this  scheme. 
The  hon.  Member  asks  me  whether  it 
will  involve  a  Vote  of  money.  Yes,  it 
will  involve  a  Vote  of  money,  and  I 
hope  I  shall  be  able  to  bring  it  before 
the  House  on  Monday  or  Tuesday  next. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  wished  to  know. 
Whether  the  Government  would,  if 
necessary,  give  several  days  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Royal  Warrant  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  The 
Government  will,  of  course,  g^ve  as 
much  time  as  is  necessary.  I  cannot 
say  how  many  days  the  hon.  Member 
requires,  and  therefore  I  can  give  him 
no  pledge  on  the  subject. 

• 
ARMY— AUXILIARY  FORCES- 
DRUNKENNESS  IN  MILITIA  REGI- 
MENTS.—QUESTION. 

Sib  JOSEPH  BAILEY  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  If  he  would 
state  what  is  the  amount  annually 
derived  from  fines  for  drunkenness  in 
militia  regiments  in  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland ;  to  what  purpose  the  money  is 
applied,  and  would  there  be  any  objection 
in  future  to  allow  officers  in  command 
of  regiments  to  use  this  money  which 
comes  out  of  the  pay  of  the  men  for 
purposes  of  recreation  for  the  men  under 
their  command  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  it  was  intended  to  refer  the 
question  during  the  Recess  to  a  Depart- 
mental Committee.  There  was  a  diffi- 
culty about  it.  The  amount  raised 
annually  from  that  source  varied  very 
much.  In  1870-1  the  amount  was  £230, 
and  in  the  six  following  years  the 
amounts  respectively  were  £584,  £598, 
£627,  £696,  £789,  and  £676.  The  total 
amount  now  in  hand  was  £4,204.   With 
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regard  to  the  power  of  offioen  in 
mand  to  distribute  this  monej  th«rt 
seemed  to  be  this  difficult — that  ac- 
cording to  what  the  hon.  Member  «aig- 
gested  in  his  Question,  the  mostdzoiLkcB 
regiments  would  get  the  most 

RUSSIA.   AND   TURKEY— THE    WAB— 
OCCUPATION  OF  GALLIPOLL 

QTZSSnOK. 

The  Ma&qitxss  of  HABTINGTON: 
I  wish,  Sir,  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  ih* 
Exchequer,  Whether  he  ia  able  to  giT« 
the  House  any  information  respecting  a 
report  which  has  been  prevalent  damg 
the  last  two  or  three  days  that  seTeral 
transport  ships  have  been  prepared  lor 
serrice,  and  tnat  a  considerable  number 
of  troops  are  under  orders  for  immediaU 
embarkation?  If  so,  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether 
he  can  state  what  is  the  destination  of 
those  troops,  and  whether  he  is  able  to 
give  any  information  at  to  the  objects 
with  wluch  they  are  despatched  ?    

The  CH  ANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  the  rumours  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  refers  as  having  been  correot 
during  the  last  few  days  are  founded  on 
this — that  the  Goyemment  thought  it 
right,  in  the  present  unsettled  state  ol 
the  Mediterranean  region,  to  raise  the 
garrison  of  Malta  to  its  full  compl^meat, 
and  for  that  purpose  a  number  of  troops 
is  about  to  be  despatched  for  that  desti- 
nation. That  is  the  sole  answer  I  can 
give  to  the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord. 

MOTION. 


PARLUMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE.— RESOLUTION. 

The  CHANCELLOB  op  rm 
QUEB,  in  moying — 

''That,  for  the  remaindflr  ol  the 
Olden  of  the  Day  haye  preoedonoe  ol  N< 
of  Motion  upon  Toetday,  GoTtniiD«nt  Ord«i 
having  priority,  and  that  Gorenuntaft  Onkn 
hare  priority  upon  Wednetday," 

said :  Sir,  I  do  not  think  it  can  be 
necessary,  after  the  statement  I  made 
a  few  nights  ago,  to  explain  the  gronada 
on  which  we  make  this  piopos^  The 
House  is  aware  that  there  is  a  oon* 
siderable  amount  of  Business  which  itiB 
remains  unfinished,  and  with  regard  to 
much  of  which  it  would  be  Toy  i&cot* 
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Tenieot  to  the  pnblio  that  it  should  not 
be  carried  through,  and  that  it  shonld 
not  be  completed  whilst  there  is  still  a 
fair  attendance  of  hon.  Members  in  this 
House.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  neoes- 
saxy  to  compare  precisely  year  by  year 
the  particular  dates  when  these  pro- 
posals have  been  made  to  the  House. 
There  have  been  occasions  when — two 
years  ago,  I  think — Tuesdays  were 
given  to  the  Gk>Temment  as  early  as  the 
nth  of  July,  and  Wednesdays  as  early 
as  the  21st  of  July.  In  1875  Tuesdays 
and  Wednesdays  were  given  on  the  27th 
of  July ;  and  last  year  not  until  the  7th 
of  August.  Therefore,  one  year  is  not 
altoge&er  to  be  taken  as  a  standard  for 
comparison  with  another.  But  I  hope 
that  the  proposal  I  have  to  submit  to 
the  House  is  one  which  will  be  acknow- 
ledged to  be  made  for  the  general  con- 
Temence,  and  that  it  is  one  which  will 
be  accepted  by  the  House.  The  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
the  Besolution. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'^ThAt,  for  the  remainder  of  the  Seesion, 
Orders  of  the  Day  hare  precedence  of  Koticea 
of  Motion  upon  Tueaday,  Qorenmient  Orders 
liaving  priority ;  and  that  Gk>Temment  Orders 
hare  priority  npon  Wednesday." — (Mr*  Chan' 
ctUor  of  the  £xchequer,) 
» 

Mb.  monk,  in  moving  an  Amend- 
ment to  omit  the  latter  part  of  the 
Motion  that  gave  priority  to  Govern- 
ment Orders  on  Wednesdays,  said,  no 
doubt  the  arguments  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  unanswerable  from  a 
Gk>vemment  point  of  view ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  must  remind  the  House 
that  the  practice  of  taking  Wednesdays 
was  an  innovation  on  the  part  of  the  pre- 
sent (Government,  and  an  interference 
with  the  rights  of  private  Members  which 
the  latter  ought  to  resist.  During  the 
preoedinff  Parliament,  when  the  Prede- 
ceseors  of  the  present  Oovemment  were 
in  Office,  on  no  occasion,  he  believed,  did 
the  Government  ask  for  Wednesdays  in 
July,  except  in  1868  when  the  Proroga- 
tion took  place  in  July.  On  the  two  occa- 
sions mentioned  by  tne  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman when  the  Government  moved  for 
Wednesdays  in  July,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  the  reasons  why  he 
asked  for  them,  and  why  they  were 
granted  in  1874 ;  while  the  Prime  Mini- 
ster moved  that  on  Wednesday,  the  15th 
of  July,  the  Orders  of  the  Day  should  be 


postponed  until  after  the  Order  for  the 
second  readilig  of  the  Public  Worship  Ee- 
gulation  Bill.   That  was  considered  a  Bill 
of  primary  importance,  and  the  Prime 
Minister  statea  at  the  time  that  he  had 
no  wish  to  interfere  with  the  privileges 
of  private  Members,  and  that  he  made 
the  Motion  in  consequence  of  the  Bill 
having  been  introduced  by  a  private 
Member,  the  Eecorder  for  the  City  of 
London.    In  the  year  1875  the  Govern- 
ment asked  the  House  to  give  Wednes- 
day, the  28th  of  July,  for  Government 
Business,  and  the  House  did  so,  in  order 
to  proceed  with  the  Agpricultural  Hold- 
ings Bill ;  but  in  that  year  the  Estimates 
were  much    in  arrear.      No  sufficient 
reason  had  been  advanced  for  the  pro- 
posal made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, nor  was  it  justified  by  any  special 
circumstance,  as  it  was  sought  to  be  on 
the  former  occasions  referred  to.     Wed- 
nesday was  the  only  day  on  which  pri- 
vate Members  had  the  least  chance  of 
having  their  Bills  considered,  and  it  was 
hard  that  they  should  be  deprived  of 
that,  their  sole  opportunity  of  submit- 
ting them  to  the  Mouse.    That  was  the 
case  with  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  Cowen),  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  and 
others.      A   private   Member  obtained 
his  place  by  Ballot,  and  his  lot  might 
fall  on  a  Wednesday  in  July.   Why  was 
he  to  be  deprived  of  his  privilege  ?    It 
was  by  no  means  unimportant  that  the 
principle  of  a  Bill  should  be  discussed 
at  the  fag  end  of  the  Session,  and  a 
division  taken  upon  its  merits.      The 
Government  had  no   doubt    met  with 
obstruction  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent  Session,    to    which,   however,   he 
had    been    no  party;   and  it  was  not 
right  that,  because  of  that  obstruction, 
all  private  Members  should  lose  their 
rights  and  privileges.     He  begged  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  the  omission 
of  all  the  words  of  the  Motion  after  the 
word  **  priority,"  in  line  4. 

Mr.  MELDON,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  said,  he  aereed  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  eat  down 
that  no  special  and  exceptional  cause 
having  been  shown  for  the  Motion,  it 
was  not  right  to  deprive  private  Mem- 
bers of  their  only  opportunity  of  bring- 
ing forward  the  Motions  for  which — as 
in  his  own  case — they  had  obtained 
days  with  considerable  difficulty.  He 
trusted  that  the  Motion  would  not  take 
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effect,  at  least  so  far  as  next  Tuesday 
and  Wednesday  were  concerned.  He 
had  looked  through  the  records,  and  he 
found  that  the  earliest  day  on  which  it 
was  proposed  to  deprive  private  Mem- 
bers of  their  privileges  was  on  the  27th 
of  July.  He  must  enter  his  protest 
against  the  course  that  the  Oovemment 
were  going  to  adopt,  for  they  had  a 
whole  list  of  measures  which  it  was 
utterly  impossible  for  the  Government 
to  carry.  A  Select  Committee  had  just 
began  its  operations  with  a  Bill  of  over 
200  clauses,  which  there  was  not  the 
slightest  idea  of  passing,  and  he  pro- 
tested that  it  was  wrong  to  intenere 
with  the  ri^ts  of  private  Members  in 
this  way.  It  would  be  better  to  decide 
not  to  proceed  with  these  measures  at 
all. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
all  the  words  after  the  word  "priority," 
in  line  3,  to  the  end  of  the  Question. — 
{Mr,  Mmh) 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
sympathized  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Gloucester,  whose  Congk 
cPelire  Bill  was  about  to  receive  its 
conge  cTelire  by  the  adoption  of  the 
Besolution.  But  he  must  explain  that 
he  was  himself  in  a  similar  position,  and 
was  in  even  a  worse  plight,  as  his  hon. 
Friend  had  had  an  opportunity  of  push- 
ing his  speech  down  to  oppose  the  Bill, 
while  he  had  been  cut  short  by  the 
Wednesday  practice.  He  should,  how- 
ever, support  the  Motion.  The  matter 
was  very  clear,  and  he  was  almost  sorry 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
given  dates  which  convinced  nobody. 
They  knew  how  much  profit  they  gained 
from  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gloucester ;  but  they  had  to  choose 
between  that  profit  and  getting  out  of 
town  at  a  reasonable  time.  He  should 
vote  for  the  getting  out  of  town. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  might  more  properly  have 
asked  the  House  for  Tuesdays  and  Wed- 
nesdays for  the  rest  of  the  Session,  if  he 
had  previously  announced  all  the  Bills 
which  he  intended  to  proceed  with.  On 
the  Notice  Paper  of  that  day  there  were 
35  Government  Orders.  It  could  not  be 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
ceed with  all  these  Government  Or^rs, 
and  have  them  finished  during  the  rest 

Mr.  Meldon 


of  the  Session.    The  HouBe,  as  he  hml 
said,  therefore  might  reasonably  exp«ol 
that  the  ChanceUor  of  the  Exoheqncr. 
before    asking   for  the  Taesdajs    mnd 
Wednesdays,  would  have  annoonoed  hk 
intention  as  to  the  Bills  he  intended  to 
drop.    The  present  deplorable  state  <rf 
Public  Business  was  very  much  due  to 
the  apparent  want  of  business-like  apti- 
tude,  or  conception,   which  had   been 
evinced  by  Her  Majesty's  Oovervmeost 
in  the  conduct  of  Business  that  SesBOft. 
There  were  on  the  Paper  that  daj  ao 
fewer  than  1 7  Government  Orders  of  tfas 
Day  which    had    passed    their  seooad 
reading.     There  were  a  great  manj  of 
the  Government  Orders  of  the  Day  wbidi 
were  not  on  the  list  which  also  had  paescd 
the  second  reading ;  and  it  was  beeftusc 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  inaifltBd 
upon  taking  second  readings  of  Bills  thai 
they  never  intended  or  hoped  to  p«ss 
that  that  deplorable  state  of  Business 
arose.    The  time  had  been  wasted  in 
taking  the  second  reading  of  these  17 
Bills,  when  it  might  have  been  profitabfy 
occupied  in  pressing  to  oompletioii  ear* 
tain  useful  measures  for  England,  SooC- 
land,  and  Ireland.  Therefore  he  charged 
Her  Majesty's  Government  with  a  toj 
considerable  amount  of  blame  for  this 
deplorable  state  of  Public  Business.     If 
he  turned  to  the  question  of  Irish  Biua- 
ness,  he  found  that  the  neglect  of  Irish 
Business  by  the  Government  was  most 
remarkable  during  that  Session,  with  tbs 
exception  of  the  Judicature  Bill,  which 
was    not    required  or  wanted    by  the 
people,  and  wnich  was  in  no  sense  press- 
ing.   The  Government  had  given  exactly 
three-quarters  of  an  hour  of  Oovemment 
time  to  Irish  measures;  and,  perhaps^ 
he  might  include  the  Sunday  Oosii^ 
question,  which  was,  however,  more  in 
the  nature  of  a  compromise  than  any- 
thing else.     Then,  ^ills    which  wen 
really  required,  and  which  it  was  impor- 
tant that  Ireland  should  have,  had  been 
entirely  neglected.     For  instance,  the 
Irish  Prisons  Bill  and  the  Scotch  Priaons 
Bill  had  not  been  passed,  and  that  voald 
inflict  a  great  injustice  both  on  Irish 
and  Scotch  ratepayers.  The  Goveramesit 
had  promised  that  the  English,  Iriah, 
and   Scotch  Prisons  Bills  should  pttss 
pariptuiil,  but  they  had  entirely  igaorsd 
the    Irish    and    Scotch    Prisons  BtOa. 
Then,  there  was  the  question  of  inter* 
mediate  education  in  Ireland— a  mat- 
ter of  the  greatest  importance,  in  whiA 
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England  had  inflicted  more  than  the 
usual  amount  of  injustice  to  Ireland ;  it 
had  not  been  taken  up  at  all,  although 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  promised  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session  to  deal  finally 
with  it.  They  were  put  off  with  vague 
promises  with  reference  to  these  and 
other  Irish  questions  of  vital  importance. 
As  to  what  the  Government  would  do  in 
future  Sessions,  if  they  got  time  to 
do  it,  from  his  experience  and  observa- 
tions of  the  events  of  that  Session  he 
had  been  compelled  to  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  House  was  utterly  and 
entirely  incapable  of  legislating  for  Ire- 
land ;  and  that  if  the  House  desired  to 
legislate  equally  and  justly  for  the  Three 
Kingdoms,  that  it  was  utterly  unable  to 
do  so,  because  it  had  not  time  to  do  so. 
He  thought  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, instead  of  devoting  their  energies 
to  depriving  hon.  Members  of  Tuesdays 
and  Wednesdays  at  this  period  of  the 
Session,  had  far  better  turn  their  atten- 
tion to  some  measure  as  to  legislating 
successfully,  for  certainly  they  could  not 
expect  the  Irish  people  to  go  on  much 
longer  submitting  to  an  endre  depriva- 
tion of  legislation.  It  was  also  very 
possible  that  by  making  alterations  in 
some  of  the  Rules  of  the  House^for 
instance,  by  preventing  hon.  Members 
from  speaking  for  more  than  half-an- 
hour  or  so,  or  more  than  a  certain  num- 
ber of  times,  and  by  diminishing  the 
time-honoured  privileges  of  minorities — 
it  was  possible  that  a  small  amount  of 
more  Business  might  be  done  in  the 
future  Sessions  than  had  been  done  that 
Session.  At  the  same  time,  he  did  not 
think  that  such  results  would  be  com- 
mensurate with  the  sacrifice  of  private 
Members,  and  after  those  Members  had 
given  up  all  their  privileges,  and  been 
subjected  to  restriction  and  coercion,  it 
would  stiU  be  found  that  no  eood  had 
been  done.  Therefore,  he  wotud  advise 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  direct 
their  attention  to  the  problem,  whether 
it  would  not  better  for  them  to  consider 
the  question  of  self-government  for  the 
Three  Kingdoms,  whether  they  called  it 
by  the  name  of  local  self-ffovemment,  or 
national  self-government  r 

Mb.  FORSYTH  rose  to  Order.  Was 
the  hon.  Member  in  Order  in  speaking 
of  Home  Rule? 

Ma.  SPEAKER  said,  that  the  question 
of  local  self-government  was  not  under 


notice,  and  therefore  he  must  call  on  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  to  confine  him- 
self to  the  question  before  the  House. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  certainly  did 
not  desire  to  go  into  the  question  of 
Home  Rule,  or  the  government  of  the 
Three  Kingdoms,  but  merely  wished  to 
say  with  regard  to  the  breaking  up  of 
the  legislative  functions  of  that  House, 
that  was  a  matter  which  would  have  to 
be  considered,  and  that  the  distributing 
of  these  functions  among  smaller  bodies 
was  a  question  worthy  of  their  attention, 
instead  of  endeavouring  by  futile  means 
to  meet  the  difficulties  in  which  they 
found  themselves  —  difficulties  which 
would  be  very  much  increased  next 
Session. 

Me.  WH alley  objected  strongly 
to  the  proposal  of  the  Government.  Un- 
doubtedly the  course  adopted  in  the 
management  of  Public  Business,  brought 
to  a  crisis  by  the  present  Government, 
did  tend  to  promote  the  relieving  of  the 
House  from  a  burden  which  it  could  not 
well  discharge.  It  was  a  deliberate  at- 
tempt to  "  burke ''  the  Business  of  the 
House,  and  to  frustrate  the  freedom  of 
speech  during  the  Session.  The  Session 
would  be  remarkable  for  having  wasted 
its  time  in  passing  measures  which  were 
not  asked  for  by  any  important  section 
of  the  community,  and  for  the  House 
curtailing  the  privileges  of  minorities  in 
various  ways  oy  hon.  Members  rising 
to  Order  and  by  count-outs.  Then,  the 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees had  a  veto,  and  would  not  allow 
hon.  Members  to  go  on  if,  in  their  view, 
they  were  not  speaking  to  the  point;  but 
with  his  own  limited  ability,  in  some 
cases  he  found  it  absolutely  impossible 
to  adapt  his  statements  and  arguments  in 
accordance  with  the  views  of  any  other 
person  whatsoever.  Her  Majesty's  Gt>- 
vemment  also  had  by  all  means,  direct 
and  indirect,  endeavoured  to  prevent 
independent  Members  obtaining  full 
and  fair  discussion  of  questions  which 
they  deemed  it  necessary  to  bring  for- 
ward. He,  for  instance,  had  on  three 
occasions  brought  forward  the  question 
of  The  Priest  in  Absolution,  and  on  each 
occasion  he  had  been  oounted-out.  He 
thought  such  a  course  was  unworthy  of 
an  Assembly  that  prided  itself  on  beine 
the  first  in  the  world,  and  composed 
only  of  Gentlemen  of  honour,  truth, 
candour,  and  sincerity.  If  he  had  again 
to  go  through  the  same  ordeal,  without 
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even  the  poor  reward  of  a  fair  discus- 
Bion  of  questions  which  he  brought  for- 
ward, he  should  either  throw  up  his  seat 
or  hold  it  in  abeyance,  rather  than  act 
as  a  sort  of  screen  behind  which  the 
Government  could  carry  on  the  Business 
of  the  country  in  an  irregular  manner. 
He  did  hope  the  House  would  concede 
something  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOOK  said,  he  had 
listened  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Beresford  Hope),  and  it  did  not 
appear  to  him  that  he  had  successfully 
met  the  arguments  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr. 
Monk).  The  hon.  Member  had  referred 
to  one  Bill,  but  there  was  another  Bill 
in  which  he  was  interested ;  three  times 
it  had  passed  the  second  reading,  but 
the  hon.  Member  never  succeeded  in 
getting  it  further.  He  did  not  consider 
there  were  sufficient  reasons  for  the  course 
the  Government  had  taken.  It  would  be 
better  if  the  Government  would  abandon 
those  of  their  Bills  which  were  in  a 
backward  state,  instead  of  asking  private 
Members  to  give  up  their  rights.  If  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  went  to  a 
division  he  would  support  him. 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  he  believed  he 
was  the  Member  who  had  most  right  to 
complain  of  the  Government,  as  his  Bill 
for  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  County 
Courts  was  the  First  Order  of  the  Day  on 
Wednesday,  and  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, but  for  the  Besolution  before 
the  House,  he  would  certainly  have  ob- 
tained a  hearing.  The  Motion  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kildare  (Mr.  Meldon),  respecting  the 
dismissal  by  the  Irish  Church  Commis- 
sioners of  their  solicitor,  would  have 
come  on  to-morrow  night  at  an  Evening 
Sitting,  and  might  have  been  counted 
out ;  and  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk), 
being  behind  his  own  on  Wednesday, 
had  little  chance  of  being  heard.  He 
realized  the  situation,  and  saw  there  was 
no  alternative  but  to  accept  the  inevit- 
able. He  had  taken  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  about  the  Bill  under  his  charge, 
and  he  thought  he  could  have  made  a 
statement  that  would  have  shown  a  dis- 
tinct grievance,  and  pointed  out  a  prac- 
tical means  for  its  solution.  He  had 
been  extremely  unfortunate  that  Session, 
as  four  or  five  measures  in  which  he  was 
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specially  interested  had  either  been  with- 
drawn, or  had  obtained  such  a  bad  place 
in  the  Ballot  that  there  was  no  opportu- 
nity of  their  being  heard.  The  House 
would  see,  therefore,  that  it  was  reason- 
able for  him  to  regret  the  loss  of  the 
chance  that  Wednesday  offered  him  for 
putting  before  the  country  propositions 
which  he  was  bold  enough  to  think  were 
worthy  of  consideration.  That,  how- 
ever, was  simply  the  personal  aspect  of 
the  question.  The  thing  that  concerned 
him  was,  that  the  Bill  he  had  introduced 
had  received  the  sanction  and  the  warm 
support  of  several  influential  commercial 
bodies,  and  he  was  more  anxious  in  re- 
spect to  the  disappointment  they  would 
feel  than  he  was  for  himself.  He  oould 
understand  the  position  of  affairs  in  the 
House,  when  persons  outside  could  not 
fully  appreciate  the  difficulties  that  beset 
the  course  of  legislation  in  that  Assembly. 
It  had  been  customary  in  all  legal  re- 
forms to  hand  them  over  to  the  direction 
of  Gentlemen  connected  with  the  law. 
They  had  the  technical  knowledge  for 
such  discussion,  but  they  were  apt  to 
view  reforms  from  a  narrow  and  profes- 
sional aspect.  He  was  desirous  of  plac- 
ing before  Parliament  a  scheme  oi  law 
reform  from  the  standpoint  of  a  commer- 
cial man  and  a  trader.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, that,  although  disappointed  this 
year,  he  would  next  Session  be  more 
fortunate.  The  hon.  Members  who  had 
preceded  him  had  blamed  the  Ministry 
exclusively  for  the  position  of  Public 
Business.  This  was  scarcely  fair.  The 
House  was  as  much  to  blame  as  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  system  even  more  so. 
All  Governments  were  necessarily  and 
largely  trammelled  by  the  forms  of  the 
Legislature.  He  knew  of  no  question 
pressing  more  for  settlement  than  the 
mode  of  transacting  national  Business. 
Hon.  Members  did  not  seem  sufficiently 
to  realize  the  fact  that  the  work  of  the 
House  and  its  character  had  changed, 
and  was  changing.  The  machinery  Siey 
had  at  their  command,  on  the  other 
hand,  was  stationary.  A  few  years  ago 
the  work  of  Parliament  was  practically 
limited  to  three  things — ^the  mode  of 
levying  and  expending  the  national 
Bevenue,  the  regulation  of  our  inter- 
course with  foreign  countries,  and  the 
occasional  discussion  of  gpreat  Constitu- 
tional questions.  Now,  the  sphere  of 
legislation  had  been  widened,  and  it 
extended  over  a  vastly  more  comprehen- 
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eive  area.    Legislation  now  descended 
into  all  the  ramifications  of  commercial, 
of  social,   and  even    of  domestic  life. 
Thej  had  covered  the  country  with  a 
whole  army  of  Inspectors,   they    had 
taken  under   their  supervision — if  not 
nnder  their  direction — the  business  of 
shipping,   of  mining,  and  of  ordinary 
manufacturing.    They  had  opened  out 
the  great  work  of  sanitary  control  and 
arrangement,  and  a  comparatively  new 
but  still  complicated  educational  machi- 
nery.   All  this  was  the  work  of  the  last 
80  or  40  years.    These  new  laws  neces- 
sarily begot  new  Departments  of  the 
Public  Service  and  enlarged  administra- 
tive labours.     He  believed  he  would  be 
understating  the  fact  when  he  said  that 
the  work  of  the  administrative  Depart- 
ments of  the  State  had  quadrupled  within 
this  last  quarter-of-a-century.  Increased 
administrative    work    meant    increased 
legislative    work.     That  of  itself  ac- 
counted for  the  augmentation  in    the 
number  and  character  of  the  measures 
that    evenr   Session    came    before    the 
House.     In  addition  to  that,  they  had 
more  speaking  than  they  formerly  had. 
It  was  customary  20  years  ago  for  80  or  90 
Members  of  the  House  to  speak  in  a 
Session.    Now,  between  800  and  400  out 
of  the  656  took  more  or  less  part  in  the 
debates.      He  did  not   know  whether 
their  increased  loquacity  had  produced 
an  increase  of  wisdom,  but  certainly  it 
occupied  a  larger  measure  of  their  at- 
tention.     Whue  they  had  more  talk, 
they  had  no  more  time  at  their  disposal. 
The  House  could  not  really  sit  more 
than  six  months  in  the  year.     Hon. 
Members  required  time  to  attend  to  their 
private  affairs.    They  could  not  always 
Uve  in  London.      They  stood  in  need, 
too,  of  some  relaxation,  and  it  was  ne- 
cessary for  the    Ministry  to  have  the 
Becess  for  the  preparation  of  their  mea- 
sures.   The  facts,  therefore,  were  these 
— That  they  had  more  work,  more  talk, 
and  no  more  time.     Parliament  was  a 
few  years  ago  a  large  aristocratic  debat- 
ing society.    It  was  now  a  huge  vestry 
or  town  council.      Its  regulations  and 
rules  were  drawn  for  a  different  As- 
semblv  from  what  it  now  was.    They 
should   recognize  these  facts,   and  at- 
tempt to  alter  their  mode  of  procedure 
to  meet  them.     He  was  only  a  voung 
Member  of  the  House,  and  he  did  not 
presume  to  advise  in  such  a  delicate 
question ;  but  it  struck  him  that  a  good 


deal  of  the  labour  that  was  thrown  on 
Parliament  might  be  relegated  to  other 
bodies  in  the  country,  and  that  the  work 
might  be  distributed  or  subdivided.  He 
was  opposed  to  any  interference  with  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  minorities,*  or 
with  the  ordinary  rules  of  debate.  They 
had  been  the  growth  of  centuries,  and 
they  contained  the  condensed  and  com- 
bined wisdom  of  many  Parliaments.  It 
would  be  dangerous  in  the  interests  of 
liberty  to  interfere  with  them ;  but  he 
still  thought  that,  while  retaining  them, 
the  labours  of  the  Legislature  might  be 
lessened  by  such  a  re-division  as  he  had 
suggested.  That  was  scarcely,  perhaps, 
the  time  for  an  elaborate  consideration 
of  the  question.  It  would  come  up  on 
another  occasion,  and  any  lengthened 
discussion  at  that  moment  would  only 
be  augmenting  the  evil  they  were  all  com- 
plaining of.  He  contented  himself,  there- 
fore, with  saying  that  while  he  regretted 
that  the  state  of  Public  Business  ren- 
dered it  necessary,  yet  as  no  alternative 
was  offered,  he  felt  bound,  after  this 
protest,  to  acquiesce  in  the  proposition 
of  the  Leader  of  the  House. 

The  CHANCELLOR  oFxire EXCHE- 
QUER thanked  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  Cowen .  for  the  spirit  in 
which  he  had  addressed  the  House ;  and 
he  might  say  that  that  was  not  the  first 
time  in  the  course  of  his  Parliamentary 
career  that  the  House  had  seen  reasun 
to  feel  that  the  presence  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  a  decided  acquisition,  and 
a  great  advantage  to  it.  He  must  also 
acknowledge  the  great  forbearance  both 
the  hon.  Member  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr.  Mel- 
don)  with  others  had  shown,  and  the 
assistance  which  they  had  rendered  iu 
carrying  on  the  Business  of  the  Houho 
under  difficulties;  and  they  had  fre- 
quently, as  on  the  present  occasion, 
given  way  in  a  manner  which  showed 
their  desire  to  meet  the  convenience  of 
the  House.  He  could  assure  the  hon. 
Members  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk)  and 
for  Maidstone  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  that 
it  was  with  great  regret  the  Government 
had  felt  themselves  compelled  to  make 
the  proposition  which  was  now  under 
discussion;  but  there  was  a  good  deal 
of  important  Business  which  still  re- 
mained to  be  done,  and  which  they  were 
aft^id  could  not  be  properly  transacted 
if  that  proposition  were  not  adopted. 
For  instance,  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
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Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Treveljan)  had 
given  Notice  of  his  intention  to  raise  a 
discussion  on  the  Army  Warrant  ques- 
tion, which  was  one  of  much  import- 
ance ;  and  there  were  the  South  African 
Bill,  the  Irish  and  Scotch  Prisons  Bills, 
the  County  Courts  Bill,  and  one  or  two 
other  measures  which  were  pressing  for 
decision,  and  which  he  believed  the 
Government  might  get  throug^h  if  as- 
sisted by  the  kindness  and  business-like 
powers  of  hon.  Members  of  that  House. 
It  was  not  from  any  desire  to  put  aside 
BusinedA  which  had  been  brought  for- 
ward by  private  Members,  as  they  were 
called,  that  this  proposal  had  been 
made ;  but  from  the  real  conviction  that 
there  was  no  other  way  of  getting 
through  the  public  Business  which  stifi 
remained  to  be  transacted.  He  hoped, 
under  these  circumstances,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gloucester  would  not  put 
the  House  to  the  trouble  of  dividing. 

Mb.  monk  said,  that  after  what  had 
just  been  stated  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  he  would  have  much 
pleasure  in  withdrawing  his  Amend- 
ment.     

Mb.  WHITBREAD  said,  he  would 
consent  to  the  proposition  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  although  he  did 
not  see  any  solid  reason  was  given  for 
bringing  it  forward  at  that  time  of  the 
year.  It  would  be  better,  as  a  way  out 
of  the  difficulty  arising  from  the  press  of 
Business,  that  Bills  should  be  taken  up 
each  Session  at  the  stage  in  which  they 
had  been  dropped  in  the  previous  Ses- 
sion. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  had  not 
been  moved  by  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  which  he  had  expressed 
his  regret  at  being  obliged  to  interfere 
with  the  convenience  of  private  Mem- 
bers, for  these  expressions  were  becom- 
ing a  stereotyped  form  of  the  House. 
Every  year  the  Leader  of  the  House 
uttered  the  same  expressions  of  reeret 
for  the  sacrifices  hon.  Members  had  to 
make  in  losing  their  Bills  and  all  the 
result  of  their  matured  deliberation. 
[Interruption,'}  He  must  protest  against 
the  continued  conversation  carried  on  in 
a  loud  tone ;  and  he  would  suggest  that 
the  conversationalists  would  suit  their 
own  convenience  and  that  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  took  an  interest  in  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  by  retiring  to  the 
Smoking  Boom,    or  some   other  place 

The  Chancellor  of  the  JExehe^uer 


where  the  noise  of  their 
would  not — by  disconcerting  a  nonos 
like  himself — ^put  him  to  the  trouble  of 
unnecessary  repetition  in  his  rema^ 
On  looking  over  the  list  of  BtUs  pst 
down  for  Wednesday,  he  was  snrpriied 
at  the  proposition  made  by  the  Chaa- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Sudi  a  Bill  as 
the  Ancient  Monuments  Bill,  he  AoM 
have  thought,  would  have  received  moe 
consideration  at  the  hands  of  a  tradi- 
tional and  historical  Party.  With  all 
the  respect  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exdie- 
quer  professed  for  the  righta  of  private 
Members,  and  the  weight  of  pabuo  opi- 
nion, he  was  surprised  that  a  Bill  wbidi 
had  been  brought  forward  again  and 
again,  and  which  was  supported  by  die 
cultivated  opinion  of  the  conntiy,  aiumld 
be  so  summarily  dismissed.  Then,  af^, 
a  Government  anxious  to  get  credit  for 
philanthropy  should  give  oonsideratioa 
to  a  Bill  dealino^  with  the  education  of 
our  helpless  f^ow-subjeots — the  deat 
blind,  and  mute.  The  Qoverameat 
might  have  given  more  facility  for  these 
measures  than  for  that  npon  which  th«j 
seemed  to  have  set  their  heart,  the  con- 
firmation of  an  act  of  public  perfidy^ 
the  annexation  of  an  independent  Be- 
public  in  South  Africa.  Ijiis  demand 
upon  Wednesdays  was  part  of  that  gene- 
ral neglect  and  studied  depreciation  with 
which  the  Bills  of  private  Members  wece 
treated ;  and  this  neglect  reached  itsmaxi- 
mum  when  Irish  private  Members  wen 
concerned.  For  his  own  part,  he  wonld 
have  been  delighted  to  a£ford  facilities 
for  the  discussion  of  measures  brought 
in  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Ifichael 
Hicks-Beach),  if  more  attention  had 
been  paid  to  the  proposals  made  by  the 
real  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick). 
But  the  Government,  anxious  for  the 
progress  of  Business,  had  contributed  to 
the  rejection  of  every  Irish  measare 
brought  in  which  embodied  the  remnre- 
ments  and  satisfied  the  wishes  of  the 
Irish  people.  The  hon.  Member  was 
proceeding  to  discuss  some  of  these  BiUi 
when 

Mb.  SPEAKER  reminded  him  he 
was  not  entitled  to  discuss  the  merits  of 
BiUs. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  would  set 
enter  into  the  merits  of  the  BiUs;  but  he 
condenmed  the  (Government  for  sacri- 
ficing several  osefbl  Bills  in  frnnm  of 
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such  a  scandalous  measure  as  the  South 
AfncanBUl.     p*  Order,  order !  "] 

Mr.  GOLDSMID  rose  to  Order.  Was 
the  hon.  Member  in  Order  in  referring 
to  the  Bill  as  a  **  scandalous  measure?  ^ 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  I  have  already  in- 
formed the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  not 
entitled  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  Bills, 
and  I  must  request  him  to  confine  his 
remarks  to  the  question  before  the 
House.  

Mr.  O'DONNELL  resumed,  amid 
continued  interruption,  and  said,  he 
would  not  refer  to  the  Bill  again ;  but  if 
when  the  Bill  came  on  for  discussion,  he 
used  stronger  expressions,  he  would  be 
prepared  to  justify  them.  He  should  be 
always  happy  to  meet  the  oonyenience 
of  Her  Majesty's  Gk>Temment,  if  the 
GoTemment  would  enter  into  some  sort 
of  engagement  to  meet  the  oonyenienoe 
of  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  but  he  did  not  belieye  in  being 
called  upon  to  indulge  in  this  system  of 
unreciprocated  beneficence.  Year  after 
year  the  GK)yemment  spoke  smoothly, 
and  were  most  prolific  of  promises,  but 
it  was  the  "  same  old  game  "  year  after 
year,  and  all  business  except  that  of  the 
Goyemment  was  sacrificed.  There  was 
more  and  more  a  tendency  to  make  that 
House  a  mere  registration  machine  of 
the  foregone  conclusions  of  the  Goyem- 
ment. He  asked  what  guarantee  had 
they  that  there  would  be  any  improye- 
ment ;  and  that  next  Session  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman — unless  he  was  trans- 
lated to  a  higher  place  —  would  not 
come  down  again  to  the  House-  and  ask 
it  to  assist  the  Goyemment  out  of  their 
perennial  scrape?  There  was  not  the 
ali^test  indication  of  any  intention  to 
amend.  The  GK)yemment  were  fairly 
responsible  for  wasting  the  time  of  the 
House.  Night  after  night  the  dinner 
hours  were  spent  in  wni^t  was  called 
keeping  the  ball  rolling — a  proceeding 
all  yery  well  in  the  good  old  times  when 
the  House  of  Commons  was  said  to  be  the 
best  club  in  London  ["  Question !"],  but 
that  was  a  reputation  that  would  scarcely 
suffice  for  a  great  leg^islatiye  Assembly 
of  the  present,  for  they  had  come  to 
another  time  of  day  when  the  House  of 
Commons  must  not  only  be  the  best  dub 
in  London,  but  must  seek  to  be  the  best 
ofBce  and  workshopin  London 

Mb.  G.  B.  DENISON  rose  to  Order. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  confining  himself,  in  ac- 


cordance with  the  preyious  ruling  from 
the  Chair,  to  the  question  before  the 
House? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  cannot  say  that 
the  hon.  Member  is  out  of  Order ;  but  I 
certainly  think  he  is  trying  yery  seyerely 
the  forbearance  of  the  House. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  thought 
some  of  his  expressions  had  been  misun- 
derstood. He  was  merely  endeayoiiring 
to  show  that  the  Goyemment  were  not 
entitled  to  forbearance,  particularly  as 
they  had  giyen  no  promise  that  there 
would  be  the  slightest  amendment  in 
their  conduct  for  the  future,  or  that  they 
would  cease  to  inflict  on  the  House  use- 
less and  irritating  discussions.  It  would 
be  easy  to  giye  instances  in  which  Mem- 
bers of  the  Goyemment  had  used  ex- 
Sressions  calculated  to  wound  in  the 
eepest  sense  the  most  sacred  conyic- 
tions  of  Members  of  the  House.  He 
would  say  no  more;  but  for  his  own 
part,  he  uiould  deem  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  continue  to  subject  these  measures  to 
as  calm,  as  independent,  and  as  delibe- 
rate criticism  as  if  hon.  Members  were 
not  in  a  hurry  to  repair  to  the  shooting 
grounds  throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  Sir,  I  think  the 
scene  just  presented  to  the  House  is  one 
of  the  most  painful,  and  I  may  say, 
degrading,  to  its  character  that  I  oyer 
witnessed,  while  the  modest  and  self- 
constituted  champion  of  priyate  Mem- 
bers who  has  just  sat  down  made  the 
remarks  we  haye  just  listened  to.  I  do 
not  rise  to  appeal  to  the  feelings  of  the 
hon.  Member,  or  of  those  who  act  with 
him ;  but  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  say 
that  as  you.  Sir,  haye  appealed  to  his 
forbearance  without  effect,  the  scene  we 
haye  just  witnessed  shows  how  stubborn 
and  insensible  he  and  others  haye  been 
to  the  feeling  by  which,  generally  speak- 
ing, hon.  Ghendemen  in  this  House  are 
goyemed. 

Mr.  PABNELL:  I  rise  to  Order,  Sir. 
[Crui  of  •*  Snoke !  "]  I  wish  to  know, 
whether  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
spoken  is  entitled  to  say  that  we  haye 
exhibited  an  utter  absence  and  shown  an 
utter  insensibility  to  the  feelings  of  Gen- 
tlemen ?  I  haye  to  call  upon  the  hon. 
Member  to  withdraw  the  words,  which 
he  should  not  haye  dared  to  haye  used 
either  to  me  or  to  any  hon.  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  SPEAKEB :  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid-Iinoolnshire  by  any  expression 
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of  wMch  he  made  use  intended  to  imply 
that  any  hon.  Member  of  this  House 
was  not  actuated  by  the  feelings  of  a 
Gentleman  that  expression  should  be 
withdrawn.  I  did  not,  however,  gather 
that  such  was  his  meaning. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  Sir,  the  words  I 
used  or  intended  to  use  were  those,  that 
we  have  repeated  instances  of — [CVim  of 
'*  Withdraw  "  and  *'  Order !  "]— perhaps 
hon.  Members  will  allow  me  to  state  to 
the  House  what  words  I  did  use,  and 
then  it  will  be  for  the  Hquse  to  say  whe- 
ther they  are  in  accordance  with  the 
laneuage  prevalent  amongst  Gentlemen 
in  me  House  or  not.  The  words,  Sir,  I 
used,  or  intended  to  use  on  this  occa- 
sion, were — *  *  We  haverepeatedinstances 
of  the  stubborn  insensibility  of  certain 
hon.  Members  of  that  side  of  the  House, 
and  the  sentiments  by  which  Gentlemen 
in  this  House  have  hitherto  been  almost 
invariably  actuated."  [^Lond  cheers,']  I 
believe,  Sir,  that  I  am  right  in  saying 
that  the  House  thorougUy  endorsed 
that  opinion.  Sir,  the  course  which  has 
been  adopted  has  been  one  of  something 
more  than  obstruction.  It  has  been  a 
course  of  attempted  dictation  to  this 
House.  Sir,  the  patience  of  this  House 
is  great,  and  its  long  suffering  is  well 
known  ;  but  I  will  venture,  Sir,  having 
been  in  this  House  some  little  time 
longer  than  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan,  to  give  him  some  warning  as  to 
the  feeling  likely  to  be  engendered  in 
the  course  of  any  hon.  Member  of  the 
House  who  attempts  to  bully  the  House 
of  Commons.  In  that  event,  the  House 
of  Commons  knows  how  to  protect  itself 
against  bein^  bullied. 

Me,  O'DONNELL  rose  to  Order. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
for  Mid-Lincolnshire  is  in  possession  of 
the  House,  and  entitled  to  continue  his 
speech  until  he  has  concluded  it.  If,  at 
its  conclusion,  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  thinks  he  has  been  misrepre- 
sented n6  doubt  the  House  will  listen 
to  any  explanation. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  I  was  only  going  to 
say.  Sir,  that  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
may  rest  assured,  if  they  persist  in  a 
course  which  outrages  the  general  sen- 
timent and  feelings  of  this  House  that 
ere  long  swift  retribution  will  await 
them,  and  they  will  regret  what  they 
have  done. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER:  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  sure  it  will  be  impossible 

Mr,  Speaker 


for  me,  in  view  of  the  frequency  vi& 
which  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  act  vitk 
hon.  Members  who  have  been  fabjectod 
to  the  censure  of  the  hon.  Member  kt 
Mid-Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  to  re- 
main silent.  Now,  I  quite  ooncor  n 
your  statement  that  the  hon.  MemlMr 
for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'DonneU)  sewretf 
tested  the  forbearance  of  this  Hoott; 
but  that  arose  from  the  fact  that  tfat 
majority  of  this  House  entertain  opi- 
nions in  regard  to  our  country  that  m 
in  direct  conflict  with  the  opinions  «• 
tertained  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dim* 
garvan,  and  if  he  has  tested  thefor^ 
bearanoe  of  the  House  of  Commox»,  I 
wish  to  tell  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
linoolnshire  that  the  Party  of  which  lis 
boasts  himself  to  be  a  Member  hat  for 
centuries  tested  the  forbearance  of  tht 
Irish  nation,  more  partioulariy  withis 
the  last  four  Sessions  of  the  laciciil 
Parliament,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid-Lincolnshire,  prominent  amongvt 
the  number,  has  used  his  power  in  t&i 
House  for  the  purpose  of  thwarting  tad 
disregarding  the  wishes  of  the  IriA 
nation,  "mien  private  Members  art 
called  upon  at  a  certain  stage  in  the 
Session  to  withdraw  measures,  or  to 
concede  days  for  the  convenience  of  iht 
Government,  it  appears  to  me  vtnrfil 
proper  action  to  call  attention  to  t&n* 
important  facts.  We  are  told  we  irt 
sent  here  by  the  majority  of  the  electon 
and  non-electors  of  Irelajid,  and  that  we 
have  proposed  measures  which  are  in 
conflict  with  gentlemanly  feeing,  vA 
that  for  that  reason  we  have  Mt  soc- 
ceeded  in  gaining  the  magnificent  tp* 

Eroval  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mia- 
incolnshire.  This  discussion  has  gives 
rise  to  very  important  consideratiiMit  not 
touched  upon  oy  the  hon.  Member,  to 
which  I  shall  now  refer.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread;, 
whose  opinion  reoeivee  great  oonsid«T«- 
tion  in  this  House,  suggested  that  dorbf 
the  Recess,  in  view  of  Uie  inoonvenieoce 
which  arises  at  this  time,  the  Ooren- 
ment  should  consider  the  proprie^  of 
fixing  a  Rule  whereby  BiUs  might  be 
taken  up  at  the  stage  at  which  they  were 
droppea  in  the  preceding  Beesioo.  I 
wish  to  point  out  ^at  the  adoption  ci 
such  a  Rule  would  be  attended  with  very 
great  inoonvenience.  Cases  have  oe> 
curred  in  which  the  second  reading  of  a 
Bill  has  been  carried  without  correct  ia- 
formation,  and  it  would  be  a  mistake  to 
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proceed  with  legislation  on  the  assump- 
tion that  the  vote  of  the  House  in  the 
previous  Session  was  the  result  of  ample 
consideration.  We  are  asked  now,  oy 
the  Motion  before  the  House,  to  sacrifice 
the  Tuesdays  and  Wednesdays,  and  if 
that  is  done,  without  an  emphatic  pro- 
test, we  shall  witness  the  same  thing 
year  after  year.  At  the  beginning  of 
the  Session  important  measures  are  an- 
nounced in  the  Queen's  Speech,  and  at 
the  dose  of  the  Session  the  Gbvemment 
are  obliged  to  acknowledge  their  ina- 
bility to  pass  them.  The  Obstructive 
Party  will  be  made  the  scapegoat  this 
Session,  but  some  other  Party  may  be 
made  the  scapegoat  another  time.  They 
had  Qately  seen  that  the  riffht  hon. 
Memoer  for  Greenwich,  and  Uiose  who 
agreed  with  him  on  Eastern  afiairs, 
were  stigmatized  as  an  unscrupulous 
and  unpatriotic  faction,  therefore  the 
(Government  would  see  that  they  could 
not  make  a  few  Irish  Members  the 
scapegoat  for  the  inefficiency  of  the  sys- 
tem u  they  took  no  steps  to  substitute 
one  more  efficient. 

Thb  O'DONOGHUE  :  I  win  rise,  Sir, 
aa  an  Irish  Member,  to  repudiate  the 
attempt  made  by  the  hon.  M!ember  who 
has  just  spoken  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power), 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath,  and  a 
few  hon.  Members  below  the  Oangway, 
to  speak  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  people. 
Certainly,  with  eveiy  word  that  fell  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid-Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  I  cordially  concur.  But 
what  I  have  particularly  to  refer  to  is 
this — the  adroit  attempt  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  to  lead 
the  House  and  the  country  to  believe 
that  his  conduct  and  the  conduct  of  a 
little  party  of  Irish  Members  meets  only 
with  the  disapproval  of  English  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House.  Sir, 
their  conduct  has  been  repudiated  bv 
the  mass  of  the  Irish  Parbr,  and  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  that  oonduot  has  been 
reprobated,  I  may  say  denounced,  by 
one  who  has  been  recognized  as  the 
Leader  of  the  Irish  people,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  limerick. 

M&.  OBAY  here  rose,  but  gave 
way  to 

The  OHANCELLOB  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER, who  said:  I  would  earnestly 
request  the  House  to  consider  for  a 
moment  what  the  position  is.  Do  let  us 
oome  to  a  decision  on  the  question  at 
once.    There  really  has  been  language 


held  in  the  course  of  the  last  half-hour 
which  I  think  all  persons  on  considera- 
tion will  feel  is  language  which  is  not 
becoming  the  dignity  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  I  do  trust  that  we  shall 
be  allowed  to  proceed  to  a  decision  on 
the  Motion  wmch  has  been  submitted 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House  in  a 
manner  which  is  consistent  with  ordi- 
nary habits  of  Members  of  Parliament, 
and  that  we  shall  endeavour  to  decide 
upon  the  question,  which,  after  all,  is 
submitted  not  for  the  convenience,  as 
supposed,  of  the  Government,  but  for 
the  general  convenience  of  the  House. 

lut.  GBAY :  I  merely  rise  to  say  that 
it  is  with  a  feeling  of  pain  and  humilia- 
tion I  heard  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tralee  (the  O'Donoghue).  I  felt 
humiliated  as  a  Member  of  this  House, 
and  as  an  Irishman,  that  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  should  have  been 
found  to  stand  up  in  his  place  and  en- 
dorse the  language  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid-Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin).  You  have  decided.  Sir, 
that  tiie  non.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
was  within  his  right  in  taking  the  course 
he  did.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
linoolnshire  may  be  an  admirable  judge 
of  what  becomes  a  Gentleman;  but  I 
submit  that  you  are  the  judge  of  what 
becomes  a  Member  of  this  House.  I 
am  not  disposed  to  yield  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid-Lm- 
colnshire,  either  as  to  what  becomes  a 
Gentleman,  or  an  hon.  Member  of  this 
House.  I  deny  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tralee,  in  endorsing  the  language  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid-Lincolnsnire, 
represents  any  Party  or  person  either  in 
or  out  of  the  House  but  himself;  and  I 
hold  that  the  language  and  conduct  of 
any  hon.  Member  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to-day  bears  favourable  com- 
parison with  the  hon.  Member  that  of 
ibr  Mid-Lincolnshire. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  permission 
to  say  a  word.     [jQn><  of  "  No ! "] 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan  thinks  he  has  been  mis- 
represented by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid-Lincolnshire  he  is  entitled  to  make 
a  personal  explanation.  He  is  not  en- 
titled to  make  a  second  speech  on  the 
question  before  the  House. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said  he  was  will- 
ing to  put  the  best  construction  on  the 
language  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
I  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  and  that  he 
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did  not  feel  called  upon  either  to  make 
any  explanation,  or  to  demand  one. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  that  although  he 
felt  strongly  on  Irish  questions,  he  had 
studiously  avoided  voting  with  what 
was  called  the  Obstructive  Party  in  that 
House,  and  that  he  wholly  disapproved 
the  policy  they  had  pursued  on  Friday, 
Saturday,  and  that  day.  He  felt,  how- 
ever, that  he  would  be  humiliated  if  he 
did  not  rise  to  express  his  reprobation 
of  the  language  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid-Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  —  lan- 
guage which  the  Forms  of  the  House  did 
not  permit  him  to  stigmatize  properly. 
As  the  junior  Member  for  "Rpperary 

Sir.  Gray)  had  said,  the  hon.  Member  for 
id-Lincolnshire  might  consider  himself 
a  fit  judge  of  what  was  gentlemanly 
conduct;  but  with  all  due  respect  to 
him,  he  (Mr.  Callan)  must  say,  althoufi^h 
he  had  hitherto  always  looked  upon  the 
hon.  Oentleman  as  a  manly  and  coura- 
geous man,  he  could  not  hereafter  lay 
claim  to  manliness,  straightforwardness, 
or  courage.  The  hon.  Member  should  ere 
this  have  withdrawn ["  Oh,  oh ! "] 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  is  not  proper  to 
impute  want  of  straightforwardness  or 
courage  to  any  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  callan  said,  he  would  impute 
neither  courage,  nor  its  reverse  to  the 
hon.  Member.  He  would  not  offer  any 
opinion  at  all.  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid-Lincolnshire  had  charged  a 
Party  there  with  conduct  unbecoming 
OenUemen,  and  he  should  be  called 
upon  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE :  I  must  tell  the  hon. 
Member  that  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid-Lincolnshire  had  used  the  language 
which  he  imputes  to  him,  it  would  have 
been  my  duty  to  have  interposed  at  the 
time,  and,  having  been  appealed  to,  I 
I  did  interpose. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  It  mav  save  the 
hon.  Member  some  trouble  if  I  say  that 
I  did  not  use  the  language  attributed 
to  me. 

Mr.  callan  said,  he  was  very  glad 
to  learn  that  the  hon.  Member  did  not ; 
but  he  did  make  use  of  language  to 
which  the  attention  of  the  Cnair  was 
not  directed,  and  which,  in  his  (Mr. 
Callan's)  opinion,  was  unbecoming  a 
Member  of  that  House.  He  used  the 
word  "  bully."  Well,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  hon.  Member's  manner  towards 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
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partook  far  more  of  the  chartcfor  of 
bullying  than  either  that  of  the  boo. 
Members  for  Meath  or^Dongarvaai. 

The  Question,  "That  the  said  Amcsid- 
ment  be  withdrawn  "  being  challenged. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pn>- 

Sosed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tlk* 
luestion." 

The  House  divided  r-^Ayes  386;  Noei 
16  :  Majority  371.— (Div.  liat,  No.  2«.) 

Main  Question  pat. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  321 ;  Noes 

13 :  Majority  308.— (Div.  List,  No.  245.) 


Beiolved,  That,  for  the  reniAindar  of  Um 
sion,  Orders  of  the  Day  hare  preoedaoce 
Notices  of  Motion  upon  Tuesday,  Qo 
Orders  haying  priority;  and  that 
Orders  have  priority  upon  WedncMiay. 


CONTROLLEK  OF  THE  8TATI0NEBT 
OFFICE— APPOINTMENT  OF  MR.  T.  D. 
PIGOTT.— RESCINDING  OF  RESOLr- 
TION,  16th  JULY. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoied, 
"  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  post- 
poned until  after  the  Notice  of  Motioo 
relating  to  the  appointment  to  the  office 
of  Controller  of  the  Stationery  Office."— 
{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

Mr.  GOLDSMID  thought  some  ex- 
planation ought  to  be  given  of  this  Mo- 
tion. He  saw  no  reason,  because  ceitaia 
information  had  not  been  given  to  a 
Minister  of  the  Grown  who  was  call«d 
upon  to  reply  to  a  certain  Motion,  that 
the  usual  course  of  procedure  should  b« 
departed  ^m.  The  House  of  Gommoai 
had  been  misled  through  not  recetrinr 
that  information,  and  some  substantia 
explanation  ought  to  be  Touchsafed  fat 
proceeding  with  this  Motion  in  order  to 
whitewash  the  course  they  had  taken 
respecting  an  exercise  of  patrons^  by 
the  Prime  Minister.  In  his  opinion  it 
would  be  much  better  to  leave  the  matt«r 
alone,  and  proceed  with  the  BoabeH 
which  legitimately  came  before  them. 
At  all  events,  he,  for  one,  should  object 
to  the  Motion. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  agreed  with  his  hos. 
Friend  the  Member  tor  Boohester.  H« 
had  seen  the  difficulties  of  the  Ooven- 
ment  from  the  pressure  of  Business  thil 
Session,  so  much  so  that  he  had  beeo 
voting  with  them,  and  therefbrs  bs 
thought  they  should  not  waste  the  ttns 
of  the  House  in  discussing  a  tnunpny 
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ICotion  like  that,  for  which  there  was 
no  joatifioation.  The  subject  had  been 
l)roaght  before  the  House ;  a  reply  had 
been  mad^in  "  another  place,"  and  he 
thought  it  was  not  desirable  that  they 
should  again  occupy  several  hours  on 

the  matter.  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  the  reason  for  the  Motion 
was  stated  by  himself  in  the  House  on 
Friday  last.  The  House  had  placed  on 
its  Journals  last  week  a  Besolution  of  a 
very  marked  character,  being  a  censure 
upon  the  Gh)Temment,  and  especially 
upon  the  Prime  Minister,  in  respect  of 
a  certain  appointment.  He  presumed 
there  could  hardly  be  found  an  instance 
in  which  such  a  Resolution  as  that  had 
been  adopted  and  not  acted  upon.  But 
the  Prime  Minister,  with  the  full  consent 
and  approTal  of  his  Colleagues,  thought 
it  was  a  case  in  which  he  ought  not  to 
aocept  the  resignation  of  the  gentleman 
whose  appointment  was  thus  censured. 
That  being  the  case,  the  House  was  in 
this  position — it  had  a  Resolution  on  its 
Votes  of  a  serious  uid  important  cha- 
racter upon  which  no  action  had  been 
taken,  and  which  was  apparently  set 
aside  by  the  Ooyemment  He  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Ekchequer)  thought 
it  right  to  state  these  matters  to  the 
House,  and  it  certainly  appeared  to  him 
to  be  right  and  due  to  the  GK)yemment 
and  the  House  itself,  that  there  should 
be  an  opportunity  giyen  to  the  House 
of  expressing  their  satisfaction  or,  as  it 
might  be,  dissatisfaction  with  the  course 
which  the  GK)Temment  and  the  Prime 
Minister  had  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Besolution  of  the  16th  of  July.  He 
would  not  enter  upon  the  question  itself, 
or  how  the  Resolution  came  to  be  passed ; 
that  he  stated  upon  Friday  last,  and  it 
would  not  be  desirable  to  enter  upon  it 
at  greater  length  now.  But  the  House 
would  feel,  not  only  in  reference  to  the 
Prime  Minister,  considering  his  position 
in  this  country — and  his  position  ought 
not  to  be  indlfiPerent  to  the  House — but 
also  with  reference  to  the  position  of  the 
House  itself,  it  was  impossible  that  such 
a  matter  as  this  could  be  kept  longer  in 
abeyance.  Therefore  he  thought,  as  the 
Motion  was  of  an  unusual  character,  as 
being  made  under  unusual  circum- 
stances, the  Orders  of  the  Day  should 
be  postponed. 

Question  put,  and  ugreei  to. 


Ordered^  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  post- 
poned until  after  the  Notice  of  Motion  relating 
to  the  appointment  to  the  office  of  Controller  of 
the  Stationery  Office. — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.) 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Walteb  B. 
Barttelot,  Besolution  [1 6th  July]  read 
as  follows: — 

Seeohedf  **  That,  having  regard  to  the  recom- 
mendations made  in  1874  by  the  Select  Committee 
on  PablicDepartment8(Purcha8e8,&c.),this  House 
is  of  opinion  that  the  recent  appointment  of  Con- 
troller of  Her  Majesty's  Stationery  Office  is  cal- 
culated to  diminish  the  usefulness  and  influence 
of  Select  Committees  of  this  House,  and  to  dis- 
courage the  interest  and  zeal  of  offidaJs  employed 
in  the  Public  Departments  of  the  State." 


Sm  WALTER  B.  BARTELLOT  rose 
to  propose  the  following  Motion : — 

"That  this  House,  while  most  anxious  to 
maintain  the  usefulness  and  influence  of  its 
Select  Committees,  and  to  encourage  the  interest 
and  zeal  of  officials  employed  in  the  Public  De- 
partments of  the  State,  after  hearing  the  further 
explanations  concerning  the  recent  appointment 
of  the  Controller  of  Her  Majesty's  stationery 
Office,  withdraws  the  censure  conveyed  in  the 
said  Resolution." 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  said,  he 
thought  no  apology  would  be  needed 
from  him  for  introducing  the  Motion. 
The  remarks  which  had  just  been  made 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  clearly  shown  to 
all  those  who  had  considered  the  ques- 
tion fairly,  that  some  notice  should  be 
taken,  or  some  Resolution  should  be 
passed  by  the  House,  particularly  with 
regard  to  the  action  which  had  been 
taken  by  the  Prime  Minister  with  re- 
ference to  the  Resolution  which  was 
passed  on  the  16th  of  July,  and  he  felt 
perfectly  assured  that  in  addressing  the 
House  on  that  rather  difficult  and  grave 
subject  he  should  have  its  kind  attention 
in  endeayouring  to  explain,  as  far  as  he 
was  able,  the  reasons  which  had  induced 
him  to  bring  the  Motion  forward.  In 
his  opinion,  that  Resolution  was  passed 
on  Monday  last,  mainly  because  certain 
statements  were  made  which  described 
the  appointment  to  the  Controllership  of 
the  Stationery  Department  as  a  gross 
iob.  He  bebeyed  if  those  statements 
had  not  been  made  and  belieyed  in,  no 
adyerse  Resolution  would  haye  been 
carried  by  the  House.  A  most  impor- 
tant statement,  howeyer,  had  been  made 
on  Thursday,  in  "another  place,"  to 
which  he  would  not  f^irther  refer  than 
simply  to  say  that  many  hon.  Members 


1691 


Controller  of  th^ 


{OOITMONSJ 


SMumerf  0/U$.  1691 


of  this  House  were  present  and  heard  it, 
and  he  believed  that  many  who  had 
voted  in  the  majority  for  the  Besolntion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr. 
Holms)  had  publicly  and  deliberately 
declared  that  their  opinion  had  been 
changed  by  the  statement  then  made. 
He  thought  he  might  venture  to  say  that 
if  his  noble  Friend  had  been  sitting  in 
that  House  as  of  yore,  and  had  made 
that  statement,  instead  of  the  Besolution 
being  carried  by  a  majority,  there  would 
have  been  a  large  majority  in  favour  of 
the  noble  Lord  and  of  the  Government, 
and  of  the  appointment.  On  Friday  last 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  came  down  to  the  House 
and  made  a  full  and  clear  explanation  of 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  with 
that  characteristic  frankness  and  truth- 
fulness which  always  distinguished  him, 
and  which  made  him  so  respected  in  the 
House,  he  at  once  admitted  that  he  had 
failed  on  Monday  last  to  state  all  the  cir- 
cumstances bearing  on  the  appointment, 
with  which,  as  he  said,  he  ought  to  have 
made  himself  acquainted.  He  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  kuew  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  forgive  him  when  he  said 
he  believed  that  it  was  mainly  due  to 
that  statement  being  made  without  suffi- 
cient explanation  of  all  the  circumstances 
that  the  Besolution  was  carried.  He  did 
not  blame  his  right  holi.  Friend,  for  he  did 
not  see  how  he  could  have  been  prepared 
to  make  such  an  explanation,  as  he  could 
not  have  expected  an  attack  such  as  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney,  neither  oould  he  have  come 
prepared  to  answer  things  which  really 
had  no  foundation  in  fact.  And  though 
he  was  persuaded  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hackney  believed  that 
what  he  stated  was  actually  the  fact,  yet 
the  statements  so  made  were  of  that  pe- 
culiar character  that  unless  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  gone  into  minute  details 
with  the  Prime  Minister,  he  oould  not 
have  arrived  at  them.  That  being  the 
case,  he  thought  it  would  be  right  that 
the  House  should  have  an  opportunity — 
and  he  thought  he  was  not  wrong  in  his 
opinion  that  it  had  a  desire  to  have  that 
opportunity — of  re-considering  and  of 
stating  distinctly,  aye  or  no,  whether  it 
did  or  did  not,  believe  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  exercised  a  wise  discretion  in 
the  appointment  he  had  made.  He  would 
now  turn  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney and  the  Committee  over  which  he 

Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot 


presided  in  1878  and  1874.  He  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  was  a  M«mb«r  at 
that  Committee,  and  be  might  appetl  to 
his  hon.  Friend  whether  it  had  imi 
endeavoured  to  sift  to  ihe  bottom  ^ 
difficult  and  delicate  questions  wbidi 
were  brought  before  it.  Hie  Committee 
sat  for  36  days  in  the  two  Seenont^  tad 
examined  92  witnesses,  and  he  must  mj 
a  more  fair  and  impartial  Chaizmaa 
never  presided  over  a  Committee.  Hit 
hon.  Friend  endeavoured  by  evexy  mesni 
in  his  power  to  extract  what  was  nsefbl 
from  the  witnesses,  and  to  ph^oe  it  oa 
record  for  l^e  benefit  of  this  House  aad 
the  country.  But  he  must  say,  before 
his  hon.  Friend,  who  had  shown  hims^ 
to  be  so  carefiil  a  man,  brought  such  a 
charge  against  the  Oovemment,  and  es- 
pecicdly  against  the  Prime  Minist^,  be 
ought  to  the  utmost  of  his  ability  to 
have  sifted  it  to  the  very  bottom.  Hie 
statements  had  no  doubt  been  fiurij 
made;  but  he  ventured  to  think  that 
they  ought  never  to  have  been  made  bj 
any  man  in  that  House,  unless  he  vts 
sure  they  were  absolutely  correct.  And 
now  a  word  as  to  Mr.  Oreg,  who  hsd 
lately  resigned  the  office  of  Ckmtrollflr  d 
tbe  Stationery  Department.  His  hoit 
Friend  knew  very  well  that  the  whole  of 
that  gentleman's  case  was  most  carefnllj 
considered,  and  that  in  framing  the  B»> 
port  certain  expressions  whidi  were 
likely  to  give  pain  to  Mr.  Ore^  were  ob- 
jected to.  £[nowing  the  difficulties  in 
the  Department  and  the  calls  that  wen 
made  upon  it  by  the  other  Departmenti 
not  responsible  to  it  for  any  extrava- 
gance they  indulged  in,  he  was  one  of 
those  who  endeavoured  to  cut  out  anj- 
thing  that  might  wound  the  feelings  of 
that  gentleman,  for  he  did  not  think  it 
fair  &at  anything  should  go  forth  to 
the  pubHo  in  the  Beport  which  migbi 
damage  an  old  public  servant  No  <me 
in  that  House  would  deny  that  a  gran 
censure  was  passed  on  Her  Majeetj'i 
Government,  and  especially  on  the  Prime 
Minister,  by  the  I^esolution  which  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  had  carried. 
The  first  accusation  contained  in  the  Beso- 
lution was  that  this  appointment  dama- 
ged the  usefulness  of  Select  Committees. 
When  his  hon.  Friend  made  that  broid 
and  bold  statement,  he  did  not  go  care- 
fully into  what  had  heen  done  by  tbe 
present  Government,  or  oonaider  whotb« 
alterations  had  or  had  not  been  made 
in  the  Department.    His  hon. 
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said  it  was  quite  true  that  £45,000  had 
been  saved  in  the  Department  during 
the  hist  year,  but  that  it  was  owing  en- 
tirely to  the  peculiar  knowledge  of  his 
bon.  Friend  tne  Secretary  to  me  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  Now,  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  as  eyeryone 
knew,  was  a  man  of  great  ability,  and 
when  he  turned  his  attention  to  any- 
thing of  that  kind,  and  brought  his 
practical  knowledge  to  bear,  there  was 
no  one  who  could  do  so  much.  But  it 
was  not  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  who  did  that  work ;  it 
was  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Winn),  who 
was  so  often  seen  with  l3mx  eye  outside 
that  door,  which  many  Members  about 
this  time  tried  to  evade  and  avoid.  But 
in  many  instances  his  hon.  Friend  was 
too  sharp  for  those  persons,  and  in  this 
instance  also  he  was  too  sharp  for  those 
with  whom  he  had  to  do,  so  he  saved 
£45,000 — indeed,  he  believed  the  amount 
saved,  the  etceteras  included,  would  be 
found  yet  to  be  something  like  £65,000. 
When  the  Government  had  most  care- 
fully considered  the  Hesolutions  of  the 
Select  Committee  in  order  to  give  them 
practical  effect,  he  failed  to  see  how  it 
could  damage  the  influence  of  Select 
Committees.  Then  it  was  said  this  ap- 
pointment would  diminish  the  interest 
and  zeal  of  servants  in  the  public  De- 
partments. But  who  was  the  first  man 
who  had  attempt^  to  diminish  the  in- 
terest and  zeal  of  our  public  servants  ? 
His  hon.  Friend,  who  actually  proposed 
not  only  to  go  outside  the  Stationery 
Office,  but  outside  all  the  other  offices  of 
the  State  in  order  to  find  a  man  to  put 
at  the  head  of  this  Department.  If  such 
a  proceeding  were  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Service,  he  should  not  say  a  word  asainst 
it ;  but  the  question  was,  would  it  be  so? 
In  such  a  case  it  had  been  well  said  by 
the  Prime  Minister  that  the  only  person 
firom  outside  that  could  be  found  would 
be  ''  either  one  who  had  retired  from 
business,  or  from  whom  business  had 
retired.''  Thev  all  knew  the  kind  of 
men  who  would  come  forward.  And  if 
such  a  man  had  been  taken,  it  was  not 
easv  to  see  how  that  would  add  to  the 
zeal  and  efficiency  of  the  public  servants 
of  this  country.  Then  it  might  be 
asked,  why  not  take  one  from  within 
the  Department.  Now,  if  there  was 
one  thing  which  his  hon.  Friend  wished, 
it  was  that  economy  shoidd  be  carried 


out  in  the  Office.  But  anyone  of  an^ 
experience  must  know  how  difficult  it 
was,  if  a  man,  no  matter  how  able,  had 
been  brought  up  in  a  particular  school, 
to  eradicate  the  principles  in  which  he 
had  been  trained.  Therefore,  without 
saying  anjrthin?  against  heads  in  the 
Office — in  fact,  ttiey  deserved  the  highest 
credit — it  would  have  been  unwise  to 
place  any  men  within  it  at  its  head.  The 
Committee  said  the  Office  should  have  at 
its  head  a  man  of  general  intelligence  and 
ability.  The  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  were  not  disregarded,  and 
the  appointment  of  a  particular  person, 
as  was  mentioned  by  tne  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney,  was  not,  and  could  not  be, 
in  accordance,  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  and  believed,  with  the  ge- 
neral interest  of  the  country.  The 
object  and  intention  of  the  Keport  was 
that  the  most  efficient  and  best  man 
that  could  be  found  in  the  Service  should 
be  appointed  to  the  office  of  Controller 
of  the  Stationery  Department.  When 
they  had  got  an  Office  of  that  kind, 
where  there  were  many  departments, 
they  required  a  man  for  its  head  who 
could  bring  together  all  the  separate 
departments,  and  had  power  and  will 
enough  to  control  the  whole.  The  Com- 
mittee further  recommended — 

"That  when  a  vacancy  occurred,  proyision 
should  be  made  for  uniting  the  control  of  the 
Stationerj  department  with  the  management  of 
Th4  Gazette  by  the  appointment  of  a  man  poa- 
aeadn^  the  requisite  knowledge  of  stationery 
and  printing." 

He  was  bound  to  say  the  Committee  did 
arrive  at  that  conclusion,  perhaps  una- 
nimously ;  but  was  there  a  man  in  the 
House  or  in  the  country  who,  looking 
at  all  the  circumstances  of  this  case, 
would  say  that  the  recommendation  of 
that  or  any  Committee,  considering  how 
these  Committees  were  formed,  should 
be  treated  as  a  direct  order  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  who  alone  was  responsible  for 
appointments  of  this  kind  ?  Were  they 
to  say  that  a  responsible  Government, 
and  especially  the  head  of  it,  must  take 
for  their  guidance  all  the  recommenda- 
tions of  a  Select  Committee.  He  should 
like  to  know  what  answer  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  have  made 
had  such  a  doctrine  been  applied  to 
them?  Was  this  appointment  well- 
considered  or  was  it  not?  What  was 
the  course  which  was  taken  in  regard  to 
it   by  the  Prime  Minister?    He  had 
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heard  it  said  that  an  appointment  of 
this  kind  should  have  been  given  to  the 
best  man  in  the  Oivil  Service.  That  was 
most  certainly  done.  He  had  a  letter 
stating  the  fact,  and  that  the  appoint- 
ment was  declined.  It  might  be  that 
the  emolument  was  not  so  great  as  was 
wished,  but  the  fact  remained.  tThe 
appointment  was  not  made  hastily,  and 
it  was  offered  to  the  best  man  that  could 
be  found  ?  What  took  place  after  that  ? 
Six  names,  after  very  careful  sifting, 
were  placed  before  the  Prime  Minister. 
[*•  Name,  name !  By  whom  ?  "]  Why 
should  he  say  by  whom  ?  He  said  six 
names  were  placed  before  the  Prime 
Minister.  [Mr.  Macdokald  :  By  whom  ? 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  denied 
that,  let  him  get  up  in  his  place  and  say 
BO.  He  was  not  going  to  say  by  whom. 
Why  should  he  ?  Things  had  come  to 
a  new  pass  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford  considered  himself  entitled  to 
know  whom  the  Prime  Minister  was 
to  consult  on  all  occasions.  Six  names 
were  placed  before  the  Prime  Minister 
— two  were  from  the  War  Office,  one 
from  the  Treasury,  one  from  the  Board 
of  Trade,  one  from  the  Board  of  Works, 
and  another  from  the  Geological  Survey. 
[**  Name !  "]  He  would  not  give  their 
names.  Naturally  the  Prime  Minister 
had  a  great  liking  to  the  Treasury,  and 
would  feel  disposed  to  appoint  a  Trea- 
sury man ;  but,  after  mature  and  due 
deliberation,  he  appointed  Mr.  Pigott 
as  a  fit  and  proper  person  to  be  at  the 
head  of  the  Stationery  Department. 
That  gentleman  had  for  17  years  served 
his  country  to  great  advantage,  and 
distinguished  himself  in  the  War  Office 
and  various  other  positions  where  he  had 
been  placed.  Was  that  a  job  ?  He  had 
been  surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella)  say  it  was  a 
gross  job,  although  he  ventured  to  say 
he  knew  nothing  of  the  circumstances 
of  the  case.  He  fired  his  shot ;  but,  as 
usual,  it  fell  very  far  short  of  the  mark. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Denbigh  Boroughs  (Mr.  Watkin  Wil- 
liams) had  also  called  it  a  gross  job.  He 
recollected  very  well  the  statement  made 
by  that  hon.  and  learned  Member  with 
regard  to  another  so-called  job — the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Official  Beferees.  He 
g^t  up  in  his  place  and  defended  that 
appointment;  but  now,  careful  and 
anxious  as  he  was  to  get  at  what  was 
absolutely  right  and  true,  he  arrived  at 
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the  oondorion  that  this  was  a  groM 
without  knowing  the  real  £m£i  of  th« 
case.  The  hon.  Member  for  HackiMy 
said  in  his  statement  that  Mr.  Pigott 
was  the  son  of  a  former  vicar  of  Hiigk- 
enden,  who  was  a  great  friend  of  uaA 
Beaconsfield. 

Mb.  J.^  holms  :  Perhaps  the  boo. 
and  eallant  Member  will  allow  me  to 
explam.  I  did  not  say  that  he  was  a 
son  of  a  former  vicar  of  Ha|^endsii,  a 
great  friend  of  the  Prime  Minister*  be- 
cause I  did  not  know  that  fact  mysrif ; 
but  that  he  was  simply  a  friend. 

Sm  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  snd, 
he  was  in  the  recollection  of  the  Hoiaa»; 
but  he  thought  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  was  that  the  former  vioar 
was  a  friend  and  political  supporter  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  But  it  had  been 
distinctly  stated  that  Mr.  Pigott's  Cither 
voted  against  the  Prime  Minister  vhn 
Mr.  Disraeli  stood  for  the  ooonty  of 
Bucks.  That  was  the  abeolnte  recdlee- 
tion  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  it  was 
confirmed  by  a  statement  made  by  om 
of  the  Pigott  family.  He  was  very 
anxious  that  on  this  point  he  should  be 
dearly  understood.  Hon.  Members  eodd 
not  always  say  who  had  and  who  had  not 
voted  for  them.  But  the  Prime  Miniitir 
had  done  all  he  could  do ;  he  had  teat 
down  to  where  the  records  were  oiqaIIj 
kept,  and  endeavoured  to  asoertain  vhe- 
ther  or  not  the  father  of  Mr.  Piffott  had 
voted  against  him ;  bnt  he  found  all  ths 
records  had  been  destroyed.  [/rimW 
eheori  from  the  OppoeiUon,']  What  more 
oould  a  man  do  ?  [Renet^  ehe&n.']  Hf 
was  glad  to  hear  those  cheers,  for  tiMy 
meant  either  that  the  statement  wu 
absolutely  correct,  or  that  the  words  of 
the  Prime  Minister  were  not  tane.  la 
any  case  a  man-  had  a  right  to  vote  ai 
he  pleased,  and  it  would  be  very  nn&ir 
to  condemn  a  man  in  high  position  kt 
an  appointment  of  the  Imid  merely  bt- 
cause  a  man  might  or  might  not  han 
voted  for  him.  What  had  been  don* 
was  all  that  could  be  expected  of  a  msa 
in  the  Prime  Minister's  position.  Bst 
very  curiously  a  letter  had  been  sent  to 
him  written  bv  a  cousin  of  this  vicar  of 
Hughenden,  also  a  clergyman,  83  ycait 
of  affe,  living  now  in  Lancashire;  bat 
who  lived  at  the  time  referred  to  in  tbt 
county  of  Bucks.  He  stated  that  ^ 
relations  between  the  vicar  and  tb« 
Prime  Minister  were  by  no  means  thoM 
which  had  been  represented  hj  the  boa. 
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Member  for  Hackney.  What  did  he 
saj  ?  He  said  that  ''  some  time  after 
Mr.  Disraeli  came  to  his  property  I 
know  the  old  parson  and  the  new 
squire  did  not  like  each  other  at  all." 
Me  thought  that  was  pretty  conclasive 
proof  that  the  relations  were  not  of  that 
friendly  character  which  had  been 
pointed  out  by  some  hon.  (Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  He  hoped 
he  had  succeeded  in  showing  that  the 
recommendations  of  the  Select  Commit- 
tee were  not  disregarded ;  that  the  ap- 
pointment was  honestly  and  consden- 
tiouslT  made  after  the  most  due,  careful, 
and  aeliberate  consideration;  and  that 
the  person  appointed  would  do  credit  to 
the  position  m  which  he  was  placed. 
He  was  told  by  a  Friend  sitting  oehind 
him  that  a  derk  who  had  retired  from 
the  Public 'Senrioe  on  a  pension  had  said 
that  if  ever  there  was  a  man  who  de- 
served promotion  it  was  Mr.  Pigott,  who 
had  always  been  appealed  to  for  counsel 
and  advice  when  a  difficulty  arose  in  his 
own  Department.  From  the  Division 
List  he  observed  that  the  occupants  of 
the  front  bench  opposite  had  voted  for 
the  Motion  of  Censure.  He  did  not 
complain  in  the  least  of  the  speech  nuide 
by  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  R)ntefrtU3t  (Mr.  Childers),  with 
the  information  he  had  before  him ;  but 
there  was  a  Colleague  of  his,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Stirling  Burehs  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman),  whose  ulness  he 
deeply  regretted,  who  had  been  in  the 
War  Office  and  knew  the  worth  of  Mr. 
Pigott  When  he  remembered  two  ap- 
pomtments  that  were  made  by  riffht 
non.  Oentlemen  opposite  in  1872  that 
were,  perhaps,  withm  the  letter,  though 
against  the  spirit,  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment—[''No,  no!  "  "Yes,  yes!"  tmd 
"Question!  "] — when  he  remembered 
liow  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich, when  he  failed  to  carry  the  Aboli- 
tion of  Purchase  in  the  Army,  resorted 
to  the  Boyal  Prerogative  —  [Criee  of 
''Question! "J  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  called  ''  Question ! " 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET:  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  will  ask  your  decision  upon 
the  point.  I  wish  to  ask,  whether  it  is 
competent  on  this  question  to  discuss 
the  subject  of  Army  Purchase  and  the 
Boyal  Warrant? 

Mn.  SPEAKER:  The  observations 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman  are 
not  altogether  out  of  Order;  but,  at  the 
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same  time,  it  seems  to  me  tha  the  is  wan- 
dering fix)m  the  subject.      

SiE  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  submitted  absolutely  to  the  decision  of 
the  Chair;  but  thought  he  was  not  wan- 
dering from  the  question  in  speaking  of 
the  responsibility  of  Ministers  who  had 
made  such  appointments  when  they 
voted  against  the  Prime  Minister  in 
this  matter.  He  was  deb'ghted  when  he 
read  the  remarks  made  in  ''another 
place,"  in  a  far  more  generous  spirit,  by 
those  noble  Peers  who  knew  from  expe- 
rience the  worth  of  Mr.  Pigott,  and  one 
of  whom  (Lord  Penzance)  described 
him  as  most  intelligent,  while  others 
used  equally  complimentaiy  expressions. 
When  any  hon.  Oentleman  in  that 
House  used  language  which  was  consi- 
dered too  strong  for  Parliamentary  usage 
he  immediately  retracted  it ;  and  was  that 
House,  as  a  Body  which  professed  to  be 
the  fint  Assembly  of  Gentlemen  in  the 
world,  g^ing  to  act  in  a  different  spirit. 
They  remembered  what  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister was  in  that  House ;  how  for  25 
vears,  under  every  difficulty  that  could 
oe  placed  in  his  way,  he  had,  with  g^eat 
advantage  to  the  House,  led  the  Con- 
servative Party;  how,  when  in  a  mi- 
nority, he  had  eained  the  respect  and 
esteem  of  all  by  his  courtesy,  and,  when 
in  a  majority,  by  his  consideration ;  of 
one  thing  he  was  sure,  whatever  might 
be  the  opinions  of  hon.  Members,  there 
was  one  thing  they  would  never  do, 
and  that  was  to  allow  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister to  remain  under  a  suspicion  that 
was  not  justified.  It  was  because  he  felt 
that  the  Vote  of  Censure  fpassed  upon 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Cbvemment 
was  not  deserved  that  he  moved  the 
Resolution  which  stood  in  his  name. 

Mb.  J.  R.  TORKE,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  it  did  appear  last  week 
that  a  formidable  indictaient  had  been 
laid  against  the  Prime  Minister,  and  it 
was  suggested,  by  fsu^ts  and  inferences, 
that  he  bad  not  only  disregarded  the 
decision  of  a  Select  Committee,  but  that 
he  had  been  influenced  by  considerations 
of  personal  friendship  in  appointing  to 
an  important  office  a  man  without  spe- 
cial qualifications.  To  the  astonishment 
of  many  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  little  or  no  defence  appeared 
to  be  offered  from  the  Treasury  Bench. 
The  riffht  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor oF^e  Exchequer  simply  said  it  was 
uaefU  to  introduce  a  fresh  man  into  an 
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office,  BJid  the  Secretary  for  War  paid  a 
general  tribute  to  Mr.  Pigott's  worth  in 
the  War  Office,  and  belieyed  he  would 
equally  distinguish  himself  in  the  higher 
position  to  which  he  had  been  promoted. 
In  those  circumstances  he  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Yorke)and  others  felt  that  there  were 
only  two  courses  open  to  them — either 
to  walk  out  of  the  House,  or  else  to  yote 
adversely  to  the  Government.  He  had 
always  a  great  dislike  to  the  former 
course,  for  he  felt  that  if  you  had  heard 
a  case  stated,  and  had  Hstened  to  the 
defence,  it  was  your  duty  to  give  a  ver- 
dict on  the  evidence,  and  it  was  moral 
cowardice  to  avoid  doing  so.  He  there- 
fore took  the  extreme  course  of  voting 
for  a  censure  on  the  Minister  at  the  head 
of  the  Government.  A  day  or  two  after- 
wards the  Prime  Minister  made  a  state- 
ment which  put  a  totaUy  different  aspect 
upon  the  matter.  Not  only  had  the 
noble  Lord  considered  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Select  CSommittee,  but  he 
had  made  exhaustive  efforts  to  give 
effect  to  them,  and  he  found  it  impos- 
sible to  do  BO.  He  had,  further,  con- 
sulted the  heads  of  Departments,  who 
supplied  him  with  the  names  of  six  gen- 
tlemen competent  to  discharge  the  duties. 
The  gravamen  of  the  charge  was  that  he 
had  appointed  not  merely  a  personal 
friend,  out  the  son  of  a  political  sup- 
porter; and,  although  no  authentic  re- 
cords were  producible  to  show  whether 
Mr.  Figott  did  SO  years  ago  vote  one 
way  or  the  other,  he  was  informed  that 
Mr.  Pigott  was  at  the  time  engaged  in 
litigation  with  the  Prime  Minister,  while 
the  Pigott  family  now  believed  he  voted 
against  the  Prime  Minister,  and  at  any 
rate  was  not  on  speaking  terms  with  him. 
The  vote,  however,  was  a  matter  of 
infinitesimal  importance ;  the  main  fact 
was  that  at  no  period  during  the  30  years 
had  there  been  any  friendly  relations 
between-  the  family  and  the  Prime 
Minister;  it  was  not  alleged  that  the 
son  had  done  the  Prime  Minister  any 
service ;  and  there  was  not  the  shadow 
of  a  ground  for  the  allegation  that  pri- 
vate interest  had  anything  to  do  with 
the  appointment.  The  Prime  Minister's 
statement  appeared  to  him  so  conclusive 
that  he  did  not  hesitate  to  second  the 
Motion  for  a  reversal  of  the  Yote  of  the 
House.  He  did  not  consider  the  House 
was  responsible  for  the  Yote  given  the 
other  evening,  inasmuch  as  his,  and  many 
other  hon.  Members'  votes  constituting 
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it  had  been  given  under  an  entire  mis- 
apprehension, arising  from  the  fact  that 
whether  by  the  insouciance  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  or  by  a  misplaced  confidence 
in  respect  of  his  position  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  the  facts  of  the  ease  had 
not   been  freely  communicated  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  so  that  he 
was  not  in  a  position  to  meet  the  ffrav^ 
men  of  the  charge  against  him.     The 
Treasury  Bench  were  responsible    for 
putting  the  House,  and  especially  their 
more  candid  supporter^  on    that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  House,  who  had 
felt  compelled  to  vote  against  them,  in  a 
false  and  difficult  position.  He  comforted 
himself  with  the  reflection  that,  although 
some  unmerited  pain  must  have  been 
given  to  the  Prime  Minister  and  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid-Kent  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke),  who  discharged  his  duties 
so  courteously,  yet  that  the  Yote  of  Cen- 
sure would  not  be  so  unsatisfactory  in 
its  result.    It  would  enable  the  Prime 
Minister  to  give  a  conspicuous  refutation 
to    the   statement    that    he  was    from 
physical  causes  incapacitated  from  taking 
the  part  he  had  hitherto  filled  in  de- 
fending his  policy  in  one  or  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.   What  would  have 
happened    if    the    eight    Conservative 
Members  had  not  voted  as  they  had 
done?    The  Prime  Minister  would  not 
have  had  the  opportunity  of  giving  bis 
explanation,  ana  this  appointment  would 
have  gone  down  to  all  posterity  as  one 
of  the  great  scandals  of  the  Conservative 
Party,   worthy  to  be  paired  with  the 
Ewelme  and  Collier  scandals,  and  would 
have  been  used  to  point  the  moral  that 
neither  Party  was  immaculate  in  these 
transactions.    This  Yote  of  the  House, 
given  upon  such  a  knowledge  as  it  had 
at  the  moment,  would  be  a  caution  to 
every  future  Minister  that  no  position, 
however  lofty,  and  no  position,  nowever 
distinguished,    would    emancipate    him 
from  the  duty  of  defending  on  its  merits 
any  appointment  which  he  might  make 
for  the  Public  Service.    More  than  this, 
he  thought  that  what  had  happened 
would  not  be  without  a  salutary  effect 
upon  the  fortunes  of  the  Conservative 
Party.    He  had  heard  it  said  that  they 
were  too  apt  to  come  down  and  give 
their  brute  votes  at  the  dictation  of  a 
Minister.     That  was,  no  doubt,  a  fre- 
quent and  constant  allegation;   but  it 
could  not  be  said  again  when  the  Con- 
Bervatiye  Party  had  carried  by  a  nAJozi^ 
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a  vote  wliiob  showed  that  it  was  not  in 
the  power  of  any  Minister  to  carry  the 
House  of  Oommons  in  his  pocket.  If 
this  incident  had  no  other  good  effect,  it 
would,  at  any  rate,  be  the  means  of  yin- 
dicating  the  independence  of  the  Oon- 
serratiye  Party,  and  would  prove  that 
such  allegations  were  altogether  without 
foundation.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
had  once  made  the  bad  joke  that  the 
Conserratiye  Party  were  so  much  given 
to  acting  en  Hoc,  that  they  might  be  re- 
garded as  the  ''blockheaded  party." 
The  Conservative  Party  on  Monday  in 
last  week  certainly  did  not  vote  en  hloe, 
and  showed  that  they  could  be  as  inde- 
pendent as  hon.  Members  opposite.  He 
trusted  this  incident  would  now  shortly 
terminate.  The  Prime  Minister's  de- 
fence had  been  overwhelming  and  crush- 
ing, and  he  hoped  the  House  of  Com- 
mons would  by  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority, not  only  relieve  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister from  any  censure  as  to  the  course 
he  had  taken,  but  declare  that  practically 
he  had  no  other  alternative  than  to  do  as 
he  had  done. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  this  House,  while  most  anxious  to 
maintain  the  usefulness  and  influence  of  its 
Select  Committees,  and  to  encourage  the  interest 
and  zeal  of  officials  employed  in  the  Public  De- 
partments of  the  State,  after  hearing  the  further 
explanations  conceminff  the  recent  appointment 
of  the  Controller  of  Iler  Majesty's  Stationery 
Office,  withdraws  the  censure  conveyed  in  the 
•aid  Resolution."— C5»r  WuU9r  3,  Barttelot.) 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  said,  he  deemed  it 
his  duty  to  lose  not  a  moment  in  rising 
after  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  and  eal- 
lant  Friend  (Sir  Walter  Barttelot)  had 
been  proposed  and  seconded.  His  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  had  submitted  that 
Motion  with  great  fairness,  and  he  ac- 
knowledged uie  kind  expression  he  had 
used  with  regard  to  himself  in  con- 
nection with  the  Committee  of  which 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was  a  very 
valuable  Member.  The  House  must 
feel  that  they  were  in  a  very  peculiar 
position.  The  Motion  was  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  the  outcome  of  an  ex- 
planation made  *'  elsewhere"  on  Thurs- 
day last.  The  House  was,  in  fact,  in 
invited  to  displace  the  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  here 
on  last  Monday  by  the  explanation  of 
the  Prime  Minister  last  Thursday.    It 


would  be  his  business  to  compare  the 
statement  with  the  explanation ;  but  be- 
fore he  did  so,  he  frankly  accepted  the 
opinion  given  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  when  he  said  that  a  Member 
should  be  very  careful  of  any  state- 
ment he  made  in  that  House.  A  Mem- 
ber should  make  no  statement  unless 
he  had  good  and  sound  foundation  for 
it ;  but  when  a  Member  had  informa- 
tion of  that  solid  kind  to  convey,  it  was 
his  business — it  was  his  imperative  duty 
— if  he  thought  it  for  the  good  of  the 
country,  boldly  and  openlv  to  state  it 
in  that  House.  On  the  other  hand,  it 
was  equally  the  duty  of  a  (Jovemment 
on  all  occasions  to  give  the  fullest,  the 
most  complete,  and  ample  information 
in  its  power.  If  new  light  could  be 
thrown  upon  any  matter,  it  should  be 
advanced ;  but  when  they  were  asked  to 
accept  one  statement  which  displaced 
another,  they  were  in  a  position  which 
demanded  very  careful  consideration. 
He  thought  that  as  plenty  of  time  was 
given  to  prepare  anything  that  could  be 
urged  in  reference  to  the  appointment 
in  question — the  Notice  having  been 
g^ven  on  the  18th  of  June — the  House 
was  entitled  to  more  information  than  it 
had  received  from  the  Government 
when  the  Motion  was  before  the  House. 
But  he  would  show  that  the  difficult  and 
he  thought  humiliating  position  in 
which  they  were  placed  arose  from  the 
fact  that  there  seemed  to  have  been  a 
great  want  of  frank  intercourse  between 
Members  of  the  Government.  Before 
he  compared  the  statement  of  Monday 
with  the  explanation  of  Thursday,  he 
desired  to  give  the  House  an  instance 
of  the  want  of  that  full  information 
which  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment seemed  to  have  had.  On 
Thursday,  in  ''  another  place,"  when  the 
Prime  Minister  commenced  his  expla- 
nation, he  informed  the  House  of  that 
which  was  scarcely  correct.  The  noble 
Lord  said — 

"  The  immediate  question  before  us  arose  in 
this  manner.  There  was  about  the  time  when  the 
present  Government  was  formed — now  more  than 
three  years  ago — one  of  the  Departments  of  the 
State  which  was  not  deemed  to  be  administered 
in  a  manner  entirely  satisfactory  to  the  public. 
A  Committee  was  appointed  by  the  House  of 
Commons  to  inquire  into  the  general  state  and 
conduct  of  that  Department." 

Now,  these  words  would  lead  one  to  be- 
lieve that  this  Committee  was  appointed 
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for  the  sole  purpose  of  inquiring  into 
the  condition  of  the  Stationery  Depart- 
ment, and  had  been  appointed  under 
the  auspices  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment.  The  truth  was  that  it  was  ap- 
pointed at  the  commencement  of  1873, 
when  the  late  Government  were  in 
power.  

Me.  PEECY  WTNDHAM  rose  to 
Order.  Was  it,  he  asked,  competent 
to  the  hon.  Member  to  quote  from 
speeches  made  in  the  course  of  a  de- 
bate in  the  other  House,  in  replying  to 
a  speech  made  in  this  House  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  that  before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answered  that  question, 
which  referred  no  doubt  to  a  very 
valuable  Bule  of  the  House  which 
ought  to  be  strictly  enforced,  he  would 
remind  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Cumberland  (Mr.  Wyndham) 
that  it  was  stated  the  other  day,  when 
Notice  of  the  present  Motion  was  given, 
that  it  was  desirable  as  great  latitude  as 
possible  should  be  afforded  in  its  dis- 
cussion. He  was  anxious  to  state  that 
on  behalf  of  his  noble  Friend,  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  because  it  would  be  un- 
satisfactory to  him  if,  imder  a  technical 
rule — however  good  and  important  it 
might  be — any  part  of  which  the  House 
should  be  in  possession  upon  the  ques- 
tion before  it  should  be  shut  out. 

Me.  speaker  observed  that,  strictly 
speaking,  having  regard  to  the  Rule 
to  which  reference  had  been  made,  the 
hon.  Member  was  not  in  Order.  The 
Resolution  before  the  House,  how- 
ever, referred  to  further  explanation, 
and  reference  to  that  explanation  could 
not  be  avoided. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  went  on  to  say  that 
the  Committee  in  question  was  appointed 
for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  not  one, 
but  several  Departments  of  State.  It 
was  re-appointed  in  1874  to  continue  its 
work  and  make  its  Report,  and  it  made 
its  Report  which  took  a  wide  survey  of 
several  Departments  and  not  of  one  only. 
But  he  would  come  at  once  to  what  con- 
cerned himself — the  personal  part  of  the 
question.  He  had  been  asked  to  ex- 
plain why  he  used  certain  words  in  that 
House,  and  that  he  would  most  frankly 
do.  It  was  perfectly  true  that  he  stated 
as  a  fact  that  the  gentleman  in  question 
who  had  been  appointed  to  the  post  of 
Controller  of  the  Stationery  Department 
was  a  junior  clerk  in  the  War  0£Glce ; 

Jifr.  J,  Holm 


that  he  was  one  of  a  list  of  101 ;  Ihat 
he  was  69th  on  that  list,  and  that  he 
was  receiving  £300  or  £400  a-year.  But 
he  said  also  that  he  was  afraid  there 
was  something  behind  the  appointment. 
Furthermore,  he  said  it  was  understood 
that  Mr.  Pigott  was  the  son  of  a  late 
vicar  of  Hughenden,  who,  with  his 
family,  had  rendered  valuable  services 
to  the  Prime  Minister  in  the  county  of 
Buckingham,  which  he  had  so  long  and 
so  creditably  represented.  What  ne  in- 
tended to  convey  by  this  statement  was 
that  the  Pigott  family  was  one  of  con- 
siderable influence  in  the  county,  [ifiir- 
mtfrf.l  He  (Mr.  Holms)  had  no  buainesB 
to  make  any  such  statement  unless  he 
felt  that  it  was  well  founded.  But  al- 
though it  was  rumoured  in  that  House 
and  out  of  it,  and  in  all  the  newspapers, 
that  Mr.  Pigott  was  the  son  of  tne  late 
vicar  of  Hughenden,  and  the  ChanceUor 
of  the  Exchequer,  when  the  matter  was 
brought  forward,  was  quite  prepared  to 
accept  the  statement  to  that  effect,  he  did 
not  think  that  mere  rumour  would  have 
been  su£Glcient  ground  for  a  Member  to 
make  such  a  statement  to  the  House. 
He  entertained  a  higher  opinion  of  the 
kind  of  information  which  was  essential 
to  the  House  in  any  case  of  this  kind, 
and  he  took  care  that  what  he  stated 
could  be  properly  supported.  He  there- 
fore obtained  direct  and  authoritative 
information  from  Buckinghamshire  on 
the  subject  only  the  other  day.  This 
information  was  contained  in  a  letter 
dated  the  7th  of  July,  which  stated  that 
Mr.  Pigott's  father  had  been  vicar  of 
Hughenden,  who  had  been  dead  for 
some  years,  that  the  family  was  an  old 
family,  that  the  eldest  branch  of  the 
family  now  lived  at  so-and-so,  that  Mr. 
Pigott's  eldest  brother  held  the  living 
of  so-and-so,  and  that  they  were  a 
family  of  very  decided  Conservatives. 
He  appealed  to  the  House  whether  they 
did  not  think  that  he  did  everything 
which  was  due  to  it  to  get  informa- 
tion— that  this  Conservative  family  in 
Buckingham  had  rendered  important 
service  to  the  Prime  Minister?  But 
what  was  the  reply  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister to  that  information  ?  It  was  that 
this  was  really  a  romance.  He  said  that 
the  father  of  Mr.  Pigott  was  vicar  of 
Hughenden  some  30  years  ago ;  that  he 
left  the  county  soon  afterwards,  and 
that  one  of  the  last  political  acts  of 
the   rev.    gentleman   was   to    register 
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his  vote  agamst  him  (the  Prime  Mi- 
nister).  But  why  did  the  noble  Lord  say 
nothing  about  the  family  whioh  had 
existed  so   long  in   BaokinghamBhire, 
whioh  was^stU^there,  and  had. always 
been  known  as  a  ConserratiTe  family  ? 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  Walter 
Barttelot)  had  spoken  of  the  yicar  re- 
cording   his   vote    against  the    Prime 
Minister,   and    had    said    that    eyery- 
thing  had  been  done  with  the  view  of 
making  inquiry  as  to  the  re^stration 
of  the  Tote,  but  that  the  register  had 
been  destroyed.    Now,  while  he  (Mr. 
Hohns)  admitted  that  statements  made 
to  that  House  ought  to  be  made  care- 
fully, he  thought,  at  the  same  time,  the 
same    care  ought    to    be    exercised  in 
"  another  place."    He  held  in  his  hand 
the  poll-book  for  the  district,   and  he 
must  beg  the  House  to  give  attention  to 
this  statement — that  in  1847  there  was 
no  contest  in  that  county;  that  in  1857 
and  1859  there  was  no  contest ;  that  in 
1863,  1865,  and  1868  there  was  no  con- 
test ;  and  that  the  only  contest  where 
Mr.  Pigott's  vote  could  possibly  haye 
been  recorded  against  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister was  that  of  1852.    Beferring  to 
the  register  of  1852,  he  found.  Bolster 
Mo.  1,526,  the  Bey.  JohnBobert  Pigott, 
of  Hughenden,  freeholder  of  house  and 
land  on  the  hill  near  the  yillage.    With 
respect  to  that  reyerend  genfieman  the 
records  in  the  Crown  Office  contained 
no  statement  that  the  rey.    gentleman 
had  yoted   on  either  one   side  or  the 
other.    He  should  go  on  a  little  further 
with  the  question.     On  Monday  night, 
when  they  had  the  reply  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tne  Exchequer,  they  had  ayery 
frank  and  distinct  reply,  and  he  must 
say  that  the  defeat  arose  entirely  from 
the  Gt)yemment's  own  statement.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  great 
sdress  had  been  laid  on  the  fact  that 
Mr.   Pigott  was  the  son  of  a  former 
yicar  at   Hughenden,  and   the  Chan- 
cellor of  the    Exchequer   for   himself 
did  not  deny  it.    He  said  that  Lord 
Beaconsfield  knew  yery  little  about  Mr. 
Pigott  personally,  although  that  gentle- 
man had  often  been  brought  under  his 
notice  as  a  rising  man,  aud  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  watched  his  career.    On 
this  statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  one  hon.  Member  after  an- 
other began  to  feel  that  this  did  show 
that  some  interest  was  taken  by  the 
Prime  Minister  in  Mr.  Pigott,  and  there- 


fore the  Gbyemment  need  not  be  sur- 
prised that  their  own  statement  should 
haye  brought  about  their  defeat.  Hon. 
Members  began  to  say  to  one  another — 
''  How  fortunate  for  a  young  man  enter- 
ing^ the  Ciyil  Sendee  to  haye  a  Prime 
Mmister  to  watch  his  career."  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  House,  wheUier  it  was  the 
statement  whioh  he  (Mr.  Holms)  made, 
or  the  statement  made  on  the  part  of  the 
Qt)yemment,  that  brought  about  their 
defeat  ?  Lord  Beaconsfield  had  said  that 
he  had  no  personal  acquaintance  with 
Mr.  Pigott,  and  that  he  did  not  know  him 
eyen  by  sight;  whereas  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  stated  that  the  noble 
Lord  watched  Mr.  Pigott's  career  with 
great  interest — a  statement  which  cer- 
tainly g^ye  colour  to  the  idea  that 
family  and  political  influences  had 
brought  about  his  promotion.  He  (Mr. 
Holms)  did  not  care  to  dwell  on  the 
personal  question ;  he  was  sorry  that  it 
was  oyer  introduced,  and  he  wished  to 
pass  on  to  what  alone  gaye  it  importance 
— the  national  question,  and  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  statement  made  on 
Monday  night,  and  the  explanation  giyen 
on  Thiirsday  as  to  how  the  appointment 
was  made.  The  gist  of  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Committee  was  simply 
this — ^that  the  Stationery  Department 
demanded  the  superyision  of  someone 
possessing  technical  knowledge.  Im- 
mediately on  the  Beport  being  issued, 
the  Treasury  took  that  Department 
especially  under  its  guidance,  and  the 
country  was  greatly  indebted  to  the 
Treasury  for  the  action  it  took  in  the 
matter.  They  effected  last  year  a  saying 
of  some  £40,000  or  £45,000,  with  a 
prospectiye  saying  of  from  £20,000  to 
£25,000  more;  and  that  justified  the 
Committee  so  far  in  haying  pointed  out 
that  a  change  was  essentiiuly  necessary 
with  the  yiew  to  obtaining  more  techni- 
cal superyision.  What  he  had  wished 
to  establish  before  and  wished  to  esta- 
blish now  was,  that  for  this  the  country 
was  indebted  to  the  Treasury  and  parti- 
cularly to  the  Financial  Secretary  to  that 
Department.  He  now  came  to  the  ex- 
planation made  upon  this  point  by  the 
noble  Lord  in  **  another  place  "  last 
Thursday.  The  noble  Lord  had  changed 
the  whole  case.  The  noble  Lord  had 
made  out  that  the  country  was  not 
indebted  to  the  Financial  Secretary  at 
all  for  the  reductions  of  expenditure 
which  had  been    effected  in  the  De* 
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partraent  and  for  the  technical  know- 
ledge that  liad  been  displayed,  but  to  a 
country  gentleman,  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Winn).  In 
fact,  either  the  Prime  Minister  must  be 
under  some  grievous  misapprehension, 
or  ho  changed  the  matter  backwards  and 
forwards  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  it  ap- 
pear that  technical  knowledge  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  those  reductions  of  ex- 
penditure at  all.  The  exact  words  of 
the  Prime  Minister  were  these — 

**  Since  the  publication  of  the  Report  of  the 
Committee,  and  very  much  in  consequence  of  its 
suggestions,  the  expenditure  of  the  Department 
has  been  reduced  by  £40,000  a-year,  and  at  this 
moment  there  are  changes  in  progress  which 
will  bring  about  a  further  reduction  of  £20,000 
a-year.    I  think  this  is  evidence  that  Her  Ma- 

i'esty's  Government  have  not  in  any  way  neg- 
ectcd  the  recommendations  of  the  Conmiittee  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  Upon  this  point,  my 
Lords,  I  may  perhaps  make  an  observation.  It 
has  been  said  this  great  saving  of  the  public 
money,  and  the  great  and  beneficial  chianges 
that  have  been  effected,  are  striking  proofs  of  &e 
advantage  of  having  as  superintendent  of  the 
Office  a  person  who  nas  a  technical  knowledge 
of  stationery  and  printing ;  for  they  have  been 
ascribed  to  the  influence  and  exertions  of  a  dis- 
tinguished Colleague  of  my  own  who  is  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  and  who  before  he  entered 
into  public  life — happily,  I  think,  for  the  public 
— was  himself  the  head  of  one  of  the  greatest 
establishments  in  this  country  connected  with 
printing  and  with  stationery.  I  allude  to  Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith,  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury — 
a  name  known  and  honoured.  Now,  I  assure 
you  my  Lords — and^  make  this  statement  with 
his  full  authority  and  at  his  special  desire — 
that  none  of  those  alterations  in  the  Stationery 
Office  are  at  all  attributable  to  his  influence  and 
exertions.  As  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  he 
has  si^ed  all  the  documents  which  have  ap- 
pearea  connected  with  that  Department,  but  .the 
truth  is,  he  signed  them  formally,  with  the  full 
confidence  that  the  work  which  had  been  done 
had  been  done  properly.  That  work  had  been 
done  by  a  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Rowland 
Winn.  It  was  solely  by  his  individual  exertions 
and  unceasing  care  that  those  great  improve- 
ments and  that  saving  were  effected ;  and  I  need 
not  remind  you,  my  Lords,  that  Mr.  Kowland 
Winn  has  no  technical  knowledge  of  stationery 
and  printing,  but  is  a  lincolnahire  countiT' 
Gentleman." 

So  that  the  yeiy  basis  of  the  argument 
offered  in  this  House  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  on  Monday  last,  that  the 
reductions  were  the  work  of  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary,  were  declared  on  Thurs- 
day by  the  Prime  Minister  to  be  a  per- 
fect myth.  All  this  showed  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  made  this  appoint- 
ment under  a  misapprehension,  he  evi- 
dently believing  that  technical  knowledge 
was  altogether  unnecessary  for  the  dis- 
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charge  of  the  duties  of  this  offiee,  and 
that  any  clerk  in  the  Civil  Service,  or 
any  mere  country  gentleman,  could  dia* 
charge  those  duties  ''  efficently."  Was 
it  not  rather  remarkable  that  the  Hottse 
should  have  obtained  information  aa  to 
the  opinions  of  the  Financial  Secretary, 
not  ^m  the  hon.  Member  himaelf  but 
from  a  statement  made  in  ''another 
place  ?"  The  Financial  Secretary  was  the 
man  who,  of  all  men,  could  have  given 
perfect  information  to  the  House  aa  to 
the  working  of  the  Department,  and  the 
sayings  effected,  and  it  was  a  very 
strange  thing  when  hon.  Members  were 
showering  compliments  on  the  Financial 
Secretary  for  his  technical  knowledge, 
the  Financial  Secretary  himself  did  not 
get  up  and  repudiate  all  thoee  compli- 
ments, saying  that  they  belonged  en- 
tirely to  his  hon.  Colleague  the  Member 
for  North  Lincolnshire.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury had  objected  to  the  appointment 
when  made  ?  He  looked  at  this  matter 
as  one  in  which  administrative  abUitj 
without  technical  knowledge  had  been 
preferred  to  technical  combined  with  ad- 
ministrative ability.  It  had  been  asked 
in  the  course  of  the  late  debate—"  Why 
should  they  complain  of  a  rising  man 
being  put  into  that  Department,  when 
th«y  had  men  in  high  places  in  Depart- 
ments who  were  unacquainted  with  the 
technical  details  of  them  ?"  This  view 
had  been  advanced  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War,  who 
had  instanced  his  own  case,  and  that  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  as 
those  in  which  a  man  without  any  know- 
ledge of  military  or  naval  matters  had 
been  placed  at  the  head  of  the  militaiy 
and  naval  affairs  of  this  country.  But  was 
not  that  merely  an  additional  reason  why 
the  permanent  officials  at  the  head  of 
the  different  Departments  should  have  a 
perfect  acquaintance  with  the  technical  de- 
tails of  the  work  of  their  different  offices  ? 
Would  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
think  it  very  wise  to  suggest  that  one  un- 
acquainted with  ships  should  be  appointed 
Constructor  of  the  Navy?  He  n^d  it 
that  in  the  Stationery  Department,  more 
than  any  other  Department,  it  was  essen- 
tially necessary  that  a  man  should  be 
acquainted  with  *the  business.  It  was 
not  a  question  only  of  a  man  being  ac- 
quainted with  his  trade,  for  a  man  who 
was  in  the  trade  knew  the  traders,  the 
men  with  whom  he  would  haye  to  deal. 
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He  wonld  like  to  ask  ibis  question — was 
it  not  possible  in  that  great  country  to 
get  a  man  who  had  teohnioal  knowledge 
and  at  the  same  time  administrative 
ability  ?  Was  there  any  other  country 
in  the  world  where  there  was  so  much 
technical  knowledge  and  administrative 
ability  combined  in  great  undertakings  ? 
As  to  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee, the  Prime  Minister,  on  Thurs- 
day, went  so  far  as  to  say  that  in  ap- 
pointing the  particular  kind  of  man 
who  was  recommended  by  the  Com- 
mittee, he  should  have  to  appoint  a  man 
who  had  retired  from  business,  or  from 
whom  business  had  retired.  He  could 
not  conceive  how  anyone  could  arrive  at 
that  conclusion.  He  held  that  such  a 
man  as  the  Committee  recommended 
could  be  got,  and  at  a  fair  and  mode- 
rate amount  of  salary.  There  were 
plenty  of  men  who  were  managers  in 
the  large  stationery  businesses  in  the 
country  and  in  that  town  who  had  at 
the  same  time  admirable  teohnioal  know- 
ledge and  administrative  ability.  When 
he  stated  that  during  the  period  between 
1865  and  1876  the  amount  of  money 
expended  in  the  Stationery  Department 
had  been  over  £4,000,000;  when  they 
looked  at  that  sum  and  remembered 
that  last  year,  by  the  good  management 
of  those  acquainted  with  that  particular 
trade,  a  saving  amounting  to  12  per 
cent  had  been  effected  for  the  country, 
it  would  be  seen  that  had  the  same 
system  extended  over  that  10  years,  it 
would  have  amounted  to  something  like 
£460,000  or  £480,000.  As  regarded 
the  question  of  giving  this  appointment 
to  anyone  inside  the  Department,  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  had  only 
strengthened  the  position  of  those  who 
were  in  favour  of  adopting  that  course. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  said — 

*'  Bat  if,  speakiDg  generally,  as  I  think  it  will 
be  admitted,  it  is  not  wiae  that  it  should  be  con- 
sidered a  matter  of  course  that  a  subordinate 
should  succeed  to  the  Chief  on  his  promotion, 
certainly  that  rule  would  particularly  apply 
when  we  were  dealing  with'an  Office,  the  admi- 
nistratioii  of  which  was  admittedly  unsatisfac- 
tory. I  say  this  partiottlarly  with  reference  to 
the  Chief  Clerk  of  the  Stationery  Department 
(Mr.  Beid).  I  belieye  him  to  be  an  efficient  and 
able  officer ;  I  belieye  that  all  that  was  ^pood,  or 
much  that  was  good,  in  the  late  administration 
of  the  Office  may  be  attributed  to  him.  But,  at 
the  same  timsu  the  general  administration  has 
not  been  satiantctory,  and  it  appeared  to  me  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  fresh  blood  should 
be  introduoed  mto  the  Department." 

The  truth  was  that  what  was  wanted  was 


not  fresh  blood,  but  fresh  brains,  and  if 
the  choice  was  between  a  clerk  in  the  Wat 
Office  and  the  Chief  Clerk,  he  thought 
the  appointment  ought  undoubtedly  to 
have  been  given  to  the  gentleman  who 
was  acquainted  with  the  work.  What 
were  they  asked  to  do  to-night  ?  They 
were  asked  to  reverse  a  decision  of  the 
House  of  Commons  come  to  only  a  week 
affo,  and  that  because  the  information 
which  the  Government  was  able  to 
furnish  the  House  last  Monday  was  not 
so  complete  as  it  might  have  been.  Let 
him  remind  the  House  of  a  dictum  once 
laid  down  in  this  House  by  the  Prime 
Minister.  On  the  9th  of  June,  1873, 
they  had  a  discussion  in  that  House  on 
the  Cape  and  Zanzibar  Mail  Contract. 
On  that  occasion  certain  statements  were 
made  which  the  (Government  were  not 
prepared  to  meet,  and  they  wished  for  an 
adjournment  of  the  debate.  What  did  the 
Prime  Minister,  who  was  then  Leader  on 
the  front  Opposition  bench,  say  on  that 
day  ?    He  said  this — 

'^  The  House  was  in  possession  of  all  the  in« 
formation  which  would  iustify  a  decision ;  and 
if  not  the  fault  lay  with  the  Goyemment,  who 
had  chosen  their  own  time  and  opportunity. 
There  had  been  a  full  discussion ;  but  because 
the  Goyemment  could  not  giye  a  satisfactory 
answer  to  the  charge,  they  wanted  to  waste  the 
time  of  the  House,  and  arrest  the  Business  of 
the  country,  by  adjourning  the  d6bate."^3 
Samsani,  oczyi.  711.  J 

They  were  asked  to-night  to  do  that 
which  the  Prime  Minister  on  that  occa- 
sion seemed  to  think  ought  to  have  been 
resisted.  The  Motion  itself  was  a  Motion 
referring  to  an  explanation  made  on 
Thursday  last.  Why  this  delay  of  four 
days  for  an  explanation?  It  ought  to 
have  been  given  at  2  o'clock  on  the 
Tuesday.  There  should  have  been  no 
delay  on  the  part  of  the  Government  in 
coming  down  to  the  House  and  giviug 
that  explanation,  whatever  it  was.  He, 
for  one,  would  be  extremely  sorry  to  be 
ungenerous  in  dealing  with  a  question 
of  this  kind.  He  would,  therefore,  not 
be  sorr^  to  see  that  part  of  his  Motion 
expressing  censure  withdrawn;  but  in 
the  interests  of  the  country  he  could  not 
but  come  to  this  conviction — that  this 
appointment  was  not  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee, 
nor  in  furtherance  of  the  best  interests  of 
the  countnr. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  as 
his  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  J.  Holms) 
had  referred  in  such  pointed  terms  to 
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him,  he  hoped  the  HooBe  would  give 
him  its  indulgence  for  a  few  minutes. 
He  regretted  that  he  was  not  in  the 
House  on  Monday  last  when  the  hon. 
Gentleman  made  his  speech;   but,   as 
hon.  Members  were  aware,  the  duties 
of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  were 
not  light,   and   he   was  often  obliged 
to  pass  his  time  in  a  room  not  far  o% 
which  was  the  case    on  Monday  last 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  speaking. 
He  was  not  aware  that  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  refer  in 
any  way  to  him,  or  he  would  have  been 
in  his  place.    The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
given  him  great  credit  for  the  reforms 
effected  in  the  Department.     But  the 
fact  was,  though  he  had  most  cordially 
and  heartily  seconded  the  efforts  made 
by  his  hon.  Friend   the   Member  for 
North   Lincolnshire    (Mr.    Winn),    he 
wished  distinctly  to  state  that  the  great 
reforms  which  had  been  effected  were 
due  altogether  to  his  hon.  Friend's  un- 
ceasing exertions  and  attention  at  the 
Stationery  Office.    It  had  been  said  that 
those  reforms  had  been  due  in  a  great 
measure    to    the   technical   knowledge 
which  he  (Mr.  Smith)  possessed.    But 
though  for  many  years,  as  the  House 
and  the  country  were  aware,  he  had 
been  at  the  head  of  a  very  large  busi- 
ness, it  was  nevertheless  the  fact  that 
he  never  had  any  practical  knowledfi^ 
of  printing  at  aU.     He  had  no  doubt 
paid  large  sums  for  printing ;  but  what 
he  had  done  was  to  exercise  his  judg- 
ment to  the  best  of  his  ability  in  the 
selection  of   a   manager,   and  he  had 
always  to  rely  upon  the  advice  of  faithful 
and  able  assistants,  who  had  served  him 
well  in  the  positions  to  which  they  be- 
longed.    He  never  was  a  technical  sta- 
tioner, he  had  not  served  an  apprentice- 
ship to  the  trade,  his  knowledge,  such 
as  it  was,  had  been  the  result  of  observa- 
tion and  that  practical  power  which  came 
to  men  in  the  management   of   great 
business  affairs.     He  did  not  desire  to 
enter  into  the  personal  affair  further 
than  to  say  one  word  as  to  one  who  had 
been  an  officer  of  the  Stationery  Depart- 
ment, who  had  been  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  who  had  communi- 
cated with  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Lincolnshire  and  himself  on  this  subject 
— he  meant  Mr.  Greg.    There  could  be 
no  doubt  that  Mr.  Greg  did  not  treat 
his  office  in  any  way  as  ''  a  deanery ;  " 
but  had  rendered  faithful  service  to  ^e 
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State  as  Oontroller  of  the  BtatitmBrj 
Office.    Mr.  Ghreg  did  not  pcriiapt  tak» 
the  same  views  on  all  points  as  Us  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  liaeoia- 
shire ;  but  to  the  best  of  his  ability  be  aa- 
foroed  economy,  and  managed  Ins  oftoe 
ably  and  well  according  to  its  establuhed 
order  and  traditions.  j&  would  be  hanii, 
unfair,  and  injurious  to  the  PabBo  Sir> 
vice  that  censure  of  the  kind  intima- 
ted by  some  hon.  Members  duMild  be 
thrown  upon  a  gentleman  who,  both  in 
his  literaiy  capacity  and  as  OontroDer  of 
the  Stationery  Office,  had  rendered  good 
service  to  the  State.  He  was  chaUecged 
by  the  hon.  (Gentleman  (Mr.  Hofans)  as 
to  this  particular  aroointment,  and  he 
was  referred  to  the  Keport  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  and  to  the  strong  roptoeMitstiofii 
it  had  made  that  tecmiicai  knowledge 
was  necessary.    The  appointmeot,  how- 
ever, did  not  rest  with  him,  wad  he  was 
not  in  the  sliffhteat  degree  reeponsflde 
for  it.  He  oonfessed,  however,  if  he  bed 
to  make  an  appointment  of  this  duncter 
he  would  stronglv  object  to  have  bis 
hands  tied,  or  to  be  limited  in  the  field 
of  selection  topersons  having  a  techniffsl 
knowledge.    It  was  infinitely  mote  im- 
portant that  in   the  Civil  Senrioe  lor 
the  heads  of  the  great  Departments  we 
should  find  men  who  possoesod  admini- 
strative ability  and  Imowledge  of  tbe 
world,  who  were  capable  of  dealing  with 
other  great  Departments,  who  under- 
stood what  human  nature  was  made  of, 
and  who  had  not  been  educated  in  the 
comparatively  narrow  school  of  trade. 
In  saying  that,  he  cast  no  reflectkm  on 
trade,  because  it  was  to  trade  he  ow«d 
all  he  possessed.    He  believed  trade  ta 
be  honourable  in  this  oountiy  ;  bat  os- 
doubtedly  if  we  looked  around  ua»  we 
should  not  find  men  capable  of  taking 
a  very  larffe  view  or  of  administmng 
great  pubUc  Departments  who  would 
take  the  oomparatively  miserable  salary 
of  £1,200  or  £1,500  a-year.    His  hos. 
Friend  said  it  would  be  possible  to  find 
an  assistant  in  a  great  stationery  ban- 
ness  who  would  be  glad  to  accept  a  post 
of  the  kind.      [Mr.  J.  Holms  :    Not  in 
assistant,  but  a  manager.]    He  did  not 
doubt  that  persons  would  be  firand  d 
ffreat  technical  knowledge,  bat  it  woold 
be  a  mistake  to  appoint  them.     Witk- 
out  casting  the  slightest  refleetioD  ca 
trade,  it  was  inevitable  that  there  shodd 
be  something  narrow,  something  oaie&I, 
something  minute  in  the  training  sad 
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edacation  of  a  person  in  such  a  position, 
which  would  make  him  less  qualified  to 
take  a  wide,  a  large,  and,  ultmiately,  an 
economical  view.     [''Oh,  oh!"]     He 
oould  only  speak  from  his  own  experi- 
ence, though  he  was  always  unwilling 
to  introduce  his  own  a£Eairs.    Some  time 
ago  it  became  necessary  for  him  to  find 
a  person  for  the  management  of  interests 
of  the  last  importance  to  him.    He  had 
a  Tery  wide  field  of  selection  —  8,000 
persons.    The  man  he  selected  was  a 
University  man,  who  had  no  technical 
knowledge,  who  was  master  of  a  public 
school,  wbo  had  forced  his  way  on  in 
the  world,  was  about  30  years  of  age, 
and  had  nven  ^reat  evidence  of  capa- 
city ;  but  his  position  was  precisely  that 
of  Mr.  Pigott  at  the  present  time.    He 
was  receiving  an  income  of  about  £300 
or  £400  a-year.  That  gentleman  was  now 
the  managing  partner  in  a  great  concern. 
In  the  same  wav  Mr.  Pigott  was  selected, 
not  because  of  his  knowledge  of  trade, 
but  for  his  knowledge  of  the  world 
and  his  general  capacity.    He  ventured 
to  think  these  were  the  considerations 
which  should  guide  the  Ministers  in  the 
selection  of  the  Ohiefs  of  the  great  De- 
partments of  the  State.    He  wished  to 
speak  with  the  greatestpossible  respect 
of  Mr.  Beid,  the  Chief  Olerk  of  the  Sta- 
tionery Office.    Mr.  Beid  had  done  very 
good  service,  and  was  a  most  faithful 
public  servant.    He  did  not,  however, 
on  that  account  doubt  that  the  selection 
which  the   Prime  Minister  had  made 
would  conduce  greatly  to  the  public  in- 
terest.   He  coiud  not  help  saying  again 
that  the  Gbvemment  and  the  countiy 
owed  practically  the  entire  saving  which 
had   been    effected   in  the   Stationery 
Office  to  the  exertions  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Lincolnshire. 

Mb.  a.  H.BBOWNobservedthatevery 
one  who  was  examined  before  the  Select 
Committee  said  that  technical  knowledge 
was  the  great  want  at  the  Stationery 
Office;  and  when  the  Committee  dis- 
tinctly recommended  that  the  person 
appomted  at  the  head  of  that  DqMurt- 
ment  should  be  a  man  possessing  tech- 
nical knowledge,  it  was  not  right  that 
their  recommendation  should  have  been 
set  aside.  That  being  so,  he  wanted  to 
know  what  it  was  that  had  induced  the 
Prime  Minister  to  make  the  appoint- 
ment? He  believed  there  woula  have 
been  no  diffloulbr  in  finding  a  man  in 
the  trade  perfectly  fitted  in  every  respect 


for  this  office.  For  example,  one  of  the 
witnesses  examined  before  the  Com- 
mittee, Mr.  Howell,  was  appointed  Di- 
rector of  Contracts  in  the  War  Depart- 
ment because  of  his  technical  knowledge, 
acquired  in  a  trade  from  which  he  re- 
tired to  accept  that  office.  The  Prime 
Minister  said  that  he  made  this  appoint- 
ment on  his  own  reeponsibilibr,  and  that 
Mr.  Pigott's  name  had  been  laid  before 
him  by  a  gentleman  of  great  experience 
in  the  Public  Service.  He  should  very 
much  like  to  know  who  that  gentleman 
of  great  experience  was.  llie  Prime 
Minister  saia  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Winn),  to  whom 
the  recent  saving  in  the  Stationery  Office 
was  due,  was  not  a  printer,  but  a 
country  gentleman.  He  was  in  the  re- 
collection of  the  Committee,  however, 
when  he  said  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Lincolnshire,  when  sitting  on  the 
Committee,  was  particularly  distin- 
guished for  his  knowledge  of  the  print- 
ing trade,  and  put  some  very  pertinent 
questions  on  the  subject,  so  that  it  was 
dear  his  hon.  Friend  was  possessed  of 
some  information,  which  he  had  used 
for  the  benefit  of  the  public.  That  was, 
he  thought,  an  additional  reason  why 
some  person  with  technical  knowledge 
should  have  been  appointed  Controller 
of  the  Stationery  Office.  He  held  that 
the  appointment  was  a  great  mistake, 
and  hoped  the  House  would  not  with- 
draw the  Besolution  it  had  passed. 

TheCHANCELLOB  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  I  feel.  Sir,  in  common,  I  am 
sure,  with  manv  hon.  Members,  regret 
that  it  should  be  necessary  to  take  up 
so  much  time  as  we  have  done  this  even- 
ing in  discussing  a  question  of  this  kind. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  I  feel,  as  I  said 
an  hour  ago,  that  the  House  must  be 
satisfied  that  it  would  be  impossible, 
with  a  due  regard  to  its  own  dignity, 
and  with  a  due  regard  to  the  character 
of  a  man,  which,  not  only  from  personal 
associations,  but  from  the  important 
office  which  he  fills,  ought  to  be  of  great 
importance,  and  ought  to  be  valued  by 
eveiy  Member  of  the  Le^slature — that 
it  .would  be  impossible,  I  say,  with  a 
due  regard  to  those  considerations,  that 
this  matter  should  be  allowed  to  remain 
and  rest  where  it  stood.  The  question 
which  had  been  raised  with  respect  to 
this  appointment  of  Mr.  Pigott  divides 
itself  into  two  parts.  There  is,  as  has 
I  beensaid  by  thehon.Memberfor  Hackney 
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(Mr.  J.  Holms),  the  national  and  the 
personal  side  of  the  question.  I  do 
not  intend,  though  it  is  a  very  important 
part  of  the  subject,  to  say  much  on  what 
he  termed  the  national  side.  It  is  un- 
doubtedly the  fact  that  the  judgment 
arrived  at  by  a  Select  Committee  of  this 
House  two  or  three  years  ago  is  at 
variance  with  the  course  which  the 
Prime  Minister  on  his  responsibility 
deemed  it  right  to  pursue  in  making 
this  appointment,  and  it  may  yery  well 
be  argued,  without  any  reflection  on  one 
side  or  the  other,  either  that  the  view 
taken  by  the  Committee  was  correct,  or 
that  that  taken  by  the  Prime  Minister 
was  the  right  view.  There  can,  how- 
ever, be  no  disgrace  arising  out  of  a 
question  of  opinion  on  a  matter  of  such 
intricacy  and  delicacy  as  t^e  precise 
amount  of  value  to  be  attached  to  the 
particular  qualifications  for  a  special 
office.  I  may  say  a  few  words  on  this 
part  of  the  question  before  I  sit  down, 
but  I  may  spare  myself  much  trouble 
with  regard  to  it,  because  I  believe  what 
I  stated  on  Monday  last,  and  what  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury stated  with  so  much  authority  just 
now,  has  very  fairly  placed  before  the 
House  the  views  by  which  the  Prime 
Minister  was  actuated  in  coming  to  the 
decision  at  which  he  arrived.  I,  there- 
fore, pass  by  for  the  present  that  part  of 
the  subject  for  the  purpose  of  coming  to 
another,  and  in  many  respects  the  most 
important  and  delicate  part  of  it — I 
mean  the  personal  part  of  the  question. 
I  speak  of  it  as  the  most  important  part 
of  the  question  for  two  reasons — in  the 
first  place,  because  if  my  noble  Friend, 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  in  selecting  Mr. 
Pigott  was  influenced  by  considerations 
of  a  personal  character,  then  undoubtedly 
all  the  arguments  by  which  he  defendsi 
and  by  which  we  also  defend  the  selec- 
tion are  tainted  and  vitiated  by  the  sus- 
picion which  would  be  thrown  upon  an 
appointment  said  to  be  made  from  per- 
sonal motives;  and  the  reasons  which 
were  given,  and  which  I  hope  to  show 
are  the  true  and  only  reasons,  are  cast 
into  the  shade  from  the  suspicion 
that  they  were  put  forward  merely 
as  after-thoughts  for  an  appointment 
that  was  made  on  very  different 
grounds.  But,  besides  that,  the  quea> 
tion  of  the  motives  with  which  the  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  Pigott  was  made  is 
one  of  the  highest  delicaoy  and  impoit- 
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anoe,  because  it  would  be  intolerable 
that  the  character  of  a  man  in  the  high 
position  of  Prime  Minister  of  this  coun- 
try should  be  allowed  to  rest  under  an 
imputation  that  in  making  a  selection 
for  an  appointment  he  was  governed  by 
unworthy  motives.  Now,  in  this  House 
a  very  large  majority  of  hon.  Members 
— indeed,  I  may  say,  with  very  few  ex- 
ceptions, the  whole  House,  has  for  a 
greater  or  smaller  number  of  years 
known  the  Prime  Minister  as  the  most 
distinguished,  or  one  of  the  most  distin- 
guished, ornaments  of  the  House.  They 
know  very  well  that  his  life  has  nearly 
all  been  passed  here.  They  know  that 
although  he  has  now  been  removed  to 
another  sphere,  yet  in  the  judgment  of 
history  it  will  be  as  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons  that  he  will  be 
chiefly  remembered ;  and  those  who  know 
him  well  are  well  aware  that  there  is 
nothing  nearer  or  dearer  to  his  heart 
than  that  he  should  retain  that  which 
eveiyone,  I  think,  will  admit  he  acquired 
— the  respect  and  affection  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  This  I  may  venture  to 
say,  speakinff  as  for  mv  Friend  as  well  as 
for  my  Chie^  that  I  know  nothing  that 
has  ever  hurt  him  so  deeply  within 
my  recollection  of  him  as  the  cen- 
sure and  the  reflection  cast  upon  him  in 
the  Vote  of  last  Monday  night.  I  do 
not  think  it  needs  any  intimate  acquaint- 
ance with  my  noble  Friend  to  believe 
that,  but  it  has  come  home  to  me  in  an 
especial  manner,  because  it  is  impossible 
for  |me  not  to  feel  that  to  a  very  g^reat 
extent  the  Vote  which  was  passed  on 
that  occasion  was  passed  through  a  fault 
of  my  own.  [**  No  no  I "]  Yes,  it  is 
true ;  for  it  has  been  said  to-night,  and 
justly  said,  that  it  was  because  of  the 
imperfect  manner  in  which  I  met  the 
charges  and  repelled  the  accusations  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  that  many 
hon.  Members  either  voted  in  the  maj  ority, 
or  abstained  from  voting  upon  that  occa- 
sion. Sir,  I  have  felt  very  deeply  that 
it  may  have  been  owing  to  some  laehee, 
or,  at  all  events,  some  fault  of  my 
own  that  that  result  was  arrived  at. 
This  vezy  evening  I  have  felt  that  again, 
because  the  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney, on  getting  up  and  beginning  to 
argue  this  case  said  he  was  bound  to 
call  attention  to  the  discrepancies  be- 
tween the  statement  I  made  on  Monday 
and  the  statement  which  was  made  by 
my  noble  Friend,  Lord  Beaconsfield,  a 
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few  days  later;  and  he  said  that  what 
the  House  was  asked  to  do  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion  was  to  displace  the  state- 
ment I  made  in  this  House  by  the  state- 
ment made  by  Lord  Beaoonsfield  in 
''another place."  Sir,  I  must  answer, 
therefore,  and  I  must  answer  as  care- 
fully as  I  can,  the  point  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  raised,  and  I  must  en- 
deavour to  state  as  clearly  as  I  can 
exactly  what  occurred  with  regard  to 
this  Motion,  and  with  regard  to  my  own 
language  on  the  subject.  Now,  Sir,  it 
is  perfectly  true,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  has  reminded  us,  that  he  put 
this  Motion  down  some  considerable 
time  before  he  brought  it  on.  He 
says  he  put  it  down  on  the  18th  of 
June.  I  have  no  doubt  that  was  the 
day — at  all  events,  it  was  some  time 
a^o — and  it  did  so  happen  when  the 
Notice  was  put  down  that,  my  attention 
being  attracted  to  its  terms,  I  spoke  to 
my  noble  Friend,  Lord  Beaoonsfield,  on 
the  subject.  I  will  say  in  a  moment 
what  passed  between  us;  but  I  may 
also  say  this — that  from  that  time  till  the 
Motion  was  brought  on,  I  never  had 
any  further  communication  with  him  on 
the  subject,  and  I  may  very  possibly 
have  imperfectly  recollected  some  of  the 
things  which  passed  between  us  on  that 
occasion.  Now,  when  the  Notice  was 
first  put  down  I  observed  its  terms. 
They  were  to  the  effect  that  the  appoint- 
ment which  had  been  made  was  calcu- 
lated to  diminish  the  weight  and  in- 
fluence of  Committees  of  this  House, 
and,  of  course,  it  immediately  occurred 
to  me  that  what  was  meant  by  that 
statement  was,  that  the  appointment 
was  made  in  contravention  of  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Conmiittee  of 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
Chairman.  That,  therefore,  was  the 
point  which  was  particularly  in  my 
mind ;  and  when  I  spoke  to  the  Prime 
Minister  on  the  subject  I  said  to  him — 
"  What  is  to  be  said  with  regard  to  this 
Notice  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney ?"  and  his  answer  to  me  was  to  this 
effect — ''  You  can  say  that  I  consid^ed 
the  reoonmiendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee ;  that  I  did  not  think  that  I  was 
bound  by  those  reoonunendations ;  and 
that  I  did  not  approve  them ;  that,  in 
mv  opinion,  to  appoint  a  gentleman 
taj[en  firom  the  trade  would  either  be 
imnossible,  because  you  would  not  be 
able  to  get  a  man  who  was  in aflooiiah- 


ing  business  to  leave  his  business  for 
the  salary  you  could  offer ;  or  it  would 
be  objectionable,  because  you  would 
have  to  take  a  man  who  has  failed." 
That  was  an  argument  simple  and  com- 
mon enough,  and  I  will  not  stop  to  in- 
quire whether  it  was  a  good  argument ; 
but  with  regard  to  Mr.  Pigott,  my  noble 
Friend  said— I  cannot  remember  the 
precise  words,  but  I  think  he  said — "I  do 
not  know  much  about  him  except  that  he 
was  recommended  to  me  very  strongly. 
He  is  the  son  of  a  former  vicar  of 
Hughenden,  and  I  have  heard  of  his 
being  often  employed  in  the  Public  Ser- 
vice m  a  manner  which  has  been  very 
creditable  to  him."  Now,  the  impres- 
sion I  own  I  carried  away  from  that 
was,  that  at  different  periods,  or  from 
time  to  time,  the  Prime  Minister  had 
heard  that  Mr.  Pigott  had  been  well 
employed.  My  noble  Friend  also  said — 
'*  I  will  send  you  a  statement  of  his 
services."  Well,  he  sent  me  a  state- 
ment of  his  services,  and  I  will  read 
the  exact  wends.  I  do  not  know  by 
whom  it  was  written,  but  it  was  dated 
from  the  War  Office.    It  says — 

^  nioinas  Dighy  Pigott,  jigeA  37,  appmnted 
atemponury  clerk  in  the  War  Office  on  the 
nomination  of  L<Hti  Beaoonafield,  and  to  the 
Eetabliahment,  after  competition,  in  1860." 

The  House  will  observe  that  although 
he  was  appointed  a  temporary  clerk  on 
the  nomination  of  Lord  Beaoonsfield  in 
1869,  he  subsequently  gained  his  place 
on  the  establishment  by  competition  in 
1860,  under  a  Gk>vemment  with  which 
Lord  Beaoonsfield  had  no  connection. 

"Waa  in  temporary  charge  of  the  Militia 
branch  for  tome  months  daring  a  time  of  nn- 
nsual  preeeare  in  1870,  and  waa  told  that  if  he 
widied  it,  hia  position  there  should  be  con- 
firmed, but  it  would  be  more  convenient  if,  in- 
stead of  remaining  permanently  in  charge  him- 
self, he  helped  to  enable  a  senior  clerk  to  take 
the  post,  and  aocordinKly  did  so.  At  the  end 
of  1870  he  was  offered  Lord  Northhrook's  ]pri- 
rate  secretar^rship  and  served  with  him  dunng 
the  Session  in  which  Purchase  was  aboliahec^ 
and  until  1872,  when  Lord  Northbrook  went  to 
India." 

Lord  Northbrook  has  taken  occasion 
publicly  to  express  his  sense  of  Mr. 
Pigott*s  services. 

**  Stnred  as  private  secretary  to  Lord  Lans- 
downe  from  April,  U72,  to  Febraanr,  1874, 
and  to  Lord  Pemlnxike  from  March,  1874,  till 
his  resignation  in  1875.  Served  as  Seovtary 
to  the  Soyal  Oommission  on  Army  Promotion 
from  Noramber,  1874,  to  August,  1876,  and 
has  since  been   chiefly  empk^red  on  special 
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work  connected  with  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
miasion,  for  which  he  was  thanked  by  Mr. 
Hardy  in  his  Estimate  speech  this  year.  Is 
now  acting  temporarily  as  assistant  private 
secretary  to  Mr.  Hardy." 

That  is  the  statement  which  was  put  in 
my  hands ;  and  I  confess  that  coupling 
what  the  Prime  Minister  had  told  me  as 
to  his  having  heard  that  Mr.  Pigott  had 
often  been  well  employed — or,  as  I  un- 
derstand him,  that  ne  had  often  heard  of 
his  being  so  employed — and  as  to  his 
being  the  son  of  a  former  vicar  of 
Hughenden,  with  the  fact  that  his  original 
appointment  was  due  to  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  I — perhaps  wronglv,  but  I  think 
not  altogether  unnaturally — derived  the 
impression  that  he  had  been  known  to 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  and  that  Lord  Bea- 
consfield  had  from  time  to  time  heard  of 
him  in  his  career.  But  it  really  was  a 
matter  which  did  not  dwell  upon  my 
mind  at  all,  and  when  that  appomtment 
came  to  be  challenged,  my  impression 
was  simply  that  I  should  have  to  argue 
the  case  as  from  the  national  point  of 
view,  and  show  whv  a  stationer  or  a 
gentleman  connected  with  the  trade 
should  not  be  appointed,  and  why  the 
office  should  be  given  to  an  eligible 
man  in  the  Public  Service.  I  took  it  for 
grranted  that  almost  everyone  would 
acknowledge  that  if  a  man  was  to  be 
selected  from  the  Public  Service,  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Pigott  was  probably 
as  good  an  appointment  as  could  have 
been  made.  Now,  I  find  that  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  I  was  in  error,  because  it  is 
perfectly  true,  as  was  afterwards  stated 
oy  Lord  Beaconsfield,  that  he  did  not 
know  Mr.  Pigott;  and  although  he  was, 
in  a  manner  which  I  will  explain  in  a 
moment,  responsible  for  Mr.  Pigott's 
original  appomtment  as  temporary  derk 
to  we  War  Office;  yet  he  had  not  known 
or  heard  anything  of  him  until  just  a 
little  while  before  the  time  came  for 
making  this  appointment  to  the  Sta- 
tionery Office.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
original  appointment  of  Mr.  Pigott  to 
the  Public  Service,  I  have  made  in- 
quiries as  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  he  was  first  nominated.  I  believe 
it  was  at  the  time  when  General  Peel 
was  Secretary  of  State  for  War.  There 
was  a  demand  for  a  considerable  number 
of  temporary  clerks  at  the  War  Office, 
and  General  Peel  asked  a  number  of 
friends  to  recommend  young  men  suit- 
able for  the  post.  He  placed  a  nomination 
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at  the  disposal  of  Mr.  DittiaU,  who 
mve  it  to  a  clergyman  in  his  coonty  for 
his  son.  That  dergyman  not  having 
occasion  for  it  dedinM  it,  but  aakad  m 
a  favour  that  Mr.  DisraeU  would  stre  it 
to  a  very  promising  youth — Mr.  Rgott. 
The  appointment,  therefore,  in  the  finl 
instance,  of  Mr.  Pigott,  was  redly  made, 
not  on  the  reoommendatioii  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  but  on  the  reoommenda* 
tion  of  a  gentleman  to  whose  son  he  had 
offered  it.  To  go  to  the  other  end  of 
Mr.  Pigott's  career,  8o£Eur  as  it  has  me, 
the  question  was  raised,  how  came  he  to 
be  selected  for  the  appointment  at  ths 
Stationery  Office  ?  Well,  I  oonfees  tbst 
when  I  was  speaking  on  Monday  last  I 
had  known  so  little  of  these  qaestions  of 
patronage  that  I  was  really  not  awai« 
of  what  had  occurred ;  but  I  have  nsce 
communicated,  of  oourse,  with  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  and  I  have  received  from 
him  a  full  account  of  the  steps  he  took 
when  this  office  had  to  be  filled  up,  sod 
have  been  shown  by  him  the  names  of 
the  persons  who  were  under  his  ood- 
sideration  as  eligible  for  the  appoint- 
ment. It  is  not  right  to  give  the  names, 
but  the  House  will  accept  my  aasorsDos 
that  I  am  well  aoquamted  with  th« 
names,  and  that  I  know  the  manner  in 
which  they  were  brought  under  Loid 
Beaoonsfield's  notice.  Two  of  the  gen- 
tlemen hold  appointments  of  consideff^ 
able  eminence  m  the  Civil  Service,  m«i 
fairly  of  the  rank  of  the  Contrcdler  of 
the  Stationery  Office ;  those  gentlemen 
were  known  to  Lord  Beaoonafi^,  it 
their  names  would  be  known  to  many 
hon.  Members  of  this  House,  if  they 
were  mentioned;  and  it  appeared  to  him 
that  either  of  these  genUemen  migbt 

5roperly  take  the  office  if  he  wislud. 
'he  first  declined  it  at  once,  because  fa« 
preferred  the  office  he  held ;  the  second, 
after  some  hesitation,  also  declined.  In 
the  meantime,  there  had  been  sent  to 
Lord  Beaconsfield  the  names  of  a  good 
many  persons  who  were  recommended 
for  the  appointment.  It  is  asked  by 
whom  they  were  sent.  Thev  were  r»- 
oommended  by  a  great  number  of  per- 
sons, for  the  most  part  by  the  Chieu  of 
their  own  Departments.  One  gentlemin 
of  whom  I  have  some  personal  know* 
ledge,  though  he  is  in  a  Departmoit  I 
am  not  connected  with,  was  isoom* 
mended  by  the  Secretary  of  that  De- 
partment, who  is  certainhr  neither  poli- 
tically nor  in  any  way  a  friend  of  Laid 
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BeMonsfield,  and  who  yet  had  a  veiy 
fair  reason  for  recommending  a  gentle- 
man he  was  acquainted  with.  Some 
others  were  recommended  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  this  House ;  one  or  two  gentle- 
men personally  made  application  for  the 
poet ;  and  others  were  recommended  by 
gentlemen  who  knew  them.  These 
names  were  referred  to  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister in  the  ordinary  way  through  his 
private  secretary,  not  as  recommenda- 
tions made  by  the  priyate  secretary, 
but  as  recommendations  made  by  dif- 
ferent persons ;  and  in  some  cases  there 
were  seyeral  backers  to  the  same  man. 
Mr.  Pigott  did  not  apply,  and  was 
not  in  ue  number  of  those  who  were 
BO  recommended.  He  had  recently 
been  serving  as  Secretary  to  the  Army 
Purchase  Commission,  and  Lord  Pen- 
isance,  as  Chairman  of  that  Commission, 
has  borne  testimony  in  the  strongest 
terms  of  the  value  of  Mr.  Pigott's  ser- 
vices. Mr.  Pigott's  term  of  service 
in  that  Commission  had  expired,  and 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  who  was  at  the 
head  of  the  Department,  thought  he 
had  done  his  wonc  in  that  Conmussion 
BO  well  that  he  sent  his  name  to  the 
Prime  Minister  as  that  of  a  proper  man 
to  be  choeen  in  case  any  other  Commis- 
sion required  a  secreta^.  My  right 
hon.  Fnend  knew  nothing  about  the 
Stationery  Office;  it  was  simply  and 
solely  because  my  rieht  hon.  Friend 
shared  the  opinion  of  ful  Secretaries  and 
Under  Secretaries  who  had  cognisance 
of  Mr.  Pigott's  service  that  he  gave  Mr. 
Pigott's  name  for  employment.  The 
name  arrived  at  a  time  when  Lord  Bea- 
consfield,  having  twice  failed  to  obtain 
the  services  of  gentlemen  to  whom  he 
had  offered  the  appointment,  had  se- 
veral names  before  him,  and,  having 
considered  them,  he  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  Mr.  Pigott's  services 
showed  him  to  be  a  man  of  such 
general  administrative  ability  as  to 
promise  exceedinglv  well  for  an  appoint- 
ment of  this  sort ;  he  preferred  mm  to 
ihe  others,  and  that  is  tne  simple  history 
of  this  case.  If  you  compare  tne  history 
of  Mr.  Pigott's  career  and  the  manner 
in  which  he  was  selected  for  the  appoint- 
ment which  he  holds  with  that  of  any 
gentleman  who  holds  any  position  what- 
ever— I  do  not  care  what  it  is — in  the 
Civil  Service— though  you  may  have 
your  opinions  as  to  wheUier  it  was  wise 


or  not  to  appoint  a  man  without  techni- 
cal experience,  whether  it  would  have 
been  right  in  that  respect  to  defer  to  the 
opinion  of  the  Select  Committee— there 
is  no  man  whose  appointment  was  made 
more  honourably  ana  in  a  more  straight- 
forward and  thoroughly  pure  manner 
than  this.  A  collateral  question  has 
been  raised  with  regard  to  tne  statement 
made  by  Lord  Beaconsfield  as  to  the 
vote  given  at  an  election  by  Mr.  Pigott's 
father.  I  really  think,  if  1  may  venture 
to  make  such  an  observation,  that  Lord 
Beaconsfield  need  hardly  have  gone  into 
such  a  matter,  because,  even  if  Mr. 
Pigott's  father  had  been  his  best  friend 
and  supporter,  that  would  not  in  any 
way  disqualify  the  son;  it  would  have 
been  exceedingly  hard  that  a  young  man 
who  had  shown  talent  and  capacity 
should  have  been  excluded  from  posi- 
tions for  which  that  talent  and  capacity 
fitted  him  simply  because  his  father  had 
been  a  supporter  of  the  Prime  Minister 
of  the  day.  I  own  I  did  not  expect  to 
hear  in  this  House  from  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  it  expressions  such  as  were  used 
early  in  the  evening  which  seemed  to 
throw  a  doubt  on  me  veracity  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield;  but  as  the  statement  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield  on  the  subject  has 
been  challenged,  it  is  right  I  should  say 
a  word  upon  it.  As  Lord  Beaconsfield 
stated,  Mr.  Pigott  was  the  vicar  of 
Hughenden  some  30  years  affo,  at  the 
time  at  which  Lord  Beaconsfiela  became 
possessor  of  the  property.  As  has  been 
stated  in  an  independent  letter  read  by 
the  hon.  and  eallant  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  Bartte- 
lot),  and  as  is  perfectly  well-known  to 
many  persons,  tnere  were  some  unfortu- 
nate differences  between  Mr.  Disraeli 
and  Mr.  Pigott;  in  fact,  there  was  a 
lawsuit  between  them,  and  I  believe 
they  were  not  at  all  upon  friendly  terms. 
The  House  will  bear  in  mind  that  the 
original  appointment  of  the  younger 
Mr.  PiKott  was  made,  not  on  the  initia- 
tive of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  but  at  the 
sug^g^estion  of  another  person,  Mr. 
Disraeli  generously  giving  a  nomina- 
tion to  the  son  of  his  former  opponent 
in  the  Law  Courts.  After  the  statement 
had  been  made  in  this  House  that  Mr. 
Piffott  was  the  son  of  a  gentleman  who 
had  been  a  political  supporter  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  a  member  of  Mr.  Pigott's 
family  addressed  him  a  letter  stating 
that  Uie  vicar  voted  against  him,  and  on 
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this  infi»nnstion,  which  ooinoided  with 
his  own  impression,  Lord  Beaoonsfield 
made  the  statement  with  regard  to  the 
Tote.  Sinoe  then  he  has  endeavoured, 
hj  reference  to  the  proper  authoriliea  of 
the  oounty,  to  obtain  precise  evidence 
of  the  fact;  but  he  was  informed  that 
no  document  exietod  which  would  afford 
that  evidence.  The  grounds  on  which 
Lord  Beaoonsfield  made  the  statement, 
therefore,  were  quite  sufficient  to  justify 
him  in  saying  what  he  did  in  hie  speech. 
These  are  really  the  facts  of  the  case, 
and  I  do  not  think  the  House  wishes, 
or  that  it  is  all  desirable,  to  go  any  tnr- 
ther  into  the  matter.  I  fully  admit  it  is 
desirable  to  pay  proper  respect  to  the 
recommendations  of  a  Select  Committee ; 
but  there  are  many  recommendations  of 
such  Committees  that  have  not  been 
followed.  The  only  point  on  which  I  am 
anxious  there  should  be  no  mistake  is 
the  question  of  the  personal  character 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield.  I  think  I  may 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
himself,  and  to  the  great  body  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  utdng  opposite,  as  well  as  to 
my  Friends  on  this  side — and  I  am  sure 
I  shall  not  appeal  in  vain — when  I  aak 
them  to  unanimously  withdraw  a  censure 
which  I  am  convinced  would  not  have 
been  passed — at  all  events,  in  the  terms 
it  was — upon  this  appointment,  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  impression  which  pre- 
vailed— and  I  must  say  I  take  great 
blame  to  myself  for  allowing  it  to  pre- 
vail— that  something  had  been  done  in 
this  matter  which  would  not  bear  the 
light.  I  am  quite  sure  after  all  the 
contests  in  which  we  have  been  engaged 
in  this  House  one  with  another,  and 
after  all  the  sharp  passages  which  firom 
time  to  time  have  passed  between  my 
noble  Friend  and  his  opponents,  here 
and  "elievhere,"  there  is  that  kindly 
feeling  of  regard  among  ourselvea  for 
the  man,  and,  above  all,  that  sensitive 
jealousy  for  the  character  of  the  great 
office  he  fills,  which  would  make  us  all 
desire  in  every  way  we  can  do  it  to  clear 
a  character  which  must  be  dear,  not  only 
to  us,  but  to  all  Englishmen. 
"  ■'  -ivxaa  OF  HAETINOTON: 
\e  very  full,  candid,  and 
anation  which  ' 
he  ri^t  hon.  ( 
able  ns  at  al 
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involves  die  distribntion  of  tfie  patna- 
age  of  ^e  Government,  is  an  important 
one ;  still,  at  this  period  of  the  SesBon, 
time  is  of  some  importance,  and  a  qnce- 
tion  of  this  sort  may  be  diseuMsd 
at  too  great  a  length.  I  qoite  agne 
that  it  was  due  to  the  digni^  of  the 
Qovemment  and  of  the  House  uiat  loina 
action  should  be  taken  in  the  matt«r  to 

Eat  the  Oovemmeot  and  the  House  into 
armony  with  each  other,  seeing  that  a 
Besolution  has  been  passed  oy  this 
House  which,  I  think,  requires  sonw 
justification.  Beyond  tiiat,  the  fhrtfaer 
explanation  that  has  been  given  relates 
almost  entirely  to  the  personal  asprats 
of  the  case,  and  nothing  has  been  said 
as  to  the  subject  of  the  recommendatioa 
of  the  Select  Committee  which  was  re* 
ferred  to  in  the  debate.  But  I  mnri 
say  there  was  much  in  the  speech  of  tbs 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Hembet 
for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  Bartt«lot} 
that  I  heard  with  very  great  suiprise 
and  regret;  and  it  seemed  to  me  that 
the  speech  was,  to  a  great  extent,  irrd»- 
vant  to  the  Motion  he  asks  ns  to  adopt 
Explanations  might  have  been  confined 
almost  entirely  to  the  psnonal  aspect  al 
the  case,  and  yet  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Vember  nnneoessarily  went  at  grrct 
length  into  the  arguments  which  the 
House  had  before  it  previously  as  to  the 
conduct  of  the  G^emment  in  relatioa 
to  the  reoommendations  of  the  Select 
Committee.  But  I  thought  a  good  deal 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's  speedi 
was  of  a  somewhat  trivial  character.  I 
entirely  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  opposite  that  it  was  hardly  right 
even  for  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Qovemment  to  refer  to  that  matter 
about  the  vote.  It  was  neoeesary  for 
my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Ur.  Holmt) 
to  refer  to  the  matter,  beeaaae  doabti 
were  cast  on  the  accuracy  of  his  origins] 
statement;  and  it  was  very  natur«l  that 
he  should  have  wished  to  say  as  much 
on  that  subject  aa  was  reqnieite  to  show 
that  he  had  not  made  hie  statemrat 
without  due  oonsideration.  But  it  was 
really  a  waste  of  the  time  of  the  Honss 
for  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to 
read  at  length  a  letter  which  he  had  re- 
■•ved  from  a  oorrespondflut,  who,  he 
'  was  83  years  of  age,  in  order  to 
the  nature  of  the  relations  whidi 
ibaisted  between  the  B«v.  Mr. 
and  Lord  Beaoonsfield.  Hen 
art  of  the  speech  of  the  boa.  and 
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gaUuit  Gentleman  trhioh  I  tbought  was 
not  only  irrelevant,  but  also  rather 
wanting  in  the  good  taste  which  usually 
distinguishes  his  remarks;  for  on  a  ques- 
tion suoh  as  this,  when  through  the 
fault  of  somebody — but  not  of  anybody 
sitting  on  this  side — the  House  and  the 
Oovemment  have  been  placed  in  a 
position  of  antagonism  and  difficulty,  I 
cannot  see  how  that  situation  is  made 
any  better  by  the  references  he  made  to 
certain  appointments  which,  in  his  opi- 
nion, were  improperly  made  by  the  late 
Ooremment.  Sir,  a  more  injudicious 
speech  in  which  to  introduce  a  concilia- 
tory Motion,  which  I  hone  we  shall  all 
be  unanimously  disposed  to  support,  I 
have  seldom  heard  tnan  that  of  the  hon. 
and  g^ant  Member.  I  hare  said  that 
I  hope  we  shall  unanimously  agree  to 
this  Kesolution.  I  hare  no  hentation 
in  sayinfl"  to  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me 
(Mr.  Holms) — be  is  perfectly  aware  of 
it — that  I  had  some  doubts  when  he 
first  showed  me  the  terms  of  his  Motion. 
I  thought  he  attached  somewhat  too 
much  weight  and  authority  to  one  iso- 
lated recommendation  of  a  Select  Cknn- 
mittee.  I  cannot  but  think  that  if  too 
much  weight  is  attached  to  any  suoh  re- 
oommendation,  the  responsibility  of  the 
Oovemment  would  be  diminished,  and 
that  the  responsibility  for  administration 
would  be  practically  removed  from  the 
Minister  and  placed  upon  Committees. 
I  also  frankly  owned  to  my  hon.  Friend 
that  I  had  some  doubt  as  to  the  recom- 
mendation itself.  I  told  him  that  I 
much  doubted  whether  a  man  practically 
acquainted  with  the  details  of  this  bu- 
siness could  be  found,  at  any  rate  at 
the  salary  that  was  ofiPered.  My  hon. 
Friend  gave  me  some  further  particulars 
respecting  the  appointment;  and  I  in- 
formed him  that  I  should  be  glad  to 
hear  the  arguments  on  both  sides,  with- 
out pledging  myself  as  to  how  I  should 
vote.  Well,  I  heard  the  statement  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  and  I  unfortimately 
also  heard  the  statement  made  on  the 
other  side;  for  after  the  explanation,  or 
rather  the  want  of  explanation,  ^m  the 
GKivemment  on  the  matter,  it  was  im- 
possible for  us  to  do  otherwise  than  we 
did  on  that  occasion.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Ponte^Mt  (Mr. 
Childers)  spoke  in  the  course  of  the 
former  debate.  He  attached  litUe  weight 
to  the  personal  side  of  the  question,  but 
be  appealed  strongly  to  the  Ctovemment 


to  tell  us  whether  there  was  any  excuse 
which  could  be  made  for  this  appoint- 
ment. He  said — "  Can  you  inform  us 
that  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee were  fully  weighed  and  con- 
sidered; what  steps  were  taken  to  in- 
quire whether  such  a  man  as  the  Com- 
mittee recommended  was  to  be  found  or 
not ;  what  course  was  adopted  to  find  a 
suitable  candidate  for  this  office?'' 
We  were  told  nothing,  except  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  watched  the  career 
of  this  young  man  with  great  interest 
from  his  youth;  and  I  must  say  that 
the  impression  conveyed  to  everybody's 
mind,  until  it  found  expression  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Memoer  for  the  Den- 
bigh Boroughs  (Mr.  Watkin  Williams), 
was  that  there  was  something  in  this 
business  which  savoured  strongly  of  a 
job.  That  was  the  impression  under 
which  a  number  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  voted;  it  was  also  the  im- 
pression under  which  a  large  number 
on  the  other  side  voted  for  the  Motion, 
and  a  larp^r  number  abstained  from 
voting  at  aU.  I  think  that,  as  a  general 
rule,- nothing  could  possibly  be  more  in- 
convenient wan  that  a  reply  should  be 
g^ven  to  a  debate  in  this  House  in  ''  an- 
other place."  But  still,  those  explana- 
tions have  been  made;  and  although 
we  may  all  have  our  different  opinions 
as  to  whether  this  is  the  best  appoint- 
ment which  could  have  been  made  or 
not,  as  to  the  weight  which  ought  to  be 
given  to  the  recommendations  of  a  Select 
Committee,  and  as  to  the  recommenda- 
tion itself,  still,  I  think  that  in  very  few 
minds  will  any  impression  now  remain 
that  this  appointment  has  been  made 
without  consideration,  that  it  has  been 
made  solely  on  personal  grounds,  or  that 
the  gentleman  who  has  been  selected  is 
not  well  qualified  in  many  respects  for 
the  appointment.  I  quite  admit  the  force 
of  the  observation  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  oppositeg  that  it  is  quite 
impossible,  with  all  the  business  which 

E asses  through  his  hands,  that  he  should 
e  able  to  make  himself  acquainted  with 
eveiy  detail  in  a  case  like  this.  And 
if  this  explanation  could  have  been  ffiven 
on  a  former  occasion,  I  am  stron^y  of 
opinion  that  the  decision  of  the  House 
would  have  been  difi'erent  In  those 
ciroumstanoes,  although  the  subject 
oomes  before  us  in  a  somewhat  irregular 
and  inconvenient  manner,  I  believe 
there  is  no  hon,  Cbntleman,  on  whatever 
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side  he  may  sit,  who  would  wish  that  a 
dedsion  of  the  House  arriyed  at  under  a 
misapprehension  shoidd  remain  unre- 
versea,  and  therefore  I  hope  that  my 
hon.  fiends  on  this  side  will  think  fit 
to  agree  to  this  Motion. 

Sm  BAINALD  KNIGHTLEY  said, 
he  ooiQd  not  oongratulate  himself  or  the 
House  on  the  position  whioh  they  occu- 
pied on  that  occasion.  They  had,  he 
thought,  been  acting  the  play  of  Much 
Ado  about  Nothing,  He  still  retained 
the  opinion  he  had  the  other  night  that, 
the  appointment  of  a  junior  derk  over 
the  heads  of  so  many  other  people  was 
a  mistake.  But  between  an  error  of 
judgment  in  such  a  matter  and  the  use 
of  &e  patronage  of  the  Grown  for  per- 
sonal or  private  ends  there  was  a  very 
wide  distinction.  He  was  bound  to  say 
that  he  voted  on  the  last  occasion  horn 
a  misapprehension,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney's  (Mr.  J.  Holms's)  state- 
ment was  not  founded  upon  facts.  At 
the  same  time,  he  thought  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  mis- 
led the  House  on  Monday  last  by  with- 
holding information  from  them.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  the  position 
of  a  counsel  who  undertook  to  defend  a 
client  without  haying  received  a  brief. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  on 
Monday  kist  said  as  much  as  he  had 
that  night,  he  shoidd  have  voted  dif- 
ferently; but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  upon  that  I  occasion  in- 
fluenced him  (Sir  Bainald  Knightley) 
to  vote  for  the  Eesolution.  That  uiowed 
the'fallacy  of  the  saying  that  the  n>eeches 
made  in  that  House  seldom  innuenced 
the  votes  gpiven  in  it. 

Sm  GEORGE  BOWYEB  said,  that 
the  House  woiQd  be  doing  no  more  than 
a  sixnple  act  of  justice  if  they  rescinded 
the  Kesolution  of  Monday  last.  The 
Besolution  was  agreed  to  because  the 
House  thought  the  appointment  was  a 
job.  But  what  was  a  job  ?  Why,  an 
appointment  made  to  serve  private  inte- 
rests as  against  the  public  interest.  It 
having  been  shown  that  the  Eesolution 
was  founded  on  a  mistake,  it  ought  to 
be  rescinded. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

jRewlved,  That  thie  House,  while  most  amdous 
to  maintaJTi  the  UBefohieBS  and  inflaence  of  its 
Select  Committees,  and  to  encourage  the  inte- 
rest and  zeal  of  ofSdals  employed  in  the  Public 
Departments  of  the  State,  after  hearing  the  fur- 
ther explanations  concerning  the  recent  appoint- 

The  Jfarqueu  of  Partington 


ment  of  the  Controller  of  Her  Majes^sSta* 
tionery  Office,  withdraws  the  oensore  ocmTeyed 
in  the  said  Besolution. 


0RLER8    OF    THE    DAT. 

SUPPLY— COMMITTER 
Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Ohair." 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL   TEACHERS    (IRE- 
LAND) .—RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  MELDON  rose  to  call  attention 
to  the  expediency  of  adopting  means  to 
secure  better  remuneration  to  the  Irish 
National  School  Teachers,  in  accordance 
with  the  pledge  given  in  1874,  and  to 
move— 

'*That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  some 
means  should,  without  further  delay,  be  found 
to  proyide  Irish  National  School  Teachers  with 
such  remuneration  for  their  services  as  will 
secure  to  them  more  certain  incomes,  and  less 
dependent  on  contingencies  than  at  present,  and 
more  commensurate  with  the  services  which  they 
perform." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  stated 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  of  these 
teachers,  which  had  been  discussed  on 
two  previous  occasions  that  Session. 
He  said,  that  in  1874  certain  pledges 
had  been  given  by  the  Chief  Secretaiy 
for  Ireland  with  respect  to  the  salaries 
of  the  Irish  National  Schoolmasters,  but 
the  Act  of  1875,  which  was  intended 
to  carry  out  the  pledge  gplven  in  1874, 
was  admitted  to  be  a  fauure,  and  that 
the  scheme  set  on  foot  last  year  fiEdled 
to  secure  certainty  in  the  amount  of 
these  teachers'  incomes.  These  unfor- 
tunate men  who  were  doing  such  exem- 
plary service  to  their  country  never 
knew  at  the  beginning  of  the  year  what 
their  income  would  be.  It  was  not  mea- 
sured by  their  own  exertions ;  but  it  de- 
pended upon  the  will  of  others  whether 
they  received  the  amount  Government 
intended  they  shoidd  have.  They  were 
left  at  the  mercy  of  the  Guardians,  and 
in  the  present  year  only  38  Unions  were 
contributory  to  the  salaries  of  the 
teachers,  and  the  whole  state  of  things 
was  so  unsatisfactory  that  he  ooidd  not 
help  thinking  the  Government  would 
make  another  attempt  to  remedy  the 
evil.  He  did  not  thmk  that  the  new 
system  could  be  permanent,  and  indeed 
it  was,  to  a  great  extent,  never  intended 
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to  last;  it  had  been  introduced  as  an 
experiment  and  as  a  temporaiy  mea- 
sure. But  a  year  had  now  passed,  and 
in  his  judgment  some  steps  ought  to  be 
taken  to  render  the  position  of  the 
teachers  more  independent.  They  could 
not  be  so  at  present,  for  the  averaee 
salary  was  hardly  £50  a-year,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  perceive 
the  justice  of  the  cause  he  advocated. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  his  Besolution. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaye  ont  from  the  word  ''That'*  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  worda 
**m  the  opinion  of  this  Hooae,  some  means 
ihonld,  without  farther  delay,  be  fonnd  to  pro- 
vide Iriah  National  School  Teachers  with  such 
remuneration  for  their  services  as  will  secure  to 
them  more  certain  incomes,  and  less  dependent 
on  oootingencies  than  at  present,  and  more  com- 
mensurate with  the  services  which  they  per- 
form,"—(Jfr.  M0UOH,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  poposed,  "  That  the  words 

S:oposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
uestion." 

Mr.  BBT7EN  said,  that  there  was 
much  to  reoonmiend  the  Besolution  from 
the  teachers'  point  of  view.  They 
were  not  in  a  satisfactory  position, 
and  their  case  deserved  the  favourable 
consideration  of  Parliament.  If  they 
wished  that  the  education  of  the  country 
should  be  adequately  and  properly  con- 
ducted, they  shoidd  sufficiently  pay  the 
men  who  were  engaged  in  it.  Iliatwas 
not  the  case  here,  for  he  found  that 
the  average  salary  of  National  School 
Teachers  m  Ireland  was  only  £50  per 
annum,  and  if  that  was  the  average  he 
would  leave  the  House  to  imagine  how 
small  must  be  the  minimum.  In  his 
opinion  it  should  never  be  less  than  £1 
per  week.  But,  |^ranting  that  the 
salaries  at  present  paid  were  insufficient, 
it  was  difficult  to  devise  means  for 
raising  them.  The  Chief  Secretary  had, 
in  the  year  1875,  introduced  a  measure 
with  that  object,  and  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  Umons  had  asreed  to  come 
under  its  provisions;  but  experience 
had,  unfort^ately,  shown  that  that  did 
not  work  satisfactorily,  and  one  by  one 
nearly  all  the  Unions  had  discarded  it ; 
and  he  feared  that  the  general  tendency 
was  not  to  give  an  adequate  amount  of 
assistance  to  the  teachers.     He  hoped 
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his  right  hon.  friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
might  be  able  to  give  some  assurance 
that  he  would  hold  out  to  the  National 
School  Teachers  an  expectation  that 
their  just  claims  would  be  considered. 

Mr.  O'EEILLY  thought  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kildare  (Mr.  Meldon)  was  entirely 
fair  and  just.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  sole  object,  however,  was  to 
improve  the  condition  of  the  teachers, 
whereas  his  (Mr.  O'Eeilly's)  own  desire 
was  to  improve  education  in  Ireland. 
If  we  attained  the  latter  object,  we 
should  likewise  gain  the  former;  but 
he  entertained  a  decided  opinion  that 
the  raising  of  the  salaries  of  the 
teachers,  irrespective  of  the  amount 
and  quality  of  teaching  given,  would, 
instead  of  improving  education  in  Ire* 
land,  have  a  direcdy  opposite  result. 
He  was  strongly  in  favour  of  payment 
by  results,  and  of  State  aid  in  propor- 
tion to  local  contributions  and  results. 

Mr.  RICHAED  SMYTH  maintained 
that  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  carry  the 
system  of  payment  by  results  beyond 
the  point  at  which  it  was,  and  pressed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  to  re-consider  the 
position  of  the  Irish  teachers.  The 
Contributory  Union  Fund  had  proved 
a  total  failure,  and  if  the  Qovemment 
were  not  prepared  to  make  further  pro- 
vision from  the  Votes  of  Parliament,  ikej 
ought  to  make  some  propositions  that 
would  remedy  the  evils  which  the  Act 
of  1875  had  utterly  failed  to  meet.  He 
hoped  that  Act,  now  practically  a  nullity, 
would  be  repealed.       

Mr.  CHAELES  LEWIS  said,  the 
benefit  which  it  was  intended  by  the 
Act  of  1875  to  confer  on  the  teachers 
in  the  National  Schools  in  Ireland  was 
defeated  by  the  action  of  Boards  of 
GKiardians  and  other  influences,  and  the 
teachers,  who  ought  to  be  maintained 
in  circumstances  of  respectability,  were 
reduced  every  year  to  go  in  a  cring^ne 
way  and  canvass  the  GKiardians  and 
others  to  do  justice  to  them,  and  to 
obtain  for  themselves  what  was  actu- 
aUy  necessary  to  keep  soul  and  body 
together.  Beyond  that,  the  payment 
might  be  by  resiQts,  as  an  inducement 
to  them  to  persevere  in  their  work. 
Experience  showed  that  matters  were 
getting  worse,  and  for  himself  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kildare. 

3  K 
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CATTAur  NOLAN  thought  it  muBt  be 
admitted  that  the  Irish  National  School 
Teachers  were  insufficiently  paid,  when 
their  remuneration  was  about  on  a  level 
with  that  of  the  Irish  day  labourer.  The 
Government  would  do  a  popular  as  well 
as  a  wise  thine  in  raising  to  a  moderate 
extent  the  sfQaries  of  those  teachers. 
They  gave  to  the  teachers  in  England 
twice  the  amount  of  salary  that  they 
gave  to  the  Irish  teachers.  The  case  of 
the  Irish  teachers  was  a  very  serious 
one.  Let  them  consider  the  grants  given 
for  education  in  the  three  countries — 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland.  The 
Oovemment,  in  the  last  year,  g^ve 
£600,000  towards  education  in  England ; 
£300,000  to  Scotland,  with  a  population 
of  only  3,500,000  ;  and  to  Ireland,  with 
a  population  of  5,500,000,  only  £1 00,000. 
The  State  ought  surely  to  give  encou- 
ragement to  education  in  Inland,  and 
especially  to  the  teachers. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HI0K8-BEACH  said, 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Meldon)  asked  for 
some  increase  to  the  fixed  salaries  of  the 
National  School  teachers,  but  no  sugges- 
tion had  been  made  by  him  as  to  the 
source  from  which  the  funds  to  carry 
out  that  object  were  to  come.  He 
gathered,  however,  that  they  were  to 
be  derived  from  Votes  of  Parliament. 
Well,  he  did  not  regard  the  present  in- 
comes of  the  teachers  as  entirely  satis- 
factory, but  he  had  to  point  out  that 
this  was  hardly  the  fault  of  Parliament, 
for  while  the  sums  voted  in  1868,  for 
the  payment  of  teachers,  amounted  to 
£270,700,  the  Votes  had  gone  on  in- 
creasing year  by  year  till  last  year  they 
amounted  to  £530,000.  The  teaching 
Staff  had,  no  doubt,  increased  in  num* 
bers  in  that  time,  but  the  increase  was 
very  slight.  It  could  not,  therefore,  be 
said  that  Parliament  had  not  done  its 
share  in  the  matter.  The  real  reason 
why  the  remuneration  of  the  teachers 
was  so  small  was  that  the  amount  of 
local  contributions  and  school  fees  was 
small.  Here  too,  however,  there  was 
an  increase  ^m  £47,000  in  the  year 
1868  to  £108,000  in  1876.  But  though 
that  increase  was  going  on,  the  sum  re- 
ceived from  local  contributions  and  school 
fees  ought  to  be  greater,  for  he  had  al- 
ways f^t  that  other  persons  besides  tiiie 
Government  and  Parliament  were  in- 
terested in  the  improvement  of  the  posi- 
tion of  the  teachers.     He  might  add 

Jfr,  CharUi  Lewti 


that  the  Oovermnent  had  thown  ft«&- 
selves  disposed  to  increase  the  gnati 
still  more,  provided  the  looal  oontribo- 
tions,  which  were  deficient^  were  in- 
creased. He  confessed  that  he  thooght 
it  was  strange,  if  there  was  sack  a  stroog 
feeling  in  Inland  in  flavour  of  popokr 
education,  and  of  better  payment  of  the 
teachers,  as  had  been  repreeented,  thit 
Boards  of  Guardians,  when  empowered 
to  contribute  to  a  sniall  extent  towards 
paying  the  teachers  for  the  reeolts  proved 
to  have  been  attained  by  them^  should 
in  so  many  cases  have  be^  unwiUiag  to 
vote  Id,  or  2d.  in  the  pound  for  this  pur- 
pose. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kildare  had  on  a  previous  oecaaoa 
brought  before  the  House  the  loes  caueid 
to  the  teachers  in  non-contributing 
Unions  by  this  refusal  on  the  part  of 
the  Ghiardians;  and  the  QovemnMiil 
had  consented  in  such  cases  to  aooefit 
local  contributions  of  a  certain  amoost, 
derived  from  any  source,  in  lieo  at  the 
payment  from  the  rates.  The  result  wts 
ereatly  to  stimulate  looal  efforts  on 
behalf  of  the  schools ;  for  in  the  Unioni 
affected  by  the  change  there  had  besn 
an  increase  in  voluntary  contribotioiu 
from  £7,582  in  1875  to  £12,486  in  1876, 
and  in  school  fees  from  £23,900  in  1875 
to  £34,000  in  1876.  This  was  a  proof 
that  the  incomes  of  the  teachers  oodd 
be  increased  ftt>m  local  fands  where  any 
real  eSort  was  made.  He  thought  that 
this  was  the  source  to  whioh  they  ought 
mainly  to  look  for  any  future  impcov»- 
ment  in  their  position,  and  that  if  any 
increase  was  to  be  made  frt>m  fuwb 
voted  by  Parliament,  it  should  take  the 
f6rm  of  payments  for  results,  rather  thsa 
that  of  an  addition  to  the  fixed  salaries 
of  teachers. 

Mb.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING 
thouffht  the  speech  of  the  right  boo. 
GenUeman  would  be  read  in  Irslsad 
with  very  great  reppret.  They  were  lostag 
the  best  tcachert  m  Ireland  just  as  the 
best  men  in  the  Constabulary  had  also 
left,  in  oonsequence  of  dissatisfiuiluB 
with  their  pay.  Though  year  after  year 
hopes  had  been  held  out  to  the  inA 
people  of  assistance  in  the  matter  of 
education,  those  hopes  had  not  besa, 
and,  apparently,  were  not  likely  to  be» 
realized.  The  National  School  teaehsrs 
had  educated  the  youth  of  Ireland,  sDd 
Ireland,  bmng  a  poorer  eoontry  Ham. 
Scotland  and  England,  midit  tkaij  mk 
for  aid  for  them.   He  would  suggest  the 
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adTiMibflity  of  passing  a  Bill  whioh 
would  make  it  compulsory  for  Boards  of 
Guardians  to  oontribute  such  sums  as 
would  raise  the  salary  of  the  school 
teachers  to  a  point  at  whioh  they  woiQd 
be  able  to  maintain  themselves  and  their 
families. 

Mb.  PAIINELL  said,  the  Ooyemment 
was  acting  in  an  extraordinary  manner. 
It  was  some  years  since  the  salaries  of 
the  teachers  had  been  admitted  to  be  in- 
sufficient, and  the  measure  introduced  to 
increase  them  had  proved  a  failure.  The 
fact  was  that  Qovemment,  instead  of 
attem^tinff  to  remedy  existing  and  glar- 
ing evils,  bad  been  pursuing  a  series  of 
experiments  at  the  expense  of  the  National 
Scnool  teachers  and  the  growing  youth 
of  Ireland.  This  so  called  national  sys- 
tem of  education  had  been  carried  out 
without  the  slightest  reference  to  Irish 
opinion  on  the  subject.        

Me.  0*C0NN0B  POWER  com- 
plained that  from  the  first  the  svstem 
of  national  education  in  Ireland  had 
been  established  for  Imperial  purposes. 
It  was  still  retained  for  those  purposes, 
and  it  was  in  conflict  with  the  wishes 
and  feelings  of  the  people  who  were 
called  upon  to  contribute  to  its  support. 
He  submitted  that  it  was  not  fair  to  call 
upon  any  section  of  the  people  to  make 
contributions  for  educational  purposes, 
if  they  gave  them  no  voice  in  the  ma- 
nagement of  education.  Yet  that  was 
the  condition  whioh  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net laid  down  before  he  would  promise 
any  State  aid  for  the  purpose  under  con- 
aiaeration.  The  remedy  was  one  which 
had  already  fuled,  and  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Government  had  no 
other  resource  which  they  could  apply 
to  the  satLsfiEUstory  settlement  of  tiiis 
question  ? 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  110 ;  Noes 
73 :  Majority  37.— (Div.  list.  No.  246.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  ''That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  CSiair." 

POST   OFFICE-POSTAL    ME8SEK0EBS 
AND  LETTER  OABBIEfiS. 

OBSSBVATKWS. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SAMUELSON  called  at- 
iantioB  to  the  position  of  certain  letter 
oaniers  and  messengers,  and  umd  that 
the  p^  and  allowanoee   of  i3l   such 


public  servants  ought  to  be  based  on  an 
equitable  scale.  His  clients,  he  re- 
marked, were  a  very  numerous  body, 
and  their  demands  were  so  reasonable, 
so  just,  and  so  small,  that  while  the  con- 
cession of  them  would  confer  a  boon 
upon  the  men,  they  would  necessitate 
but  an  inappreciable  claim  upon  the 
public  purse.  Those  whose  cause  he 
pleaded  desired  that  equal  labour  should 
receive  equal  remuneration,  and  that 
letter  earners  and  messengers  should  no 
longer  be  an  exception  to  the  rule 
whioh  obtained  in  connection  with  other 
employments — namely,  that  an  increase 
of  work  and  length  of  service  meant  an 
increase  of  pay. 

Mb.  FEENCH  supported  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Frome. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  no 
one  had  more  sympathy  with  the  posi- 
tion of  the  letter  carriers  than  he  had  ; 
but  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
was  impossible.  There  were  22,000 
persons  in  the  employment  of  the  JPost 
Office  as  letter  carriers ;  some  were  em- 
ployed the  whole  day,  some  only  during 
the  portion  of  the  day ;  some  of  them  had 
to  walk  long  distances,  while  some  had 
less  duty  to  do  in  that  respect.  Such 
being  the  case,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  carry  out  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member.  He  was  not  aware  of  any 
great  hardships  in  the  Service.  If  any 
case  did  occur,  he  would  take  care  that 
it  should  be  inquired  into  at  once. 

SiB  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  wished 
to  have  some  explanation  of  the  ter- 
rorism exercised  over  the  employes. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNEES  said,  he 
did  not  know  that  any  such  thing 
existed. 

Mb.  EASF put  in  b^P^^^  ^^^  better 
clothing  for  the  men.  They  should  have 
waterproofs  in  wet  weather. 

Mb.  MACGEEOGOB  was  glad  to 
hear  that  there  was  no  terrorism  in  the 
Service,  and  he  hoped  that,  if  hereafter 
a  postman  petitioned  that  House,  or 
communicatecL  with  a  Member  of  that 
House,  he  should  not  be  dismissed  for 
doing  so. 

Mb.  MAGDONALD  said,  he  had 
known  of  instances  of  terrorism,  and 
wondered  how  they  had  escaped  the 
attention  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  the  noble  Lord 
must  either  be  unfit  for  his  office,  or  else 
be  was  stating  to  the  House  that  which 
was  not  the  fact.     ["  Order,  order !  "] 
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He  did  not  mean  to  accuse  tHe  noble 
Lord  of  wilful  falsehood;  but  any  person 
who  stated  that  terrorism  did  not  exist 
in  the  Service  must  be  incompetent  to 
fulfil  the  duties  for  which  the  noble 
Lord  received  several  thousands  a-year. 

Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Committee  deferred  till  Wednesday, 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "INFLEXIBLE" 
AND  "CAPTAIN." 

MOTION  FOB  A  PAFEB. 

Captaik  PIM  moved  that  there  should 
be  added  to  the  Papers  on  the  Inflexible, 
a  Betum  of  the  curves  and  stability  of 
the  ship,  and  of  the  Captain,  stating 
that  the  curve  of  stability  of  the  lost 
ship  Captain  was  double  that  of  the 
Inflexible. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  Be- 
tum to  be  added  to  the  Betum,  Navy  (H.M.8. 

*  Inflexible '),  No.  295,  1877,  the  curve  of  sta- 
bility,  with  the  Beport,  dated  23rd  August 
1870,  of  H.M.S.  *  Ci»>tain/  with  the  curves  e, 
f,  and  g  of  H.M.S.  *  mflexible '  set  out  thereon 
to  the  same  scales ;  also  the  Letter  of  the  late 
Chief  Constructor,  dated  23rd  August,  published 
in  the  *  Times,'  24th  August  1870,  and  the  sub- 
mission of  the  late  Controller,  dated  24th 
August  1870,  respecting  the  stability  of  H.M.S. 

•  Captain/  "—{Captain  Urn.) 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON  considered  it 
inadvisable  that  while  this  subject  was 
under  consideration  by  a  Committee 
further  Papers  should  at  present  be 
issued,  and  he  pointed  out  that  the 
curves  of  stability  of  the  two  vessels 
could  not  be  properly  compared.  It 
would  be  imnecessary  and  also  mis- 
leading. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  17  ;  Noes 
25 :  Majority  8.— (Div.  List,  No.  247.) 

PARUAMENTART  AND  MUNICIPAL 
REGISTRATION  BILL. 

KOMINATIOir  OF  SELECT  COICMITTEX. 

Mr.  MABTEN  moved  that  the 

Select  Committee  to  consist  of  Twenty-one 
Members:  —  Mr.  Attornbt  Obnbbjll/  The 
Lord  Adyocatb,  Mr.  Birlbt,  Bilr.  Boord, 
Mr.  Cotes,  Sir  Cha&lxs  W.  Diulx,  Bilr.  Dodds, 
Mr.  Flotxr,  Mr.  Gourlbt,  Mr.  Hamomd,  Mr. 

HiBBSBT,    Mr.    ROWLBT    HiLL,    Bfr.   ISAAC,^Mr. 

Charxjes  LbwiSi  and  Mr.  Mxldov,  nominated 
Members  of  the  said  Committee, 

Jfr.  Biggar 


Motion  made,  and  Qaeetion  ptopowd, 
<<  That  The  O'Donoghne  be  om  othar 
Member  of  the  Oommittee." 

Mb.  BIOGAB  objected  to  tiie  noni- 
nation  of  the  hon.  Member  fSor  Trtlte 
(the  O'Donoghue),  on  the  ground  tfait 
he  did  not  represent  the  opinionft  of  aay 
section  of  the  Irish  people. 

Mb.  MABTEN  hoped  the  objectioa 
would  not  be  pressed.  The  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  was  propofled  at  the 
express  request  of  several  non.  Oesde- 
men  from  Ireland. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DIL] 


that  while  Ireland  was  represented  bj 
three  Members,  Scotland  had  <m]7  out 
Member. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :^IijB^  34;  No« 
none.— (Div.  list,  No.  24B.) 

SALE  OF  FOOD  AND  DBUGS  ACT    (1875) 
AMEin)MENT    BILL. 


« 


On   Motion   of   Mr.    Ibaac,  BHl  to 
The  Saleof  Food  and.Dran  Act,  1876,** 

to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  uaac,  Mr.  Aflorrr, 

and  Mr.  Hsbschvll. 


House  a4joQmed  at  a 


qpazto' 
TwooV 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS. 

Tueeday,  24^  July,  1877. 

MIKUTES.l  — 5al  Firtt  in  Tiatiimtmt ^The 
Lord  Ertlone,  after  the  death  of  hit  Brnlkr. 

Public  Bins— Firtt  JZM^Mf— Saint  Oithanf'i 
Harbour,  Jersey*  (168). 

Second  Beading  —  Married  Women's  Vtofmtf 
(Scotland)  (164);  Telegraphs  (Money)  * 
(162). 

Third  Beadinf-Faaton  Acta  AaModnoi* 
(140);  Registered  Writs  ExwmtioB  (Soot- 
land)*  (167);  Local  Ooremment  BosiCi 
Provisional  Orders  Confinnatioa  (AthalA 
Ac.)  •  (86)— (Oaistor  Union,  kc)  •  (M). 

MARRTED  WOMEN'S  PROPERTY  (SCOT. 
LAND)  BHiL.— {No.  164.) 

(Ths  Sari  of  Mmtimrp,) 
8B00HD  JUUDIKO. 

Order  of  the  DajfortheSeoondBsid* 
mg,  read. 

The  Earl  of  BOSEBEBY,  in  monaf 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  saooBd 
time,  said,  the  measure  was  a  ^q»^odB^ 
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tion  of  one  introdaoed  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  with  the  view  of  protect- 
ing the  property  of  married  women. 
Originally  its  provisions  were  somewhat 
more  extensive  than  they  were  at  pre- 
sent; but  on  the  advice  and  with  the 
consent  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
they  had  been  reduced  to  two  clauses. 
The  first  protected  the  right  of  a  married 
woman  to  the  wages  she  earned  herself. 
The  second  protected  the  husband,  in 
return,  from  debts  contracted  by  the 
wife  before  marriage  except  to  the  ex- 
tent of  any  property  whicn  she  might 
have  brought  him  in  marriage.  These 
were  the  only  two  clauses  of  the  Bill, 
and  corresponded  with  the  1st  and  12th 
clauses  in  the  Married  Women's  Pro- 
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per^  Act,  1870,  which  was  now  the  law 
in  England  and  Wales. 

Bill  read  2'  accordinglv,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 

ARMY    (PROMOTION)— PAPER    PRE- 
SENTED.—NOTICE. 

Ejl&l  OADOGAN  said,  he  had  to-day 
laid  on  the  Table  a  Memorandum  con- 
taining and  explaining  the  provisions 
which  it  was  proposed  to  embody  in  a 
Boyal  Warrant  consequent  on  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sion on  Promotion  and  Betirement  in  the 
Army.  It  was  hoped  that  the  Paper 
would  be  in  the  hands  of  their  Lord- 
ships on  Thursday  morning,  and  he  pro- 
posed to  call  attention  to  the  subject  on 
Monday  in  order  to  afford  an  opportu- 
nity, which  he  understood  was  desired, 
for  discussion  of  the  whole  question. 

House  adjourned  at  half-Mct  Fire 

o  dock,  to  Thursdmy  next, 

Eleren  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
2\mday,  2Uh  July,  1877. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— /*!>•/  Msmdinf-^ 

Local  Goyemment  Board's  Proyisional  Orders 

Confirmation  (tiyde,  kc)  •  [263]. 
(hmtnittm—SouUi  Africa  ^195]— a.r. ;   Cottnty 

Officers   and   Courts    (troland)    (r^^^owtm,)^ 

[254]— a.F. 
ComwuttM^JUport-^lwtLy  Salmon  flaheriea* 

ff^rA4lr«p»»— Hypothec  (Scotland)  •  [32] ;  Union 
of  Benefices  *  [95]. 


THE  COST  OF  PRINTED  RETURNS. 

QX7E8TION. 

Mb.  HEEMON  asked  Mr.  Speaker, 
Whether,  conaidering  the  number  of 
Betums  that  were  moved  fox  by  hon. 
Members,  and  their  great  cost,  it  would 
not  be  desirable  that  in  future  every 
Member  moving  for  Betums  shoidd 
append  to  them  the  probable  cost,  so 
that  hon.  Members  might  be  able  to 
judge  in  some  measure  whether  it  was 
desirable  to  vote  them  or  not  ? 

Mr.  SPEAEEH  said,  it  was  a  matter 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House,  and 
not  for  the  Speaker. 


METROPOLITAN  POLICE— GRATUITIES 
FOR  SPECIAL  SERVICE.— QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  wait  asked  the  Secretaj^of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther the  equalisation  of  the  gratuities 
paid  to  the  police  on  duty  at  the  South 
Kensington  Museum  promised  by  him 
will  be  extended  to  the  police  on  duty  at 
the  Houses  of  Parliament  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  arrangement  made  with 
regard  to  the  g^tuities  in  question, 
when  the  services  of  the  police  were  re- 
quired for  the  civil  department  of  the 
Government,  were  that  in  future  they 
were  to  be  allowed  a  fixed  g^tuity  of 
U.  per  day.  That  was  the  sum  given 
to  all  constables  employed  within  the 
Houses  of  Pariiament.  It  was  not  pro- 
posed to  interfere  with  the  exbting 
arrangement,  as  the  service  was  entirely 
voluntary.  Under  any  circumstances,  it 
must  rest  with  the  department  by  whom 
the  services  of  the  police  were  required 
to  sa^  whether  they  would  give  any 
gratuityor  not. 

Mb.  wait  inquired  if  the  men  were 
paid  extra  during  the  Becess. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CBOSS:  No.  They 
were  only  paid  so  long  as  their  services 
were  required. 

CHRIST'S  HOSPITAL  INQUIRY.— 
HERTFORD  SCHOOL. 

QussnoK. 

Mb.  FAWGETT  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  can  now  inform  the  House 
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whether  the  present  inquiry  into  Christ's 
Hospital  will  be  extended  to  the  school 
where  the  junior  boys  are  educated  at 
Hertford? 

Mk.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  The  gen- 
tlemen  who  at  g^eat  personal  inconve- 
nience have  been  good  enough  to  under- 
take the  duty  of  inquiring  into  the  recent 
lamentable  circumstance  at  Christ's  Hos- 
pital are  now  engaged  on  it.  I  could 
not  ask  them  to  go  into  a  general  inquiry 
into  Hertford  School  at  the  same  time ; 
but  I  believe  that  so  far  as  an  inquiry 
into  Hertford  School  is  necessary  for 
the  immediate  purpose  of  the  inquiry 
they  are  willing,  and  I  believe  they  have 
gone  into  the  subject.  If  it  should 
appear  necessary  that  a  further  investi- 
gation should  take  place  into  Hertford 
School,  I  shall  be  happy  for  them  or 
others  to  take  up  the  inquiry  as  soon  as 
the  Becess  begins. 

GIBRALTAR— TRADE  ORDINANCE. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  intend,  without  further  in- 
quiry or  consideration,  to  put  into  opera- 
tion the  Ordinance  by  which  Gibraltar 
will  be  deprived  of  her  position  and  pri- 
vileges as  a  free  port;  whether  that 
Ordmance  has  been  framed  for  the  pro- 
tection of  any  British  interest,  or  for 
the  protection  of  the  Spanish  Customs' 
revenue;  whether,  bemre  framing  the 
said  Ordinance,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  called  the  attention  of  the 
Spanish  Government  to  the  inducement 
to  smuggling  afforded  by  their  fiscal 
system,  and  the  alleged  connivance 
thereat  by  Spanish  officials ;  whether  it 
has  been  represented  to  the  Government 
that  the  proposed  Ordinance  will  throw 
2,000  men  out  of  employ,  and  seriously 
damage  the  British  colony  of  GKbraltar  ; 
and,  whether,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  will 
not  suspend  the  operation  of  the  said 
Ordinance  until  fuU  inquiry  shall  have 
been  made  by  an  independent  Commis- 
sion as  to  the  effect  likely  to  be  pro- 
duced thereby  upon  the  port  and  trade 
of  Gibraltar  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  I  hope  the  right 
hon.-  Gentleman  will  not  think  that  I 
am  taking  a  liberty  if  I  point  out  to  him 
the  extreme  inconvenience   that  arises 

Mr.  Fawcett 


from  raising  important  isBOM  <€  thk 
kind  in  the  form  of  a  Question,  «qm- 
aUy  when  Notice  has  been  givea  by  ths 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Byludt] 
in  his  jdace  of  his  intention  to  eaQ  tlM 
attention  of  the  House  to  tlie  whub 
subject,  when  an  opportunity  will,  m 
doubt,  arise  that  will  enable  me  to  «• 
plain  in  detail  these  somewhat  eompG- 
cated  questions.  The  right  hon.  (mh 
tleman  must  excuse  my  answeriig 
them  categorically.  I  must,  hoverer, 
point  out  that  he  assumes  as  ikcts  msay 
things  which  are  not  facts  at  aD;  sad 
from  certain  other  facts  myri^^  hoe. 
Friend  has  drawn,  as  I  venture  to  tluak 
I  shall  be  able  to  show,  an  entir^ 
wrong  conclusion.  I  cannot,  howevsr, 
allow  it  to  go  forth  even  for  a  day  thst 
this  matter  has  been  hastily  deddsd  oa 
by  Her  Majesty's  (}ovemment.  Th« 
matter  has  for  seven  years  past  bsn 
under  the  anxious  consideratum  of  ths 
Colonial  Department.  During  a  moiely 
of  that  time  I  have  had  6<nne  shsrn  is 
the  consideration  of  it,  and  during  ^ 
other  moiety  my  right  hon.  Friend  most 
accept  responsibility.  I  must  also  tsy 
that  with  reeard  to  the  propoeed  Ordi- 
nance throwmg  a  large  number  of  per- 
sons out  of  eniployment  and  senoai2y 
damaging  the  Colony,  our  informatioe 
does  not  allow  us  to  admit  the  fiKt. 
The  only  effect  of  this  Ordinance  is  to 
put  down  avowed  smugging.  [Mr. 
Kylands  :  No,  no !] 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL -HUQB88EN 
said,  that  he  would  to-morxow  adc  tbs 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether, 
considering  the  great  importance  of  th« 
subject,  and  the  feeling  in  the  Ocdonv, 
he  would  afford  that  mscussion  of  ths 
subject  which  the  Under  Secretazr  de- 
sired, and  not  leave  it  the  casual  and 
improbable  chance  of  discussing  it  ia 
Supply.  

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB :  The  Ordinance 
has  been  on  the  Table  of  the  House  for 
upwards  of  a  month. 


BOADS  AND  BRXDOES  (800TLAKD) 
BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  asked  the  honoar- 
able  Member  for  Lanarkshire,  Whslhflr 
he  can  see  his  way  to  facilitate  the  ps»- 
inff  of  the  Eoads  and  Bridges  ^Sootund) 
Bm,  by  withdrawing  any  j^ortion  of  tlM 
77  Amendments  put  down  in  his  nains? 
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Sib  WINDHAM  AN8TEUTHEB, 
in  reply,  said,  he  had  carefully  oon- 
aidered  the  Bill,  and  its  inherent  defects 
rendered  the  Amendments  he  had  laid 
on  the  Table,  in  his  judgment,  abso- 
lutely necessary.  Consequently,  he  re- 
gretted he  coidd  not  withdraw  any  por- 
tion of  those  Amendments. 
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ENOLAKD   AND    RUSSIA— TH£   MEDI- 
TERRANEAN  GARRISONS. 

Qussnoir. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  asked  Mr.  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  with  reference 
to  the  dispatch  of  troops  to  Malta,  Whe- 
ther in  any  contingency  comtemplated 
by  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  action 
hostile  to  Russia  will  be  adopted ;  and, 
if  so,  what  is  the  contingency  contem- 

flated,  and  does  any  other  European 
^ower  concur  in  such  action  or  policy ; 
and,  whether  the  Qovemment  have  not 
alreifiuly  received  from  Bussia  complaint 
t>f  breach  of  neutrality ;  and,  if  so,  will 
he  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Copy  of  such  as 
may  be  in  writing  ? 

The  CHANCMjLGB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  received  no  complaint  from  Bussia 
of  any  breach  of  neutrality,  either  in 
writing  or  otherwise.  I  must  decline  to 
answer  the  other  Questions. 


FRANCE— THE  TREATY  OF  COMMERCE 
—  THE  NEGOTIATIONS. 

QUESTION. 

Ma.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  asked  the 
Under  Se<9retary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  n^otiations  for  a 
renewal  of  the  Treaty  of  Commerce  with 
France  are  now  being  continued ;  and, 
if  not,  when  it  is  intended  to  resume 
them? 

Mb.  BOUHEE  :  The  negotiations  for 
the  renewal  of  the  Treatv  of  Commerce 
with  France  are  suspended  for  the  pre- 
sent, and  the  proposals  which  were  made 
by  the  Commissioners  at  the  late  Confe- 
rence in  Paris  are  now  under  the  consi- 
deration of  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment, 
together  with  the  proposals  made  by  the 
French  Qovemment.  When  the  elec- 
tions now  pending  in  France  shall  have 
been  concluded  the  negotiations  will  be 
renewed. 


POST   OFFICE^  MAIL    PACKET    CON- 
TRACrS.--QUESTION. 

Mb.  BATHBONE  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether,  as  in  the  case 
of  other  subsidised  lines,  notice  will  be 
given  to  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental, 
and  the  Koyal  Mail  Steamship  Compa^ 
nies  to  terminate  the  present  contracts 
as  soon  as  they  leg^y  can  be  termi- 
nated ;  and,  whether  assurance  can  be 
gplven  that  ample  notice  and  opportimity 
will  be  given  to  enable  all  in  a  position 
to  tender  for  the  services  now  performed 
by  those  Companies  to  do  so  ? 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  subject  was  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Government,  but  no 
decision  had  been  come  to.  No  doubt 
in  a  day  or  two  he  would  be  able  to  give 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  information  he 
required. 

PARLIAMENT— METROPOLITAN   COM- 
MONS  BILL— LORDS'  AMENDMENTS. 

QJTESTlOHf. 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILEE  desired  it 
put  a  Question  to  the  Speaker  with  regard 
to  something  which  occurred  late  in  the 
previous  sitting  of  the  House,  when  the 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  moved  that  the  House  should 
consider  the  Lords'  Amendments  on  the 
Metropolitan  Commons  BOl.  The  hon. 
and  g^ant  Gentleman  (Sir  James 
M'Geurel-Hogg)  was  no  doubt  justified 
in  point  of  form  in  taking  that  course, 
because  the  Amendments  had  been 
printed,  and  were  at  the  time  in  the 
Vote  Office ;  but  he  (Sir  Charles  Dilke) 
wished  to  ask  the  Speaker  whether  the 
custom  of  taking  tne  Lords'  Amend- 
ments on  Bills  before  those  Amendments 
were  dnnilated  amongst  Members  was 
not  one  which  ought  to  be  put  a  stop  to. 
The  Amendments  in  the  present  instance 
were  of  a  nature  to  essentiallv  alter  the 
character  of  the  measure ;  and  he  asked 
whether  the  understanding  arrived  at 
towards  the  end  of  last  Session  with  re- 
gard to  Lords'  Amendments  ought  not 
to  be  adhered  to,  so  that  Members  mi^ht 
have  a  fair  opportunity  of  considering 
them?  

Mb.  speaker,  in  reply,  said,  that 
while  it  would  no  doubt  be  more  conve- 
nient that  the  Lords'  Amendments  should 
not  be  considered  before  they  were 
actually  in  the  hands  of  Members,  the 
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hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  been 
perfectly  within  his  right  in  moving  that 
the  Amendments  in  question  should  be 
considered.  Their  consideration,  how- 
ever,  could  have  been  stopped  if  the  pro- 
posal had  been  challenged  by  any  non. 
Member  on  the  ground  that  they  had 
not  been  circulated. 


PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  :0F  THE 
HOUSE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  asked,  Whether  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could  in- 
form the  House  what  Business  would  be 
taken  to-morrow  ?  

The  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE,  in  reply,  said,  the  Bills  which 
stood  on  the  Paper  for  that  evening  in- 
dicated the  order  in  which  the  GK>vem- 
ment  desired  to  proceed  with  Business 
to-morrow  —  namely,  the  East  India 
Loan  BiU,  the'County  Officers  and  Courts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  and  the  Summary  Juris- 
diction Amendment  Bill.  If  the  South 
Africa  Bill  were  not  finished  that^even- 
ing,  it  would  be  taken  first  to-morrow, 
and  the  other^  Bills  he  had  mentioned 
would  follow. 


USSIA  AND  BULGARIA— THE  CZAR'S 
PROCLAMATION.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  asked  what  was 
the  reason  of  the  delay  with  regard  to 
the  presentation  to  the  House  of  the 
Czar^B  Proclamation  to  the  Bulgarian 
people  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE,  in  reply,  said,  his  im- 
pression was  that  he  had  not  promised 
to  present  it  as  a  separate  Paper.  His 
intention  had  been  to  lay  it  on  the  Table 
with  other  Papers.  If  there  was  a  great 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  House,  he 
should  have  no  objection  to  produce  it 
immediately. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 


SOUTH  AFRICA  BILL.   [Lotda,']  [Bill  195.] 
{Mr,  J.  Lowther.) 

COMMUTES. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE,  in  moving  that 
the  House  go  into  Committee  on  the 
BiU,  said,  that  the  discussion  which  took 
place  on  the  second  reading  showed  that 

Mr.  Speaker 


there  was  a  general  eoncurrenoe  of  oni- 
nion  in  favour  of  the  prindpla  <tf  um 
Bill.  It  was  true  exceptions  to  it  wen 
taken  by  certain  hon.  Members,  notably 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  LLskettid  (Mr. 
Courtney),  who  freely  criticised  the  eoa- 
duct  of  ail  directly  or  indirectly  connecttd 
with  the  affairs  of  South  Africa  tm  sooi 
years  past,  but  whose  views  were  noC 
shared  generaUy  by  the  Members  of  the 
House.  One  subiect  to  which  ^le  bos. 
Gentleman  had  alluded  waa  the  reoeet 
annexation  of  the  Transvaal.  It  voold, 
however,  be  unnecessary  to  refer  farther 
to  that  matter  at  present,  because  the 
House  would  have  an  opportuni^  of 
discussing  it,  when  he  moved  for  a  Yots 
of  £100,000,  to  defray  the  exoenses  of 
that  new  Colony.  On  the  second  reading 
he  felt  bound  to  avail  himself  of  the 
first  opportunity  of  explaining  the 
grounds  upon  which  the  annexaticm  hsd 
been  assented  to  by  the  Oovemment* 
because  Ministerial  statements  were  not 
the  order  in  that  House,  and  (^>por« 
tunities  for  Members  of  the  Qovenuneat 
to  declare  their  policy  upon  any  subject 
did  not  arise  unless  some  Meniber 
brought  forward  a  Motion  thereupon, 
but  having  done  that  he  should  now 
leave  the  matter  until  the  Vote  was  pn>- 

S^sed.  The  speeches  addressed  to  the 
ouse  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
were,  taken  as  a  whole,  most  satisfactory 
from  a  (Government  point  of  view.  An 
able  and  convincing  speech  in  support 
of  the  Bill  was  maae  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Sandwich  (Mr.  KmSnhboll- 
Hugessen),  whose  advice,  however,  ss 
to  the  du^  of  a  Member  in  -moving  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  he  oould  not 
adopt,  for  he  did  not  admit  it  was  his 
duty  to  provide  material  fSor  r^Ues  or 
padding  for  comments  on  the  Uoveni- 
ment  scheme.  He  had  pmpoeely  ab- 
stained from  troubling  the  House  with 
any  remarks  on  the  elementary  ]»in- 
ciples  or  earlv  history  of  Confederaooa, 
and  he  passed  over  the  mission  of  Mr. 
Froude  because  it  was  now  an  old  stoiy, 
and  he  did  not  oare  to  exhume  the, 
perhaps,  forgotten  views  of  periodiosl 
reviewers.  He  did  not  think  that  a 
subject  which  when  fresh  had  ikiled  to 
command  any  very  general  interest  was 
one  which  it  was  wise  to  intrude  on  the 
notice  of  the  House.  The  misaioii  of 
Mr.  Froude  was  a  matter  of  oomment  at 
the  time,  and  an  hon.  Member  gave 
Notice  of  his  purpose  to  call  attention  te 
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the  subject,  but  somehow  he  failed  to  do 
80,  and,  although  the  Oovemment  desired 
an  opportunity  of  making  explanations 
vhicn  would  then  have  possessed  some 
public  interest,  such  an  opportunity  never 
presented  itself.  Afterwards,  when  the 
Vote  of  £1,000  for  the  travelline  ex- 
penses was  moved  silence  reigned  su- 
preme. It  would  be  unbecoming  in  him, 
nor  did  he  feel  called  upon,  to  justify  the 
whole  of  Mr.  Froude  s  proceedings  to 
the  House.  While  that  gentleman  had 
Tendered  most  valuable  services  to  the 
Colonial  Office  and  to  this  countnr,  and 
while  he  had  most  efficiently  perrormed 
a  patriotic  and  thankless  task,  he  (Mr. 
liowther)  could  not  accept  the  obligation 
of  accounting  for  all  the  proceedings  of 
this  eminent  man  during  his  absence 
from  this  country.  Mr.  froude  was  in 
no  sense  a  representative  of  Her  Majesty 
when  he  went  out  to  South  Afirica,  He 
was  not  a  Qovemor,  but  was  employed 
in  a  special  service  without  remuneration, 
and  the  Colonial  Office  was  not  therefore 
called  upon  to  be  responsible  for  all  his 
movements.  While  Mr.  Froude  was  no 
doubt  performing  great  public  services 
he  was  quite  as  much  justified  in  at- 
tending a  dinner  in  Port  Elizabeth  as 
he  would  have  been  at  home  in  at- 
tending a  "Bag  and  Baffgaffe''  meet- 
ing at  St.  James's  Hall.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  had  sought  to 
represent  this  great  principle  of  Con- 
federation as  a  personal  crotchet  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  he  had  spoken 
as  if  Lord  Carnarvon,  in  season  and  out 
of  season,  had  endeavoured  to  force  this 
policy  upon,  the  unwilling  Colonists.  It 
was  true  that  his  noble  Priend  had  per- 
formed a  great  public  service,  and  that 
his  name  would  always  be  honourably 
distinguished  in  connection  with  the 
British  North  America  Act;  but  as 
in  this  project  of  South  African  Con- 
federation the  (Government  could  look 
for  the  support  of  both  sides  of  the 
House  and  of  the  British  Colonists 
throughout  the  world,  it  was  impossible 
to  accept  the  compliment  he  desired  to 
pay  Lord  Carnarvon  exclusively.  He 
oould  not  admit  that  his  noble  Friend 
was  the  only  man  who  oould  lav 
claim  to  any  credit  in  connection  with 
Colonial  Confederation.  The  Secretary 
of  State  had  had  predecessors  and  suc- 
cessors who  had  laboured  earnestly  in 
this  cause.  While  it  had  fallen  to  the 
lot  of  his  noble  Friend  to  carry  the 


British  North  America  Act,  yet  the 
Confederation  of  the  Leeward  Islands 
in  1871  was  carried  by  the  late  Oo- 
vemment, and  there  was  ample  proof 
that  this  policy  had  commended  itself 
to  both  sides  of  the  House  and  to 
men  of  all  political  opinions.  Then, 
could  it  be  said  that  tnis  was  a  policy 
forced,  upon  unwilling  Colonists?  He 
would  only  point  to  the  proposed  Con- 
federation of  the  Windward  Islands 
which  had  been  suggested  at  different 
times  by  theColonial  Office  and  by  various 
(Jovemors.  When,  however,  it  ap- 
peared that  the  subject  had  been  brought 
forward  prematurely,  and  when,  owinff 
in  great  measure  it  must  be  admittea 
to  the  indiscreet  manner  in  which  the 
subject  had  been  locally  handled,  the 
Colonists  decided  not  to  go  forward  with 
it,  the  subject  was  immediately  aban- 
doned by  Ix)rd  Carnarvon,  and  no  at- 
tempt was  made  to  force  the  system  upon 
the  Colonies.  Again,  the  subject  of  the 
Confederation  of  the  Australian  Colonies 
had  been  frequently  mooted,  and  often 
recommended.  It  had  not  appeared, 
however,  to  Lord  Carnarvon  that  the 
time  had  arrived  when  that  great  subject 
could  be  brought  forward,  and  there  had 
been  no  attempt  to  obtrude  this  policy 
upon  any  Colony  which  was  not  ripe  for 
its  discussion.  The  agitation  of  this  par- 
ticular project  was  therefore  not  due  to 
any  anxiety  on  the  part  of  Lord  Carnar- 
von to  force  it  upon  the  Colonists.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  said  that  there 
was  no  chance  of  the  successful  adoption 
of  this  Bill  by  the  South  African  Co- 
lonies, and  that  there  was  no  disposition 
to  accept  the  principles  involved.  Now, 
what  were  the  facts?  In  1858  the 
Orange  Free  State  passed  a  resolution 
that  they  were  convmced  that  the  alli- 
ance witii  the  Cape  Colony,  whether  it 
became  the  basis  of  Confederation  or 
otherwise,  was  desirable,  and  therefore 
it  was  resolved  that  a  correspondence 
should  be  entered  upon  with  the  autho- 
rities for  the  purpose  of  planning  the 
approximate  terms  of  the  Confederation. 
Tnis  subject  was  also  considered  at  the 
Cape.  It  was  true  that  the  authorities 
of  the  Cape  had  not  signified  their  actual 
approval  of  the  Bill,  but  the  subject  had 
received  the  very  favourable  considera- 
tion of  the  Colony.  A  Committee  or 
Commission  which  sat  in  1871  reported 
that  while  some  whose  opinions  were 
entitled  to  respect  thought  that  until  the 
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Free  St&tes  of  the  Transvaal  and  Natal 
showed  a  disposition  to  Confederation, 
and  until  certain  districts  named  had 
been  annexed,  no  change  was  necessary 
or  could  be  expected,  yet  a  time  might 
come  when  the  advantage  of  union  among 
the  South  African  Colonies  for  the  for- 
mation of  a  strong  Government  powerful 
enough  to  protect  and,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, to  control  the  several  members, 
would  become  apparent  to  all.  He  be- 
lieved that  that  day  was  not  very  far 
distant.  In  1875  it  had  been  proposed 
that  a  Conference  of  the  Colonies  and 
States  of  South  A&ica  should  be  sum- 
moned to  consider  this  subject.  The 
Council  of  Natal  passed  a  resolution 
n^  endorsing  the  principle  of  Confedera- 
tion. The  Legislative  Council  of  another 
Colony  passed  a  similar  resolution. 
[Therefore,  so  far  from  this  policy  origi- 
latiuK  in  the  Colonial  Office,  and  being 
ibrced  upon  unwilling  Colonists,  it  was 
*)  Ijevident  that  it  had  originated  in  the 
>lonies  themselves,  and  that  the  action 
iof  the  Government  had  been  confined  to 
>lacing  within  the  reach  of  the  Colonies 
jthe  powers  which  tbey  considered  it  ex- 
jedient  to  possess.  The  essential  prin- 
ciple on  which  the  Bill  was  framed  was 
the  establishment  of  certain  general  out- 
lines, leaving  the  details  to  be  filled  in 
according  to  local  requirements  and  cir- 
cumstances, and  enabling  the  Colonies, 
or  any  of  them  if  they  thought  it  ex- 
pedient, to  form  themselves  into  a  Union. 
The  principal  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Memoer  (Sir  G^rge  Campbell)  referred 
to  a  subject  which  had  been  most  care- 
fully considered  by  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Carnarvon)  and  himself!  It  would 
be  impossible  to  accept  Amendments  in 
the  clauses  which  were  contrary  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill ;  but  the  Oovem- 
ment  had  acted  with  a  sincere  desire  to 
approach  a  subject  which  had  nothing 
to  do  with  Party  in  a  Bpirit  of  concilia- 
tion and  compromise.  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  to 
which  he  referred,  dealt  with  what  he 
would  admit  to  be  the  cardinal  difficulty 
of  South  AMca — the  question  of  the 
Natives.  The  Government  had  the  same 
object  in  view  as  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
only  he  proceeded  in  a  different  way. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  by  a 
stroke  of  the  pen  to  lay  down  a  com- 
pulsory hard-and-fast  line  with  r^g^rd 
to  the  treatment  of  the  Natives.  The 
Gbvemment,  on  the  other  hand,  held 

Mr,  J.  Lowth^r 


that  while  special  cautioii  was  iMimd 
as  to  the  control  of  the  central  antbontj 
over  the  action  of  the  local  Legiaktnm, 
the  details  of  that,  as  of  many  odur 
matters  of  local  govenunentY  sluioU  b« 
left  to  the  oonsideration  of  Uie  Ooknissli 
themselves.  One  feature  of  the  Bill  w«b 
that  all  measures  affectinfr  the  Natrro^ 
and  all  measures  passed  oy  the  UnuB 
Parlifunent  for  deatine  with  the  Nativct, 
should  be  referred  tot  Her  MMsstj's 
approval— or,  in  other  words,  m  the 


decision  of  the  Home  Qovennaant 
That  was  a  greater  protection  to  ths 
Natives  than  anything  that  oonld  be 
inserted  within  the  four  cogners  of  ths 
Bill.  The  BiU  would  remove  from  the 
local  races  all  jealousiee  as  to  the  treat- 
ment of  the  Native  tribes,  and  would 
retain  in  the  hands  of  the  Home  Goven- 
ment  that  control  which  the  hon.  Gea- 
tlemi^n  by  his  Amendment  sought  to 
secure  in  a  diluted  form.  The  Petitiaa 
spoke  of  the  abolition  of  all  distindifli 
of  race,  colour,  and  creed,  and  thai  wis 
a  very  easy  thinff  to  say  and  socaded 
extremely  well.  But  let  them  take  the 
Colony  of  Natal  for  instance,  with  its 
1 7,000  White  inhabitants  and  its  280,000 
Black.  The  suggestion  which  had  heea 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  liskeaid 
woidd  simply  establish  in  South  Unat  a 
principle  of  eovemment  which  of  late  hftd 
brought  such  discredit  on  the  sonthen 
portion  of  the  United  States.  The  history 
of  the  world  showed  that  while  the  id- 
controlled  predominance  of  the  THiite 
races  over  the  Black  had  not  alvsji 
been  tempered  with  justice  and  reason, 
the  predominance  of  the  Native  rsoei 
did  not  tend  even  to  their  own  credit 
and  that  it  was  not  productive  of 
good  government.  Some  modificatios, 
therefore,  of  the  proposal  would  be 
neceesaiy  if  the  House  thought  that  the 
provisions  and  special  reservation  of  the 
Bill  did  not  meet  the  necessity  of  the 
case.  He  believed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  in  whose  jodgmeat 
on  this  question  &e  House  would  be 
disposed  to  place  great  confidence,  would 
be  prepared  to  assist  the  Qovenuusnt  ia 
framing  words  to  meet  the  necoasitiee  of 
thecase;  and  he  assured  the  Hooss  thst 
Her  Mmesty's  Ghnremment  wonld  sp> 
proach  the  subject  with  every  desire  te 
obtain  such  a  settlement  of  ^  ausitkia 
as  would  satisfy  the  House,  ana  be  ae- 
oepteble  in  South  Africa.    With  regard 
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to  tlie  olanaes  of  the  Bill,  their  main 
features  resembled  those  of  the  British 
North  America  Act.  Many  details 
which  found  place  in  that  measure 
were  absent  from  this — the  position  of 
that  Bill  being  more  advanc^,  hayine 
been  previoumv  subject  to  much  lociu 
consideration.  With  respect  to  the  South 
AMca  Bill,  it  had  been  found  necessary 
to  leave  to  local  consideration  many 
matters  which  could  not  be  made  the 
subject  of  the  Bill.  But  in  its  main 
features  it  resembled  the  Act  to  which 
he  had  referred.  There  were  to  be  two 
Chambers  in  the  Union  Parliament  pos- 
sessing the  same  diaractenstics  as  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament,  with  the 
exception  that  there  was  no  hereditaxr 
Peerage  to  fall  back  upon  in  South 
A&ica.  The  constitution  of  the  Upper 
Chamber  had  been  left  for  further  con- 
sideration. The.  different  Colonies  of 
the  world  had  not  adopted  by  any  means 
a  like  system  of  election  to  their  Upper 
Chambers,  and  it  was  felt  that  that  sub- 
ject should  receive  careful  consideration, 
and  that  local  susceptibilities  should  be 
narrowly  consulted.  The  Colonial  Legis- 
latures would  consist  of  a  single  Cham- 
ber. The  object  of  leaving  those  matters 
for  further  local  consideration  was  one 
on  which  he  need  not  dwell.  He  might 
be  asked,  if  they  left  so  much  to  the 
consideration  of  the  localities,  why  did 
they  put  in  any  framework  in  the  Bill  ? 
His  answer  was  that,  whereas  many  de- 
tails required  local  consideration,  general 
principles  should  in  the  first  instance  be 
laid  down.  Accordingly,  the  general 
principles  on  which  the  future  union 
might  be  framed  were  indicated  in  the 
measure.  The  object  of  the  Bill  in 
another  revpeot  was  to  promote  a  com- 
merdaljuuiuL  The  existence  of  Cus- 
toms  regulations  and  duties  in  the  various 
Colonies  would  by  the  Act  be  removed, 
and  it  would  secure  the  veiy  great  ad- 
vantage of  free  commercial  intercourse 
between  the  various  Colonies  and  States 
in  South  Africa.  The  reason  why  the 
Bill  had  been  urged  now  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament  mi^ht  require  a  word 
of  explanation.  It  might  be  said  why, 
if  the  matter  was  not  fully  decided  upon 
in  the  localities,  and  there  Joeing  so  great 
a  pressure  of  Business  at  this  late  period 
of^the  Session,  hurr^  the  Bill  forward  ? 
Well,  the  state  of  affairs  which  had  for 
some  time  existed  in  South  Aikioa,  and 
which  had  recently  culminated  in  serious 


military  events,  did  not  allow  them  longer 
to  dally  with  the  question.  In  the  matter 
of  Canada  and  other  Provinces  federa- 
tion was  a  matter  of  mere  convenience— 
a  measure  for  the  promotion,  among 
other  things,  of  greater  economy  of  ad- 
ministration ;  but  in  the  case  of  South 
Africa  it  was  one  of  vital  and  prominent 
importance.  The  Eafiirs,  no  insignifi- 
cant foes  at  any  time,  had  of  late  years 
availed  themselves  of  great  facilities  of 
purchasing  arms;  ana  the  power  of 
organization  among  other  Natives  was 
much  greater  than  was  popularly  be- 
lieved to  be  the  case.  The  facts  which 
came  before  the  Qovemment  from  time 
to  time  showed  that  it  was  necessary 
that  some  measures  should  be  taken,  and 
that  promptly,  if  the  White  inhabitants 
of  SouUi  Africa  were  not  to  be  landed 
in  ihe  horrors  and  perils  of  a  Native 
war.  It  was  said  that  recent  events  as 
regarded  South  Africa  were  a  reversal 
of  the  policy  which  prevailed  in  1852. 
That  poli^,  he  was  happy  to  say,  was 
one  wnich  bore  no  resemblance  to  the 
deolaredpolicy  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment. ^or  his  part,  he  looked  back 
with  feeUngs  not  unmingled  with  shame 
to  the  events  which  occurred  at  the  time. 
Considerable  apathy  then  existed  in  the 
minds  of  the  public  with  regard  to  our 
Colonies ;  and  while  the  pubfic  voice  was 
silent  a  small  minority  arrogated  to  them- 
selves the  expression  of  public  opinion, 
and  declared  that  that  opinion  was  in 
favour  of  a  policy  of  abandonment.  He 
believed  that  that  policy  was  not  a  true 
test  of  public  opinion.  The  almost  un- 
animous voice  of  the  public  pronounced 
dearly  and  unmistakeably  against  any 
such  policy ;  and  he  believed  there  was 
no  determination  arrived  at  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovemment  in  which  thev  were 
more  strongly  supported  upon  botn  sides 
of  the  House  ana  throughout  the  Colo- 
nies, than  the  resolve  that  whatever 
changes  might  occur  with  regard  to  the 
Colonies  of  the  Crown,  their  diminution 
would  not  be  the  prominent  feature  of 
their  policy.  On  the  other  hand,  there 
was  no  greater  mistake  than  to  suppose 
that  the  Qovemment  had  acted  upon  an 
aggressive  policy.  The  present  and  the 
late  Qx>vemments  had  always  main- 
tained friendly  relations  with  the  border- 
ing States  in  South  Africa.  Becent 
occurrences  had  revealed  the  friendly 
relations  which  existed  between  the 
British  Qovemment  and  the  Dutch  Na* 
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tives  of  the  Transvaal.    The  wish  of  the 
Government  had  always  been  to  work 
cordially  along  with  tiiem,  and  to  co- 
operate  without    jealousy    with    those 
whom  they  always  regsurded  as  their 
partners  in  the  great  work  of  carrpng 
civilization  into  that  Continent.  He  could 
assure  the  House  that  the  Government, 
far  from  wishing  to  interfere  with  the 
rights  of  others,  would  sanction  no  in- 
fringement of  liberties  except  in  cases  of 
emergency  where  danger  was  very  immi- 
nent.   The  Qovemment  were  not  in  any 
way  disposed  to  consider  the  policy  of 
abandoning  the  Colonies,  nor  had  they 
any  desire  to  coerce  them  into  union; 
but,  in  his  opinion,  they  had  done  their 
duty  in  placing  within  their  reach  the 
means  of  protecting  themselves  against 
local  danger.    It  had  been  the  fashion 
at  the  time  to  which  he  had  referred  to 
speak  of  the  Colonies  as  sources  of  ex- 
pense and  anxiety  in  time  of  peace,  and 
of  danger  in  time  of  war.    It  was  pos- 
sible that  in  the  past  there  might  have 
been  some  truth  in  those  ffloomy  views ; 
and,  no  doubt,  Colonies  which  possessed 
no  means  of  defence,  but  which  always 
required  the  support  of  the  Home  Go- 
vernment and  of  the  British  Army,  had 
to  a  certain  extent  formed  a  tax  on  the 
national  purse  and  the  resources  of  the 
country.    It  was  to  remove  that  anxiety 
and  responsibility  which  had  hitherto 
been  borne  by  the  Mother  Country  that 
the  Government  wished  to  make  the 
Colonies  self-sufficient  and  self-depen- 
dent in  all  ordinary  contingencies,  and 
able   to  do   without   the   help   of  the 
Mother  Country,  except  in  the  case  of  a 
general  and  extended  war.     He  desired 
that  the  Colonies  should  themselves  have 
the  necessary  means  of  carrving  out  the 
scheme,  and  all  that  the  Bill  did  was  to 
enable  them  to  strengthen  those  bonds 
of  loyalty  and  affection  which  always 
united  the  British  Empire.    He  trusted, 
then,  that  the  House  woidd  give  those 
important  Dependencies  of  the  Crown 
the  means  of  increasing  not  only  their 
own    strength,  but    also    that   of   the 
Empire. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (Jfr.  J.  Lowther.) 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL,  in  rising 
to  move,  as  an  Amendment, 

'*  That  no  measore  establiahing  a  self-goveni- 
ing  Federation  for  South  Africa  will  be  satis- 
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factory,  unleas  direct  prorisioa  ia 
settlement  of  the  relationi  of  the  « 
black  races," 

said,  that  the  previous  discaanon  hai 
not  been  at  all  satisfactory,  and^he  vas 
very  glad  that  another  debate  snonld  be 
held,  and  that  the  House  should  hetr 
the  very  dear  exposition  of  policy  by 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  tfaa 
Colonies.  His  Amendment  raised  a  vety 
important  issue,  and  one  which  it  was 
in  every  way  desirable  to  diacuaa.  He 
could  not,  therefore,  concur  with  tb* 
hon.  Member  opposite  in  depreoatiAf 
further  debate.  Me  congratulated  hiiB- 
self  that  the  hon.  Member  had  expreawd 
himself  willing  to  meet  suggestions  mads 
on  the  subject,  especially  by  the  ligfat 
hon.  G^ntle^lan  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forater).  Now,  it  was 
quite  a  mistake  to  imasine  that  tba 
Amendment  was  intended  to  euggaat  a 
hard-and-fast  rule  of  treatment  for  tha 
population  of  all  the  Colonies ;  that  va« 
not  at  all  his  object,  and  he  was  ik4 
prepared  to  make  any  such  auggeetioos. 
but  some  principle,  at  any  rate,  ought 
to  be  laid  down  for  dealing  with  this 
most  important  subject  of  Native  raoea, 
before  the  Coloniea  were  caat  adrift  and 
rendered  self-governing.  The  hoa. 
Member  had  said  that  from,  the  expe- 
rience of  the  United  States  it  would  auC 
do  to  lay  down  a  general  rule  that  all 
men  should  be  equal  before  the  lav. 
That  might  be  very  likely  the  oaae ;  btft 
then,  on  the  other  hand,  the  dominatum 
of  the  Whitea  over  the  Blacka  had  beea 
a  complete  failure.  The  Amendmeat 
was  intended  to  advocate  a  oouxae  be- 
tween the  two  extremes.  No  questioa 
would  arise  if  the  House  were  dealing 
only  with  Whitea ;  but  the  mixed  Colo- 
nial population  oouatituted  the  difficulty, 
and  nowhere  presented  neater  obataciei 
than  in  South  Africa.  In  America  aad 
Australia  the  Natives  had  diaappeaiad 
before  the  White  man,  and  the  KatiTa 
population  of  New  Zealand  waa  ex- 
tremely small ;  but  in  South  Africa  the 
number  of  Natives  waa  very  large  in- 
deed, and  the  question  how  they  miglit 
best  be  dealt  with  was  propoTtionat«y 
iffreat.  The  Bill  did  not  gn^ple  with  ^ 
Idifficulty  adequately  or  properly;  bat, 
^on  the  other  hand,  it  practioaUy  creatsd 
a  vast  new  Empire.  It  was,  in  fiMt, » 
important  that  it  waa  hardly  right  to 
leave  it  till  the  fag-end  of  the  SMnon, 
unless,   indeed,  the  matter  wore  veiy 
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urgent.  But  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
bad  fiiiled  to  sbow  that  the  Bill  would 
provide  a  way  out  of  the  difficulties  he 
nad  enumerated.  All  he  had  done  was 
to  read  two  or  three  extracts,  some  of 
them  not  quite  new,  tending  to  show 
that  Ck>nfederation  might  be  a  good 
policy.  That,  however,  was  no  proof  of 
the  necessity  of  the  BUI,  and  he  would 
remind  the  House  that  the  Colonies  had 
not  desired  it.  He  doubted,  therefore, 
whether  it  were  wise  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill.  He  had  great  faith  and  belief  in 
the  patriotism  of  Lord  Carnarvon,  but 
the  scheme  of  the  Bill  might,  perhaps, 
not  be  carried  out  in  his  time,  and  he 
knew  not  in  whose  time  full  effect  would 
be  gplven  to  it ;  but  in  any  case  it  would 
be  in  the  time  of  some  Minister  who 
must  to  a  certain  extent  be  permeated 
and  saturated  with  the  influences  of  the 
Colonial  Office,  which  were  not  always 
of  a  healthy  character.  It  was  quite 
dear  to  his  mind  that  just  as  the  Bntish 
Empire  had  advanced  in  America  and 
India,  so  it  was  destined  to  advance  in 
Africa  till  its  territonr  included  all  the 
districts  which  had  hitnerto  been  visited. 
We  had  the  great  question  of  the  White 
and  Black  races  to  settle.  We  had  to 
determine  if  we  passed  this  Bill  whether 
South  Africa  should  be  a  new  America 
or  a  new  India ;  in  other  words,  whether 
the  (Government  should  be  one  in  which 
the  White  race  should  entirely  prevail 
over  the  Black,  or  whether,  as  in  India, 
the  Mother  Country  should  hold  a  strong 
and  even  hand  between  the  two  races. 
The  riffhtprinciple  was  that  the  Colo- 
nists of  White  race  should  govern  them- 
selves if  thev  chose.  He  asked,  did  it 
necessarily  follow  that  White  men  settled 
among  a  Black  race  should  not  only 
govern  themselves  but  eveiy  one  else  ? 
That  was  the  question  we  had  to  settle. 
There  was  a  very  great  want  of  some 
fixed  system  in  the  government  of  our 
Colonies ;  in  that  respect  we  had  vacil- 
lated a  good  deal.  While  we  at  one 
time  governed  them  for  their  own  benefit, 
we  now  went  to  the  other  extreme,  and 
allowed  the  Colonies  to  govern  them- 
selves in  a  manner  which  made  them 
practically  independent.  He  was  un- 
willing to  hand  over  the  Black  race, 
without  protection,  to  the  White.  If  this 
Bill  passed,  the  independence  of  the 
Natives  would  depend  entirely  on  the 
Governor  sent  out  from  this  country. 
These  Oovernors  generally  did  justice  to 


the  best  of  their  power ;  but  they  were 
subjected  to  strong  influences  to  which 
they  yielded  too  often.  Wherever  Sir 
Henry  Barkly,  himself  one  of  a  slave- 
owninff  family,  had  been,  injustice  had 
been  done  to  the  Natives.  Still,  all  men 
spoke  well  of  Sir  Henry  Barkly.  But 
in  the  case  of  other  Governors  who  had 
done  justice  to  the  Natives,  their  lines 
had  not  fallen  in  pleasant  places ;  they 
had  been  sent  into  exile  in  unpleasant 
posts.  In  South  A&ica  we  had  not  only 
social  difficulties,  but  political  difficul- 
ties of  an  overwhelming  character  to 
deal  with.  Where  the  Natives  were  in 
possession  of  arms,  as  in  South  Africa,, 
the  question  of  the  relation  of  the  White 
and  Black  races  was  much  more  compli- 
cated than  elsewhere.  This  Bill  did  not 
deal  with  the  question.  The  difficulty 
had  been  acknowledged,  but  this  thing 
was  only  dear  with  respect  to  the  Bill — 
the  Bill  was  the  skeleton  of  a  skeleton. 
It  did  not  provide  for  much ;  but  for  one 
thing  it  did  provide,  that  iiie  Constitu- 
tion should  be  on  the  model  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  Free  Colonies  and  the  As- 
sembly should  be  entirdy  elective.  If 
the  Bill  passed,  there  would  be  an  end 
to  the  system  of  nominee  members.  It 
was  not  contemplated  that  the  Natives 
should  have  votes  in  the  first  instance,  as 
far  as  regarded  the  Legislative  Assem- 
bly of  me  Union  at  any  rate.  Lord 
Carnarvon  had  said — 

*<I  am  disposed  to  think,  for  a  time  at  all 
events,  and  until  the  drilizatitn  of  the  Natives 
of  South  Africa  has  made  oonsiderable  progress, 
it  would  be  desirable  that  the^  should  not  be 
directly  represented  in  the  Legislative  Assembly 
of  the  tjnion." 

It  was  provided  in  so  many  words  that 
Native  affairs  should  be  in  the  province 
of  the  Colonial  Legislatures.  He  ad- 
mitted that  in  section  58  it  was  laid 
down  that  all  laws  relating  to  Natives 
and  Native  affairs  should  be  reserved 
for  the  pleasure  of  Her  Majesty.  But 
supposing  there  were  no  laws  with  re- 
gard to  Natives  and  Native  affairs,  and 
that  the  Colonial  Legidatures  said — 
«  We  shall  have  only  one  law  for  the 
Black  and  White  races."  What  would 
be  the  eonsequence  ?  Under  the  sem- 
blance of  equalitv,  there  might  be 
oppression  of  the  Natives,  in  the  absence 
of  spedsl  laws  for  their  protection ;  for 
the  power  that  was  reserved  to  the 
Crown  and  the  British  Parliament  would 
in  practice  be  almost  nominal,  and  wrq 
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one  whioh,  except  nnder  extreme  oir- 
oumBtances,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
exercise.  If  we  interfered  at  all,  it 
would  be  said  that  we  must  bear  the 
responsibility  and  the  cost;  and,  in 
order  to  prevent  a  difficulty  of  that 
character,  we  ought  to  provide  a  machi- 
nery by  which  the  relations  of  the  two 
races  should  be  settled  satisfactorily. 
Among  the  subjects  within  the  power  of 
the  Provincial  Uouncils  was  that  of  immi- 
ipration,  which  substantially  meant  the 
immigration  of  the  Black  races;  and  the 
necessity  for  special  laws  with  res^ard  to 
the  immigration  of  the  Natives  of  India, 
which  had  already  beg^n,  was  shown 
by  the  fact  that  there  was  a  difference 
between  the  India  Office  and  the  Oolonial 
Office  on  the  subject,  the  former  de- 
clining to  encourage  emigration,  because 
the  Natives  of  India  were  not  protected 
in  the  Oolonies.  The  passing  of  this 
Bill  as  it  stood  would  amount  to  a 
washing  of  our  hands  of  the  South 
African  Dominion,  and  the  result  would 
be  that  we  should  not  have  power  to 
1  protect  the  dark  races.  The  jBill  was 
one  which  ought  not  to  be  rushed 
through  Parliament  at  the  very  fag-end 
of  the  Session,  without  any  necessity 
whatever  for  such  hurried  action.  There 
were  many  important  points  to  which 
due  consideration  had  not  been  g^ven. 
In  the  Cape  Colony  much  had  been 
done  towaras  solving  the  problems  in- 
volved in  the  government  of  the  Black 
races,  to  a  large  section  of  whom  poli- 
tical and  social  rights  had  been  ffiven ; 
but  there  were  passages  in  the  Papers 
pointing  to  an  idea  that  the  federation 
might  not  include  the  Cape  Colony,  so 
that  the  dark  races  would  lose  the 
benefit  of  its  influence  and  experience, 
which  none  of  the  other  Colonies  would 
be  able  to  supply,  as  none  of  them  had 
done  anything  to  educate  and  elevate 
the  Natives.  Cape  Colony  was  most 
important  to  us  in  an  Imperial  point  of 
view  as  being  the  chief  station  on  our 
route  to  India  in  the  event  of  the  Sues 
Canal  beine  blockaded,  and  it  was  not 
likely  that  m  case  of  this  confederation 
being  brought  about,  it  would  be  Eng- 
lish either  in  nationality  or  in  sentiment. 
If  the  Bill  contained  a  provision  bind- 
ing the  Colonies  to  give  due  protection 
and  securing  justice  to  the  Native  races, 
and  the  Colonies  accepted  it  with  that 
provision,  he,  for  one,  would  vote  for 
Confederation.    If  such  a  condition  was 

Sir  George  Campheli 


not  aooepted,  he  said  that  no  Oonbi^ 
ralion  snould  take  place.  H«  hoped 
the  Oovemment  would  see  its  way  to 
accepting  the  Amendment  which  he  had 

g laced  on  the  Paper.  He  hoped  thai 
on.  Members  would  fnHy  weigh  tiw 
gravity  of  this  subject ;  for  he  beHered 
me  time  would  oome  when  tiia  proceed- 
ings of  Parliament  in  connection  with  it 
would  be  ibund  to  constitute  a  tomiag- 
point  in  the  history  of  the  workL  The 
hon.  Oentleman  concluded  bj  moving 
his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  ••That**  to  fht 
end  oi  the  Qneetioii,  in  order  to  edd  the  irarie 
«no  meMora  eetabliahing  a  eeH- goTuxda^ 
Federation  for  Sonth  A^oa  will  be  aatisfaetory, 
iinleBB  direct  provision  ie  made  for  a  aetUeBicst 
of  tiie  relatione  of  the  white  and  black  lacM,"— 
(Sir  Omrft  Cmmpb^li,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  obeerred, 
that  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  ^end 
who  had  just  sat  down,  and  still  mors 
his  able  speech,  certainly  pointed  to  a 
subject  of  great  interest,  and  wbidi  in- 
volved considerable  danger.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  this  was  practically  a 
debate  upon  the  second  reading  of  die 
Bill  before  the  House,  and  th^  them- 
fore  a  discussion  might  &irly  be  hid 
upon  it.  Without  going  (quite  ao  hi 
as  his  hon.  Friend  in  assertinK  thai 
this  was  a  turning-point  in  the  histor 
of  the  world,  he  coiQd  not  bnt  iM 
that  this  measure  was  one  which  in- 
volved the  fhture  of  our  South  Afriran 
Colonies  and  of  millions  of  Nativea.  Hs 
believed  there  was  a  general  feeling  in 
the  House  in  favour  of  oonfederatioa. 
That  feeling  was  prompted  by  the  hope 
that  confederation  would  strengthen  tne 
Colonies,  and  was  an  evidence,  if  evi- 
dence were  wanting,  that  the  oM-luh- 
ioned  jealousy  which  used  to  exist  be- 
tween the  Mother  Country  and  the  Colo- 
nies had  now  entirely  departed.  Thste 
was  nothing  which  they  more  desired 
than  to  see  the  Colonies  proeperooi 
and  powerful ;  and  they  looked  for- 
ward with  satisfaction  to  thoee  Oolo- 
nies associating  upon  equal  terms  with 
ourselves  at  some  futim  time.  But 
he  did  not  think  that  the  ezplaaatioa 
which  had  been  ofifored  in  regard  to 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House  Was 
quite  sufficient  While  they  w«rs  aQ 
agreed  that  confederation 
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able  imleefl  there  were  special  reasons 
against  it,  the  House  must  remember 
that  the  present  measure  was  of  a  rei^ 
remarkable  character.  It  was  not  a  BiU 
Mrhieh  declared  the  confederation  of  the 
Ipouth  African  Colonies,  but  one  which 
IJmTe  power  to  the  OoYomment  of  the 
Hdaj  to  make  the  conditions  upon  which 
f  those  Colonies  should  confederate.  In 
theeecircnmstances,  there  nererwas  aBill 
which  had  been  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment which  required  more  explanation 
than  this  measure  did.  He  dia  not  dis- 
pute for  a  moment  that  a  most  satisfac- 
tory explanation  of  the  measure  might  be 
giren,  and,  on  the  whole,  he  thought 
that  the  Ooremment  was  right  in  mak- 
ing this  proposal ;  but  it  was  rather  an 
extraordinary  demand  that  Parliament 
should  gire  earU  blanehs  to  the  Colonial 
Office  in  this  matter.  There  was  the 
greatest  possible  di£ference  between 
uiis  Bill  and  the  Canada  Act  in  this 
respect.  By  this  Bill  the  discretion 
girW^  was  ^ed  to  an  extreme,  and 
it  would  permit  any  two  of  the  Colonies, 
howerer  small,  to  confederate ;  whereas 
he  was  inclined  to  agree  with  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Oeorge  Campbell)  that 
any  South  African  Union  ou^ht  to  in- 
^clude  Cape  Colony,  the  ciTilization  of 
which  would  extend  to  and  benefit  the 
*  whole  community.  The  words  **  as  the 
Queen  may  direct"  occurred  rery  fre- 
quently in  the  Bill,  and  they  meant  that 
discretion  was  left  to  the  Colonial  Secre- 
tary on  the  important  questions  whether 
there  was  jto  be  Federation  or  Union ; 
whether  the  Cape  was  to  be  in  the 
Union ;  whether  the  Cape  was  to  be 
divided  into  two  Colonies ;  whether  the 
Upper  Chamber  should  be  nominated  or 
elected ;  and  whether  the  Natiyes  should 
or  should  not  hare  the  franchise.  All 
these  matters  were  left  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Colonial  Secretary,  and  the  only 
body  that  under  the  Bill  would  abso- 
lutely lose  all  power  of  interference  and 
nerer  get  it  back  again  was  the  Parlia- 
ment of  England;  because  the  69th 
clause  said  that  after  the  Union  Parlia- 
ment had  assembled,  and  after  the  bar- 
gain had  been  settled  between  Lord 
Carnarvon  and  the  Colonies,  "this  Act 
and  any  Order  in  Coimcil  made  here- 
under may  be  amended  by  an  Act  of 
the  Union  Parliament."  No  doubt  this 
was  a-sHp,  and  would  be  amended,  but 
still  these  were  the  words  at  present  in 
the  Bill.  If  we  gave  discretionary  power 


to  the  Ooyemment  we  ought  not  to  give 
it  for  ever.  A  certain  term  of  years 
should  be  fixed  during  which,  and  dur- 
infi^  which  only,  the  Act  might  be  ful- 
filled; and  if  not  made  use  of  within 
that  definite  period  the  Act  i^ould  ex- 
pire, and  the  powers  given  to  the  Colo- 
nial Office  should  cease.  He  thought 
five  years  might  be  the  term  fixed,  and 
he  oould  hardly  conceive  that  the  Oo- 
yemment would  object  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  clause  of  that  description.  With 
reference  to  the  present  occupant  of  the 
office  of  Colonial  Secretary,  he  did  not 
suppose  hon.  Members  looked  forward 
to  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon  or  his  Col- 
leagues always  remaining  in  their  pre- 
sent places ;  but  he  must  say  that  he  had 
great  confidence  in  his  Lordship,  and 
especially  in  his  treatment  of  the  Native 
races.  Since  this  Bill  was  introduced 
there  had  been  a  curious  illustration  of 
the  rapid  changes  which  occurred  in 
South  African  affairs.  In  bringing  in 
the  Bill  Lord  Carnarvon  alluded  to  the 
Transvaal  Republic  as  a  State  which 
he  hoped  would  voluntarily  come  in. 
There  was  no  notion  of  compulsory  an- 
nexation in  his  Lordship's  speech.  He 
could  not  quite  agree  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  that 
the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  Bill ;  but  after  the 
changes  which  had  occurred  in  South 
Africa  since  its  introduction,  he  thought 
the  Government  ought  to  explain  why 
they  proceeded  wi^  it  in  its  present 
shape.  We  could  not  altogether  ignore 
this  fact  of  the  annexation.  Instead  of 
agreeing  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney), 
he  approved  that  annexation.  He  be- 
lieved it  to  have  been  an  absolute  neces- 
sity. He  was  convinced  that  if  the  an- 
nexation had  not  been  effected  there 
would  have  been  utter  anarchy  in  an 
enormous  district ;  and  that  \mtil  it  was 
made  there  was  the  greatest  possible 
danger  of  a  most  bloody  and  destruc- 
tive war.  The  White  population  of 
the  Transvaal  were  bnnging  on  a 
most  dangerous  war,  in  which,  in  all 
probability,  they  would  have  been 
defeated  and  very  nearly  destroyed. 
Some  might  say  that  they  ought  to  have 
been  1^  to  take  the  consequences. 
Practically,  however,  this  country  could 
not  have  suffered  that  result.  It 
would  have  felt  bound  to  come  for- 
ward in  their  defence.    For  his  part,  he 
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belieyed  there  had  never  been  a  more 
decided  attempt  to  use  words  in  order 
to  hide  facts,  or  rather  to  pervert  facts, 
that  that  which  had  resulted  in  the  pro- 
test framed  in  Holland  against  the  an- 
nexation of  the  TransvaiQ.  The  lai^e 
majority  of  the  Whites  appeared  to  be 
in  favour  of  that  annexation,  and  as  to 
the  Natives  nobody  could  dispute  that 
the  vast  majorilj  of  them  were  favour- 
able. Hon.  Members  might  not  be 
aware,  however,  of  what  the  annexa- 
tion would  probably  cost  this  country. 
It  was  no  slight  burden  we  had  taken 
upon  ourselves.  The  Transvaal  was  a 
country  about  as  big  as  France,  and  the 
important  part  of  me  matter  was  that 
the  annexation  doubled  the  Native  popu- 
lation \mder  the  British  Crown  in  South 
iAMca.  Again,  it  was  doubtful  whether, 
in  consequence  of  the  annexation,  the 
South  African  States,  and  especially  the 
Cape,  would  be  more  disposea  than  they 
would  otherwise  have  oeen  to  avaU 
themselves  of  the  opportuniir  offered 
them  of  formin|^  a  Confederation.  The 
reason  in  the  nunds  of  many  persons  in 
South  Africa  for  desiring  Confederation 
was  that  they  might  get  rid  of  the  great 
I  danger  of  a  Native  war,  arising  from 
the  independent  attitude  of  the  Trans- 
vaal Bepublicans.  Confederation  seemed 
to  be  the  only  way  in  which  that  danger 
could  be  got  rid  of  \mder  Colonial  or 
Imperial  management.  Now,  however, 
that  we  had  annexed  the  Transvaal,  the 
Cape  would,  perhaps,  say — "Jjet  us 
wait  a  year  or  two  and  see  how  they 
get  on."  Still,  this  did  not  in  his  opi- 
nion make  it  any  less  the  duty  of  Par- 
liament to  pass  the  present  Bill,  in 
order  to  give  an  opportunity  to  all  the 
Colonies  of  confederating.  There  was 
no  doubt  as  to  the  advantages  which  the 
Whites  would  derive  from  confederation. 
In  the  matter  of  public  works,  for  ex- 
ample, it  would  be  a  very  great  benefit. 
The  real  danger  to  be  feared  was  con- 
nected with  the  Native  policy  of  the 
States.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
if  these  Colonies  became  one  self-go- 
verning State,  they  would  have  a  power 
of  carrying  on  their  own  affairs  as  they 
thought  right,  without  this  coimtry 
being  able  to  interfere  with  the  same 
success  as  it  could  at  present.  This  was 
a  danger  which  would  have  to  be  faced. 
With  regard  to  the  treatment  of  the 
Native  tribes  there  might  be  different 
views  at  home  and  in  the  Confederation, 

Mr,  IF,  E.  FmUr 


and  there  might  be  a  difficulty  ia 
dsing  a  con^l  over  the  poucy  of  t^ 
Confederation.  On  the  otner  hand,  it 
was  of  ereat  importance  to  hare  a  ni- 
form  poli(^  carried  out  by  the  diffBvest 
States.  It  was  most  unfortunate  to 
have  on  the  part  of  the  Tarioas  Colo- 
nies such  a  different  treatment  of  tks 
Natives  that  they  did  not  know  what  to 
expect,  and  contrasted  their  treatment 
in  one  district  with  their  treatment  in 
another.  This  was  noticeable  partial- 
larly  in  the  n^atter  of  arms.  In  start- 
ing this  great,  powerful,  and  aelf-goverB- 
ing  commimity  it  was  neooeaary  that 
certain  principles  should  be  laid  dova 
as  the  conditions  of  the  exerase  of  ifei 
power.  He  did  not  sa^  that  they  ought 
to  be  inserted  in  the  Bill,  but  he  had  ao 
doubt  that  Lord  Carnarvon  would  havt 
them  inserted  in  the  agreements  with 
the  Colonies.  There  were  psinciplM 
which  England  could  not  give  up,  and 
the  Colomes  must  not  suppose  that  if 
they  disregarded  those  principles  they 
would  be  left  to  themselves.  Our  Im- 
perial position  would  not  allow  it,  and 
the  more  frtmk  and  open  we  were  oa 
this  subject  with  the  Colonies  the  better. 
There  was  the  principle  that  slavexy  vis 
not  in  any  way  whatever  to  be  renewed. 
It  was  not  as  unnecessary  to  make  that 
statement,  as  some  people  might  top- 
pose,  because  slavery  might  exist  al- 
though not  mentioned  by  name.  He 
believed  that  among  the  Kaffirs  there  ex- 
isted a  most  disg^raceful  woman  slavery, 
a  man  having  the  right  to  bqy  and  sdl 
his  wives ;  and  it  was  important  that  is 
our  wish  to  act  justly  towards  the 
Natives  by  governing  them  accordiag 
to  Native  law  such  a  point  as  that 
should  not  be  overlooked.  Leaving 
the  question  of  slaveir,  he  was  sort 
they  would  all  admit  that  there  ought 
to  be  social  equality  independentlj  of 
race  and  colour.  A  Native,  for  instance, 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  hold  land,  whk^ 
he  was  now  debarred  from  doing  in  om 
or  two  of  the  States.  As  to  the  frmndiiie, 
it  was,  no  doubt,  a  matter  of  great  diffi- 
culty. The  first  idea  that  occurred  to 
his  mind  in  connection  with  this  suhjeci 
was  that  the  frtmchise  ought  to  be  givea 
indiscriminately.  A  cok>ur  franchiie 
was  to  him  a  most  repulsive  thing. 
On  the  other  hand,  a  large  proportioa 
of  the  coloured  men  were  undouhtedlj 
savages,  and  it  was  dear  we  oould  &o< 
give  them  all  votes.    If  we  were  to  hare 
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a  franchise  without  distmctioii  of  race 
or  colour,  it  would  require  to  be  a  very 
high  one  both  as  regarded  property 
and  education — so  high,  indeed,  that  it 
might  exclude  a  great  many  of  the 
Whites.  He  did  not  know  that  there 
would  be  any  great  harm  in  that ;  but 
still  the  question  would  hare  to  be 
faced.  One  of  the  best  conditions  to 
attach  to  an  indiscriminate  franchise 
would,  he  thought,  be  a  knowledge  of 
either  the  English  or  the   Dutch  lan- 

fuage.  Such  a  test,  at  all  events, 
ad  been  found  adyantaffeous  in  New 
Zealand.  But  although  lie  suggested 
these  considerations  to  the  Hoiise,  he 
hoped  hon.  Members  would  not  sup- 
TOse  that  it  was  impossible  for  tne 
Natives  to  take  part  m  a  representa- 
tive system  of  Government.  On  the 
contrary,  Natives  in  South  Africa  had 
votes  at  this  moment ;  and,  for  aught  he 
ew,  might  be  Members  of  the  Legis- 
lature, like  the  Natives  in  New  Zealand, 
a  very  able  speech  by  one  of  whom  he 
had  road  that  very  morning.  He  thought 
that  in  the  matter  of  the  franchise  they 
ought  to  aim  at  two  things — first,  that 
they  should  look  forward  to  the  time  when 
the  qualification  for  the  franchise  should 
be  independent  of  race  or  colour — and, 
secondly,  that  as  long  as  any  portion  of 
the  population  by  reason  of  their  being 
savages  were  excluded  from  poHticiu 
rights  there  should  be  some  representa- 
tion of  their  interests  in  the  Colonial 
Assembly  —  some  guarantee  that  their 
interests  should  not  be  disregarded.  No 
man,  he  believed,  was  more  anxious  to 
arrive  at  that  result  than  Lord  Carnar- 
von, although  some  words  in  a  despatch 
of  his  to  Sir  Henry  Barkly  in  December, 
1876,  seemed  capable  of  a  somewhat 
different  construction.  The  noble  Lord, 
speaking  of  the  question  of  the  fran- 
onise  in  South  Anica  as  one  of  special 
difficulty,  said  he  was  disposed  to  think 
that,  until  the  civilization  of  the  Natives 
throuflrhout  South  Africa  had  made  con- 
siderable progress,  it  would  be  desirable 
that  they  should  not  have  direct  repre- 
sentation in  the  Legislative  Assembly  of 
the  Union,  although  they  might  in  some 
cases  be  idlowed  to  vote  for  members  of 
the  Provincial  Councils;  but  he  (Mr. 
Forster)  trusted  those  words  had  been 
penned  by  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
without  due  consideration.  He  could 
not  help  fearing  that  Sir  Theophilus 
Shepstone,  in  declaring  that  the  Natives 
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of  the  Transvaal  were  not  to  have  equal 
rights  with  the  Whites,  had  been  some- 
what indiscreet.  If  he  meant  that  they 
ought  not  to  have  votes  immediately,  he 
was  right ;  but  if  he  meant  that  they 
were  not  ultimately  to  have  equal  rights 
with  the  Whites,  he  went  too  far.  He 
trusted  that  although  we  had  arrived 
at  a  late  period  of  the  Session,  the  House 
would  approach  the  discussion  of  the 
subject  with  all  that  consideration  due 
to  so  important  a  measure,  in  the  hope 
that  out  of  it  might. come  a  Bill  which 
was  calculated  to  promote  the  interests 
of  such  a  large  portion  of  Her  Majesty's 

subjects.         

Me.  E.  JENKINS,  who  had  a  Notice 
on  the  Paper  to  move — 

"  That  this  Hoom,  while  approving  generally 
of  the  principles  of  this  BUT,  and  of  the  Con- 
federation of  Colonies  which  are  contiguous  and 
associated  in  interest,  regrets  that  no  effectual 
reason  has  been  given  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment why  the  initiation  of  a  scheme  of 
Confederation  should  proceed  from  the  Imperial 
Oovemment,  and  not  from  the  Colonies  them- 
selvet," 

said,  he  regretted  that  the  discussion 
had  taken  so  wide  a  range  as  partly  to 
conceal  from  public  view  the  importance 
of  the  question  which  had  been  raised 
when  the  scheme  of  confederation  was 
brought  before  the  House.  At  that 
moment  the  Government  appeared  before 
the  House  with  a  Bill  in  which  the  in- 
terests not  only  of  the  future  of  the 
Colony  immediately  concerned  were  in- 
volved, but  possibly  the  interests  of  this 
great  Empi^  inaLuch  as  the  princi- 
pies  it  embodied  might  be  adopted  in 
the  case  of  groups  or  Colonies  in  other 
parts  of  the  world  than  South  Africa. 
As  one  who  had  given  a  ereat  deal  of 
attention  to  questions  of  Colonial  policy, 
he  felt  that  they  owed  a  great  debt  of 
gratitude  to  Lord  Carnarvon  for  the 
spirit  and  the  ability  with  which  he  had 
conducted  the  Colonial  policy  of  this 
countrv.  The  noble  Earl  brought  to  it 
not  only  ability,  but  that  sincere  desire 
to  maintain  the  connection  between  this 
countrv  and  our  Colonies  which  would 
alone  lead  to  a  wholesome  and  healthy 
administration  of  our  Colonies.  And 
when  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Courtnev) 
found  fault  with  the  noble  Earl  he  should 
have  remembered  that  the  difficulties 
the  Department  now  laboured  under 
were,  to  a  great  extent,  the  legacy  left 
by  previous  Governments.   Former  Colo- 
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nial  Secretaries,  in  dealing  with  ques- 
tions of  the  utmost  importance  to  suc- 
ceeding generations  of  Colonists,  had 
hastily  come  to  decisions  which  were 
afterwards  found  to  be  serious  mistakes 
of  policy.  The  result  was  that  the  Colo- 
nial Office  was  now  but  an  imperfect 
organization.  It  had  not  a  sufficient 
staff  of  officials  to  conduct  the  business 
of  the  Office  properly.  Hon.  Members 
had  again  and  again  been  able  to  pro- 
vide the  Colonial  Office  with  information 
which  it  ought  to  hare  been  in  posses- 
sion of  long  before.  When  the  Gfovem- 
ment  had  a  period  of  leisure  therefore 
he  hoped  they  would  turn  their  attention 
to  the  re-organization  of  the  Colonial 
Office  with  a  view  to  systematize  it  on 
something  like  a  ereat  Imperial  prin- 
ciple. With  regard  to  the  action  of  Sir 
Theophilus  Shepstone,  after  reading  the 
despatch  in  which  Lord  Carnarvon  con- 
veyed his  instructions  to  that  gentleman, 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  present  ad- 
ministrator of  the  Transvaal  was  free 
from  any  suspicion  of  having  exceeded 
his  powers.  While  cordially  agreeing 
with  the  principle  of  that  Bill,  he 
thought  the  manner  in  which  those  pro- 
ceedings were  initiated  was  open  to 
criticism.  He  regretted  that  in  moving 
the  second  reading  of  the  measure  the 
Under  Secretary  had  not  shown  what 
were  the  grounds  on  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  acted  in  under- 
taking that  initiative.  Ghranting  that  it 
was  legal  and  constitutional  for  them  to 
have  done  so,  it  might  not  have  been 
expedient.  He  knew  that  the  Colonies 
were  jealous,  and  that  once  they  ob- 
tained responsible  Government  they 
seemed  ungrateftdly  to  lose  sight  of  the 
interests  of  the  Empire  to  which  they 
belonged,  trying  to  get  as  much  as  they 
could  and  to  give  as  little  as  possible  in 
return.  That,  however,  he  believed, 
was  the  result  in  a  great  degree  of  a  re- 
action from  the  tone  and  spirit  of  the 
past  administration  of  the  Colonial  Office. 
Lord  Carnarvon  said  that  the  isolation 
of  those  Colonies  from  each  other,  the 
diversity  of  occupations  in  which  those 
who  were  developing  such  new  countries 
were  absorbed,  the  existence  in  them  in 
some  cases  of  questions  as  to  their 
boundaries,  and  other  causes  had  re- 
tarded that  approximation  between  them 
which  was  so  much  to  be  desired. 
These,  he  thought,  were  hardly  adequate 
reasons  for  the  Colonial  Office  Govem- 

Mr.  H.  Jenkins 


ment  in  that  particular  ease  now  takag 
the  initiative  in  bringing  about  a  xaasj 
of  action  and  a  harmony  of  interal  b^ 
tween  those  different  Colonies.  A  more 
legitimate  ground  for  it,  thon^  <n« 
which  could  scarcely  be  given  m  a  d«» 
spatch,  was  that  the  varie^  and  coidi£- 
cation  of  the  ^ueetions  whith.  aroae  in 
the  South  African  GK)vemment8  as  re- 
garded their  relations  towards  eadi  odicr 
and  towards  the  Native  races  occupied 
so  much  of  the  time  of  the  Colonial  Offioe 
that  it  could  not  undertake  the  nroper 
management  of  those  Colonies,  and  most 
therefore  get  rid  of  the  responabifity  of 
settling  wose  oomnlicatea  issoes  and 
shift  it  to  the  Colonial  Governments 
themselves.  It  must  be  admitted  that 
whatever  was  to  become  of  our  Cokmies, 
if  those  poor  and  ignorant  creatures  the 
Natives  were  left  to  the  tender  mercies 
of  the  Colonists  they  might  find  them- 
selves subjected  to  idl  sorts  of  hardship 
and  wrong.  Though  Mr.  Fronde's  mis- 
sion was  badly  conceived,  he  did  not 
thinkit  had  been  badly  carried  ont.  Hs 
went  out,  but  not  as  a  Special  Oonnnis- 
sioner.  But,  after  all,  if  the  Govern- 
ment was  in  error  in  initiating  the  pro- 
ceeding before  the  time  and  the  drcom- 
stances  were  ripe  for  it,  yet,  looking  at 
the  present  position  of  things,  he  did 
not  think  the  House  for  that  reason 
ought  to  take  hostile  action  against  this 
Bin.  He  thought  that  more  good  than 
harm  would  come  of  this  BilL  The 
question  was  whether  the  general  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  and  the  principles  upon 
which  they  were  based  were  snch  as  that 
House  could  approve  of?  The  provi- 
sions were  the  same  as  in  flie  Caziadna 
Act,  which  was  the  result  of  a  great 
deal  of  consideration,  and  under  which 
the  Dominion  Confederation  was  brouht 
about.  On  these  groimds  he  hoped  ttal 
the  House  would  allow  the  QormmttA 
to  proc^  with  the  Bill,  to  whidi  hs 
intended  to  give  his  cordial  support 

Sir  HENkY  HOLLAND :  We  have 
travelled  somewhat  from  the  original 
Motion  before  us  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  €^eorge  CampbeO); 
but  .it  may  save  time  if  we  deal  at  ones 
with  his  Motion  and  that  of  the  hen. 
Member  for  Dundee,  and  I  will  addrass 
myself  first  to  the  latter  Motion.    The 

Soint  that  he  has  made  was  raised  and 
iscussed  in  the  Cape  Parliament,  and  I 
will  read  to  the  House  the  brief  but 
complete  answer  made  by  Lord  Caznax^ 
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TOO  in  hit  despatch  of  JoIt  15,  1875,  in 
whddi  he  pointB  out,  first,  uiat  he  cannot 
too  distinctly  protest  against  any  such 
doctrine  as  tnat  Her  Majesty's  Gk>Tem- 
ment,  in  courteously  inviting  a  g^ronp  of 
O>lonial  Gkiremments  and  independent 
States  to  deliberate  upon  questions  of 
common  interest,  infHnge  the  rights  of  a 
Ooremment  should  it  not  approve  of 
the  invitation ;  and,  secondly,  that  Her 
Majesty's  (Government  are  alone  in  a 
position  to  invite  communities  wholly 
independent  of  each  other  to  meet 
and  to  confer.  I  ask  the  House  to 
consider  this  question  of  Oonfederation, 
not  only  from  the  Oolonial  point  of 
view,  as  affecting  Oolonial  interests,  but 
from  the  Imperial  point  of  view,  and  to 
see  how  deeply  it  affects  the  Empire  as 
a  whole.  If  Oonfederation  strengthens 
the  Oolonies,  develops  their  resources, 
and  makes  them  more  self-reliant,  the 
Empire  is  strengthened,  and  gains  in 
proportion.  It  is  hardly  disputed  that 
XTmon  gives  strength  by  united  action ; 
but  there  are  other  advantages  arising 
fktmi  Oonfederation,  which  I  will  briefly 
point  out.  First,  by  Oonfederation  we 
gain  nnilormity  of  legislation  upon  all 
the  most  important  questions  affecting 
the  Oonfedentted  Oolonies,  whether  as 
regards  their  relations  between  the 
Mother  Oountry  and  foreign  countries, 
or  as  regards  their  internal  and  social 
development  and  improvement.  Secondly, 
Oonfederation  tends  to  raise  up  a  school 
of  statesmen  and  legislators,  who  by 
their  position  are  required  to  take  a 
larger  and  more  liberal  view  of  the  im- 
portant matters  submitted  to  them.  The 
legislators  of  a  Oentral  Legislature  are 
raised  above  the  smaller  questions  and 
disputes  which  prevail  in  a  Provincial 
Assembly — their  political  areais  widened 
— and  their  sense  of  the  grave  responsi- 
bility imposed  upon  them  is  increased. 
And,  thiraly,  to  those  who  like  myself, 
and  I  believe  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  hope  to 
see  these  great  outlying  Dependencies 
linked  more  closely  to  the  Mother  Ooun- 
try by  some  kind  of  direct  representa- 
^  tion.  Confederation  affords  the  only 
chance  of  our  seeing  that  hope  realized. 
You  cannot  have  20  or  30  small  Councils 
and  AsMmblies  represented  here;  but 
link  together  in  Confederation  the  West 
India  Islands,  as  you  have  linked  the 
North-Americaa  Frovinees  ;^oin  to- 
gether the  Sooth  African  States;  the 


fi;reat  Australasian  Oolonies;  and  per- 
haps our  other  Eastern  Odonies,  and  you 
have  four  or  five  Oentral  Legislatures, 
which  might,  at  some  future  time,  be 
directly  represented  here.  This  may  be 
an  "  airy  nothing ; "  a  dream ;  but  Con- 
federation alone  can  give  it  ''  a  local 
habitation  and  a  name."  Now,  if  this 
was  Lord  Carnarvon's  view  of  Confedera- 
tion and  its  advantages,  Imperial  and 
Colonial,  why  should  he  not  suggest  to 
these  South  African  States  and  Colonies 
the  consideration  of  the  subject  ?  That 
it  was,  and  is,  his  view,  is  clearly  shown 
in  his  Despatches  and  in  his  speech  to 
the  Conference  which  met  herein  Ix)ndon. 
His  manner  of  raising  the  question  has 
been  found  fault  with ;  but  a  reference 
to  his  Despatch  of  May  4th,  1875,  will 
show  how  moderately  he  proceeded. 
He  suggested  a  Conference  at  the  Cape 
upon  several  important  questions,  in- 
cluding the  Native  question,  and  then 
he  ad<& — 

'*  If  in  the  free  exchange  of  communioationfl 
between  the  representatives  of  the  different 
States  concerned,  the  all-important  question  of 
a  possible  Union  of  South  Ahioa  in  some  form 
of  oonfederation  should  arise,  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment  will  readily  give  their  earnest  and 
their  favourable  attention  to  any  suggestions 
that  may  be  made." 

What  could  be  more  moderate,  what 
less  calculated  to  g^ve  offence  even  to 
the  most  sensitive  ?  How  was  his  pro- 
posal received?  True,  that  the  Uape 
Cabinet,  under  a  misapprehension  of  his 
meaning,  resented  the  suggestion  of  a 
Conference,  as  an  interference  with  re- 
sponsible Government.  They  feared, 
also,  from  a  suggestion  he  made  as  to 
the  sending  a  Bepresentative  to  the  Con- 
ference from  the  Eastern  Province  of  the 
Cape  Colony,  that  he  intended  to  advo- 
cate a  separation  of  the  East  and 
West  Provinces.  These  misapprehensions 
must  have  been  removed  by  the  frank 
statements  given  in  subsequent  de- 
spatches. But  how  was  the  Earl  of  Car- 
narvon's proposal  received  elsewhere? 
The  assent  in  the  Colony  was  almost 
universal.  Sir  Henry  Barkly  writes  on 
October  20,  1876— "The  feeling  of  the 
oountry  is  loudly  expressed  in  most  dis- 
tricts m  favour  of  the  Conference,  and 
the  yearning  of  the  colonists  of  Dutch 
descent  for  re-union  with  their  kinsfolk 
beyond  the  Orange  River  has  been 
powerfully  excited."  The  Legislative 
Council  of  the  Cape  passed  a  resolution 
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Appreciating  the  deep  interest  taken  by 
the  Earl  of  Carnarvon  in  the  welfare  of 
South  Africa.  The  Legislatare  of  Natal 
agreed  to  the  Conference,  and  desired 
Confederation.  The  Executive  Council 
of  the  Orange  Free  State  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Transvaal  concurred  in  the 
enlightened  sentiments  expressed  by  his 
Lordship,  and  stated  their  sense  of 
the  interest  he  took  in  South  Africa. 
I  think  the  House  will  agree  that  the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon  was  justified  in  what 
he  did.  Turning,  then,  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  I 
admit  the  importance  of  discussion,  but 
I  must  a^ain  press  on  the  House  the 
urgency  of  this  Bill.  I  must  also  enter 
my  strongest  protest  against  his  unpro- 
voked and  unjustifiable  attack  upon  Sir 
Henry  Barkly.  I  can  testify,  from  my  ex- 
perience at  the  Colonial  Office,  that  Sir 
Henry  was  most  humane  in  his  treatment 
of  Native  races,  most  anxious  to  pro- 
mote their  welfare,  and  to  protect  tnem 
against  harsh  legislation.  The  Motion  is 
not  strictly  applicable  to  this  Bill,  which 
is  not  a  measure  for  establishing  a 
solf-goveming  Federation.  Broad  prin- 
ciples are  established  to  assist  the  Colo- 
nies and  States,  and  to  show  them  where 
and  how  far  the  Imperial  Government 
would  interfere  in  settling  the  details  of 
Confederation.  But  an  Order  in  Council 
is  necessary  to  establish  a  Federation. 
Again,  what  is  meant  by  ''direct  pro- 
vision for  a  settlement."  If  it  means  a 
''final"  settlement,  the  Motion  is  inex- 
pedient and  impracticable.  The  cir- 
cumstances of  each  case  are  not  only  now 
various,  but  are  constantly  varying. 
Some  Natives  are  far  advanced  in  civi- 
lization, and  habits  of  peace  and  order ; 
some  are  in  a  far  more  backward  state. 
If  it  does  not  mean  a  "final"  settle- 
ment, what  better  plan  can  be  suggested 
than  that  provided  in  the  Bill?  We 
must  trust  some  one  to  settle  details. 
Parliament  could  not  undertake  the 
matter.  They  have  no  means  of  ac- 
quiring the  necessary  information  upon 
this  most  difficult  question.  But  Her 
Majesty's  Government  can  by  official 
and  confidential  information  and  Be- 
ports,  by  discussion  at  Conferences  and 
interviews,  place  themselves  in  a  posi- 
tion to  judge  the  details  set  before  them. 
I  trust  the  Government  will  accept  the 
limitation  of  five  years  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford,  but 
during  that  time  you  must,  trust  Her 

Sir  Henry  Holland 


Majesty's  Goyemment.  Be£ne  Con- 
federation they  will  have  full  ooaunaad 
over  the  mode  of  dealing  with  the  Nstrre 
question,  and  treatment  of  NativM.  aa 
it  rests  with  them  to  advise  Her  Ms- 
jesty  to  issue  or  withhold  the  Order  in 
Council.  After  Confederation,  they  re- 
serve power  to  Her  Majesty  to  veto 
laws  on  Natives  and  Native  affairs,  aad 
that  veto  will  be  exerdaed  carefidly,  aa 
it  has  been  in  other  oases. 

Mb.  PABNELL,  having  put  a  Notk* 
on  the  Paper  for  the  rejection  of  tha 
Committee  on  this  Bill,  wished  to  ax- 
plain  how  it  happened  that  one  who  had 
identified  himself  with  the  Federation  d 
Ireland  should  oppose  the  ConfederaticB 
of  the  South  African  States  and  Colo- 
nies ?  The  difference  between  the  two 
cases  was  that  Ireland  desired  Federa- 
tion, while  the  Confederation  of  these 
States  was  sought,  not  by  the  Cokmirta* 
but  by  the  Imperial  Gbvemment  for  ita 
own  interests.  He  denied  that  in  intro- 
ducing the  Bill  the  Gk>vemment  had  any 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  Cokniea. 
They  sent  a  distinguished  historian  (Mr. 
Froude)  to  South  Africa  to  induce  the 
Colonists,  if  he  could,  to  assent  to  tha 
scheme,  and  if  he  oould  not,  to  compd 
them  by  some  legerdemain,  to  do  ao ; 
but  in  that  he  failed,  as  the  Colonxata 
did  not  want  what  was  offered  to  tbem. 
History  showed  that  England  always 
neglected  the  interests  of  her  Coloniaa. 
She  annexed  Fiji  for  example,  than  in- 
troduced the  measles,  and  then  taxed  tha 
people  to  pay  the  expense  of  the  annexa- 
tion. The  Bill  was  a  specious  one,  fo 
while  it  affected  to  have  Federation  for 
its  object,  it  struck  at  the  principle  of 
Federation,  and  destroyed  the  powers  of 
the  local  LegislatiTe  Assemblies.  It  had 
been  argued  among  other  thinga  agaisat 
the  restoration  to  Ireland  of  ita  natrra 
Parliament  that,  in  that  event,  it  would 
be  impossible  to  define  what  mattatt 
pertained  to  the  local,  and  what  per- 
tained to  the  Imperial  Parliament ;  Dot, 
in  that  respect.  Her  Majeety'a  Go- 
vernment showed  a  remarkable  incon- 
sistency in  dealing  with  these  South  Af- 
rican Colonies,  because  by  this 


they  did  define  those  matters,  and  ap- 
peared to  find  no  difficulty  about  it.  Ha 
refused  to  support  this  Bill,  becaoae  there 
was  no  proof  that  the  South  Aftn^ia^ 
Colonies  desired  the  proposed  Confedera- 
tion, and  because  he  maintained  that 
any  Confederation  of  the  kind  ought  to 
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the  Tolantary  and  spontaneous,  and  not 
I  forced.  The  bon.  Member  referred  to 
the  relations  that  existed  between  tbe 
Irish  and  the  Eneb'sb,  and  between  the 
Blacks  and  the  Whites  in  America,  to 
show  the  difficulties  that  might  arise  in 
establishing  a  Constitution  among  these 
South  African  (Tolonies.  He  protested, 
in  the  interest  of  the  Colonies,  and  in 
the  interest  of  the  Business  of  the 
House,  against  the  Bill  bein^  proceeded 
with  at  this  period  of  the  Session.  It 
would  not  become  law  this  year  if  the 
Ooremment  was  determined,  as  had 
been  announced,  that  the  House  should 
rise  on  the  9th  of  August.  Even  sup- 
posing there  were  constant  Sittings,  the 
measure  could  not  be  properly  discussed 
before  the  end  of  September.  Therefore, 
he  ventured  to  speak  in  the  interests  of 
Public  Business,  as  well  as  of  the  Colo- 
nists, when  he  asked  Her  Majesty's  Gk>- 
yemment  not  to  waste  any  more  time  on 
the  numerous  Amendments  that  would 
have  to  be  made  in  this  Bill,  but  to  lay 
aside  this  scheme  of  Mr.  Fronde's  and 
Lord  Carnarvon's  for  Confederation, 
which  was  not  necessary,  which  was  not 
wanted  by  the  Colonists,  and  which 
oould  not  be  carried  out  during  the 
dying  days  of  the  Session. 

Mb.  0*D0NN£LL  said,  he  concurred 
to  a  large  extent  with  the  views  ex- 
pressed by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Meath.  There  was  an  air  of  unreality 
about  the  Bill,  and  considering  its  per- 
missive and  almost  fancy  character,  it 
seemed  to  him  most  inopportune  that  they 
should  be  called  upon  at  so  late  a  period 
of  the  Session  to  legislate  upon  a  Bill 
affecting  so  important  a  subject.  It  an- 
swered no  want,  was  demanded  by  no 
interest — it  was  the  mere  emanation  of 
the  brain  of  the  Colonial  Secretary. 
There  was  no  proof  whatever  that  the 
people  of  South  Africa  were  in  favour 
of  this  Bill.  No  meeting  of  the  people 
^  of  that  country  had  been  held  on  the 
subject.  They  had  nothing  before  them 
but  the  sensational  declaration  of  Mr. 
Froude,  the  statement  of  Sir  Henry 
Barkly,  and  the  dictatorial  assertion  of 
Lord  Carnarvon,  that  the  people  of 
South  Africa  were  favourable  to  this 
proposed  Federation  scheme  of  the  Oo- 
vemment.  All  the  information  they  had 
on  the  subject  pointed  to  the  fact  that 
the  population  of  South  Africa  were  not 
ripe  for  the  power  of  self-government 
which  it  was  proposed  by  this  Bill  to  con- 


fer upon  them.  He  could  not  understand 
the  motives  that  influenced  the  Govern- 
ment in  giving  Federal  legislative  power 
to  the  population  of  South  Africa  in  the 
way  contemplated  by  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  He  was  almost  tempted  to  sus- 
pect that  the  real  object  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  burlesque  and  discredit  the 
principle  of  Federation.  There  was  a 
count^,  very  near  to  the  shores  of  Eng- 
land, that  annually  asked  to  have  the 
privilege  of  self-government — not  for 
the  purpose  of  separating  itself  from  the 
Empire,  but  to  prove  its  desire  to  be 
loyal  and  true  to  the  governing  Power — 
yet  Her  Majesty's  Government  mani- 
fested its  direct  hostility  even  to  consider 
that  question,  which  had  been  shown  to 
be  one  of  such  deep  interest  to  the 
people  of  the  country  to  whom  he  had 
referred.  He  could  not,  at  all  events, 
conceive  how  they  could  consistently 
grant  those  extensive  powers  of  self- 
government  to  South  Africa  and  refuse 
Home  Rule  to  Ireland.  The  hon. 
Member  was  proceeding  in  this  line  of 

argument,  when 

Mb.  BIGGAE  moved  that  the  House 
be  counted. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  being  found  present 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  resumed,  having 
spoken  less  that  15  minutes,  amid  the 
marked  impatience  of  the  House,  which 
was  again  reduced  to  a  few  Members, 
saying  that  his  position  reminded  him 
of  the  story  of  Dean  Swift  and  his 
sexton,  when 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  called  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  Order,  directing  him  to  confine 
himself  to  the  Question  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  thought 
he  was  confining  himself  to  the  Ques- 
tion, and  was  apparently  proceeding  to 
comment  upon  the  several  clauses  of  the 
Bill,  when 

Mb.  speaker  again  called  the  hon. 
Member  to  Order.  He  was  not  at 
liberty  to  comment  upon  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill  upon  the  Motion  for  going  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  again  resumed, 
bogging  to  assure  the  Shaker  that  he 
had  misunderstood  his  remarks,  and 
proceeded  to  arg^e  that,  whereas  the 
South  African  Colonies  had  progressed 
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without  confederation,  the  condition  of 
Ireland  had  deteriorated  in  consequence 
of  the  loss  of  her  separate  Parliament, 
and  he  very  much  doubted,  accordingly, 
whether  a  pure  zeal  for  local  prosperity 
wa&  at  the  bottom  of  the  Goyemment 
measure,  when 

Majob  O'GOEMAN  again  moTed  that 
the  House  be  counted. 

Mr.  speaker,  howerer,  imme- 
diately said  that  40  Members  were  pre- 
sent, and  it  was  unnecessary  to  count. 

Mk.   O'DONNELL  proceeded  —  the 
hon.  Member  was  understood  to  say  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  declared 
their  undying  enmity  to  the  Federation 
of  the  Slavonic  States  of  Turkey,  with 
which  they  had  no  sympathy,  and  yet 
they  proclaimed  it  in  reference  to  the 
Eepublic  of  the  Transvaal,  which  they 
proposed  to  annex  to  themselves.  What 
had  the  Republic  of  the  Transvaal  done 
to  provoke  this  policy  of  conipulsory 
Federation,  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  British  nation  had  not  al- 
ready done  themselves  in  getting  footing 
in  South  Africa,  and  in  afi  places  which 
they  had   annexed?     But   the   South 
Africans  did  not  want  the  Federalism 
which  the  British  Government  so  plau- 
sibly, so  smoothly,  and  with  such  large 
promises  of  happiness,  tried  to  induce 
them  to  accept.    It  was  an  attempt  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  at  the  forcible 
annexation  of  an  independent  State  of 
South  Africa  under  pretence  of  a  Federal 
arrangement.    But  there  was  another 
point  which  deserved  the  most  serious 
consideration,   and  which  in  all  other 
countries  would  receive  that  considera- 
tion.    He  referred  to  the  fact  that  the 
forcible  annexation  of  the  independent 
Republics  of  South  Africa  had  taken 
place  in  a  time  of  peace,  and  in  viola- 
tion of  the  most  solemn  covenants  en- 
tered into  by  Her  Majesty's  (Jovem- 
ment.     On  the  Continent  of  Europe  this 
transaction  had  been  spoken  of  in  terms 
very  different  from  the  smooth  and  airy 
sentences  in  which  the  Representatives 
of  the  Government  had  introduced  the 
subject  to  the  House.    He  held  in  his 
hand  copies  of   Protests  against    this 
annexation  drawn  up  and  signed   by 
most  eminent  Corporations  of  that  old 
home  of  liberty,  the  ancient  Republic  of 
.       the  United  Provinces.  One  of  them  was 
V      signed  by  the  Professors  of  Leyden  and 
Utrecht,  headed  by  the  Professor  of  In- 
^    ternational  Law,  and  another  was  signed 
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by  an  eDormons  number  of  tlie 
of  religion  in  Holland.    Those 
denounced  the  intended 
an  odious  attempt  and  act  of  brigandac* 
that   ought    to    be   branded    and   d»> 
nounced,  and  as  the  people  oi  the  frva 
Dutch  State  they  appealed  to  the  fnm 
people  of  England  against  it    Tlie  pi^ 
posal,  they  said,  waa  a  violatka  of  the 
guarantees  given  to  the  South  Afri— m 
Republic  in  the  name  of  the  TTiitidh 
Crown.    The  Transvaal  B^mUk  hftd 
had  to  struggle  on  under  innnmetaUe 
difficulties,  and  now  there  would  haswm 
been  no  danger  to  it  but  for  the  intngnee 
which  had  been  carried  on  for  the  ^gmi* 
pose  of  overthrowing  it.    Awroniing  that 
the  Gbvemment  had  a  right  to  declare 
war  against  the  Transvaal    Bepublio, 
there  was  a  vast  difference  between  the 
just  limitation  that  ahould  be  impowd 
after  a  righteous  war,  and  the  needleM 
exaction  of  unjust  oonditiona.     So^Ktse 
the  Swiss  Republic  became  daagearovs 
to  the  German  Empire,  it  woiud  be 
justifiable  that  the  cause  of  distiirbaiice 
should  be  removed ;  but  no  paUio  mo- 
rality would  be  held  to  jastirf  the  Ger- 
man Government  in  blottiag  imt  thai 
sovereign  State  of  Europe,  and  it  would 
not  be  justifiable  that   die  Transvaal 
State  should  be  blotted  out  bv  the  l&g- 
lish  Government.  What  would  they  cay 
if  the  United  States  of  America  were 
to  talk  of  annexing  and  federaHnag 
Jamaica.      Already  the  boundariee  « 
Her    Majesty's  Government  in  South 
Africa   were  not   very   far    from    the 
Equator;    and    how    did   they  extend 
them?   By  overcoming  the  various  races 
and  annexing   their   territcnriea.     Hie 
manner   in    which  England  got    pos- 
session of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  was 
well  known.  In  fact,  the  British  GkvTera* 
ment,  which  accused  the  Dutch  of  de» 
spoiling  the  Natives,  had  never  tlMoghi 
it  incumbent  upon  them  to  sive  back  to 
the  Natives  aznr  portion  of  the  Dotdi 
acquisitions.     It  was  a  safe  morslity 
which  denounced  the  robbers,  but  ksfit 
the  stolen  goods.    If  the  Qovenmeal 
believed  that  their  conduct  in  this  an- 
nexation of  an  independent  foreign  State 
was  justifiable,  he  invited  them  to  esta- 
blish their  assertion  before  a  ^oeid  of 
Sover6ifi;ns,  or  to  refer  it  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  civilized  world.    But  ihmt 
were  conscious  that  befine  suoh  a  tri- 
bunal they  would  ful  to  make  out  their 
justification.    Perhaps»  ooiMtderiaig  tlM 
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recent  histozy  of  Europe,  they  might 
not  be  aTerae  to  referring  the  matter  to 
the  Emperor  of  Russia  fer  his  Imperial 
and  impartial  decision.  He  trusted  that 
the  juogment  of  the  English  people 
"would  on  this  question  be  on  the  side 
of  right  and  justice ;  and  he  called 
upon  them  to  undo  an  act  of  injustice. 
[The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member,  which 
occupied,  one  hour  and  twenty-fiye 
minutes  was  spoken  amid  ereat  in- 
attention and  confusion,  arising  from 
continued  cries  of  ''  Order !  "  and 
"  Question ! "  the  interruption  of  several 
''counts,"  and  the  distraction  arising 
from  the  assembling  and  dispersion  of 
Members  on  each  occasion.] 

Mb.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  he  was  a  sup- 
porter of  the  Bill,  and  had  no  desire  to 
delay  its  passing  by  any  unnecessary 
talk.  Still,  he  mought  some  further 
discussion  than  there  had  been  on  the 
second  reading  was  not  only  desirable, 
but  necessary.  It  was  an  accusation 
repeatedly  made  against  the  House  in 
the  Colonies  and  in  India,  that  while 
personal  questions  and  paltry  matters  of 
Fririlege  attracted  large  audiences  and 
excited  much  interest,  important  projects 
affecting  the  welfare  of  millions  of  their 
fellow-citizens  in  distant  Dependencies 
were  only  curtly  considered  in  the  pre- 
sence of  a  small  assembly  of  Members. 
The  force  of  this  complaint  was  made 
manifest  in  the  languia  debate  they  bad 
had  a  fortnight  affo.  A  more  complete 
consideration  of  the  Bill,  therefore,  was 
required,  both  for  the  credit  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  for  the  interests  of  those  who 
were  to  be  affected  by  it.  The  conten- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  was,  that  the 
GoTcmment  of  the  Transvaal  ought  to 
be  maintained,  because  it  acted  as  a 
buffer  between  the  Cape  Colony  and  the 
warlike  and  semi-ciyilized  Natives  in  the 
North.  If  this  were  the  case,  it  would 
be  an  arg^ument — not  a  conclusive  one, 
but  still  an  argument — in  favour  of  his 
hon.  Friend's  Kesolution,  but  he  did  not 
read  the  facts  in  that  way.  They  pre- 
sented themselves  to  his  mind  in  another 
light,  and  as  tending  in  an  exactly  op- 
posite direction.  The  spring  of  the 
Duffer  had  been  broken,  and  ito  elasti- 
city, if  it  ever  had  any,  had  been  de- 
stroyed. The  Oovemment  of  the  Trans- 
vaal was  in  a  hopeless  state  of  insolvency. 
There  was  civil  discord  within  its  boun- 
dariesi  and  war,  that  threatened  to  be  a 


war  of  extermination,  without.  The 
Administration  was  not  only  in  a  state  of 
confusion,  but  of  chaos.  President 
Burgers  declared  in  the  last  speech  he 
delivered  to  the  Yolksraad,  that  the 
people  had  lost  confidence  in  the  Oo- 
vemment, faith  in  themselves,  and  trust 
in  each  other.  That  authoritative  state- 
ment did  not  comport  with  much  that 
had  been  affirmed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  0*Donnell).  The 
question  at  issue  had  been  mystified  by 
an  unnecessary  amount  of  words.  It 
really  lay  in  a  small  space.  It  could  be 
soon  stated,  and  very  easily  understood. 
Upwards  of  30  years  ago,  a  number  of 
Dutch  settlers  at  the  Cape  of  Oood  Hope 
migrated  beyond  the  Yaal  Biver.  Their 
independence  was  recognized  by  the 
English  Government  at  a  conference 
held  at  Sand  Biver  in  1852.  Commis- 
sioners representing  England,  and  dele- 
gates from  the  Boers  met  at  that  time, 
and  the  conditions  of  separation  were 
agreed  upon.  It  was  incorrect  to  state 
that  England  accorded  the  people  of  the 
Transvaal  the  absolute  right  of  Sove- 
reignty. Anyone  referring  to  the  cor- 
respondence that  took  place  at  the  time, 
would  see  that  the  rights  accorded  to  the 
emigrants  were  more  covered  by  the 
new-fangled  word  autonomy,  than  by 
that  of  supreme  authority.  The  point 
was  scarcely  material  to  the  question, 
but  in  view  of  what  had  been  said  by 
the  previous  Speaker,  it  was  right  that 
they  should  recollect  that  such  were  the 
conditions  under  which  the  Transvaal 
Government  was  formed.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Liskeard  strove 
to  excite  commiseration  for  these  Dutch- 
men by  telling  the  House  that  they  de- 
clared themselves  free  of  British  rule, 
and  went  into  the  wilderness,  and  carved 
out  a  settlement  for  themselyes.  He 
stated  what  was  quite  correct — that  these 
men  had  had  differences  with  the  Colo- 
nial Government  which  led  to  a  separa- 
tion. He  would  have  had  the  House  to 
regard  them,  however,  as  a  sort  of 
modem  Pilgrim  Fathers,  who  had  shaken 
the  Monarchical  dust  off  their  feet,  and 
penetrated  into  unknown  and  dangerous 
regions  with  a  view  to  build  up  a  State 
dear  of  the  tyranny  that  distinguished 
the  Government  of  Great  Britain.  This 
was  simnly  romance.  The  Boers  left 
Cape  Colony,  not  because  they  were  ^ 
persecuted,  but  because  the  English  I 
Government  refused  to  allow  them  to  \ 
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persecute  tlie  Natives.  They  emigrated, 
not  in  consequence  of  being  denied  all 
legitimate  freedom,  but  because  this 
country  would  not  allow  them  to  deprive 
the  coloured  men  of  like  privileges.  The 
difference  between  the  Colonists  and  the 
Dutchmen,  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard  so  mildly  described  as  referring 
to  a  different  mode  of  treating  the  co- 
loured races  when  resolved  into  plain 
i^  language,  was  no  other  than  this — 
7  England  practised  an  anti-slavery  policy, 
\  and  the  Boers  the  most  brutal  and  bar- 
f  barous  system  of  enforced  labour.  When 
the  negroes  in  the  West  Indies  were 
emancipated,  the  provisions  of  that  mea- 
sure were  extended  to  the  Colonies  at 
the  Cope  of  Good  Hope,  and  the  Dutch- 
men never  willingly  acquiesced  in  the 
beneficent  edict  of  the  British  Crown. 
He  had  no  wish  to  revive  old  and  un- 
pleasant disputes,  but  he  was  statine 
what  was  literally  the  fact,  when  he  said 
that  the  coloured  populations  of  the 
world  had  never  been  treated  with 
greater  harshness  by  White  men  than 
the  unfortunate  Bushmen  of  South  Africa 
had  been  treated  by  the  Dutch  settlers. 
Now,  as  to  their  Eepublicanism,  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungar- 
van,  he  (Mr.  Co  wen)  would  certainly  not 
utter  one  syllable  in  disparagement  of 
that  honoured  word.  Not  only  the  form, 
but  the  name  of  Bepublic,  had  an  at- 
traction, and  a  strilung  fascination  for 
his  mind.  But  a  Bepublic  respected  the 
rights  of  aU.  The  Eepublicanism  of  the 
Transvaal  was  nominal,  its  despotism 
was  real,  and  its  despots  wore  a  multitude. 
What  they  wanted,  was  not  freedom 
from  British  control,  but  they  desired  to 
exercise  the  ''right  divine  foe  governing 
wrong."  The  (institution  of  the  State 
was  not  settled  until  1858.  It  was 
never  a  thriving  Government,  for  no 
.i|  body  could  prosper  that  had  at  its  root 
V  the  canker  of  slavery.  But  it  rubbed 
along  with  fair  success  for  a  few  years. 
About  1866-7  deposits  of  diamonds  and 
gold  were  found  in  the  valley  of  the 
Orange  Eiver  and  in  various  other  dis- 
tricts in  that  part  of  Africa.  The  an- 
nouncement of  these  discoveries  brought 
a  rush  of  adventurers  from  all  parts  of 
the  world  to  the  spot.  These  men  came, 
not  with  a  view  of  following  the  occupa- 
tion of  Colonists,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
digging  diamonds,  or  gathering  gold  as 
rapidly  as  possible,  and  having  accumu- 
lated wealto,  their  design  in  most  cases 
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was  to  leave  the  countiy.  Tfaey 
not,  however,  specially  saeoessfiil  in 
enterprize,  and  the  indiscriminate  crowd 
who  had  thus  been  collected  anoo'itM 
themselves  with  the  Boers  in  the  Tmu- 
vaal.  They  commenced  a  series  of  raids 
upon  unoffending  Natives.  They  went 
to  the  settlements  of  peaceful  Kaffin, 
drove  off  their  cattle,  carried  awmy  th* 
produce  of  their  lands,  slew  the  nal* 
members,  took  the  children  into  vhai 
they  mildly  called  apprenticeship,  bot 
which  was  really  slavery,  and  caxriad 
the  women  into  a  oondlition  th«t  wm» 
worse  than  slavery.  These  neftrions 
proceedings  in  time  produced  an  inevi- 
table revulsion  of  feeling,  and  led  to 
combined  resistance  on  the  part  of  tiba 
Natives.  War  was  declared  bj  tlM 
larger  tribes  against  the  Transvaal  Go- 
vernment. In  that  war  the  Boers  ver« 
beaten — disgraoeAilly  beaten.  They  did 
not  display  their  traditional  oonrmge  or 
pertinacity.  An  unsuccessfiil  war  pro- 
duced a  depressing  influence  on  tho  hmt- 
ordered  community;  but  its  effects  upon 
a  youne,  struggling,  and  ricketty  Stata 
like  the  Transviud  was  simply  diaastroas. 
The  people  refused  to  acknowledge  the 
authority  of  President  Burgers  and  hia 
Colleagues.  They  refused  to  pay  the 
taxes  in  many  cases.  They  gave  sob- 
sidies  to  Native  Chie&  to  purchase  im- 
munity from  attack.  Villages  were  de- 
serted and  homesteads  were  deetroyed. 
The  whole  country  was  in  a  state  of  dis- 
organization, and  the  people  in  a  atate 
of  demoralization.  The  resident  had 
not  funds  to  meet  the  expenses  of  the 
postal  service— one  of  the  first  payments 
a  State  was  called  upon  to  disohaige. 
When  an  order  was  made  upon  Presi- 
dent Burgers  for  £1,000,  he  dedarad  he 
had  not  a  single  shilling  in  the  Treaemy 
wherewith  to  meet  it.  It  would  be  dif- 
ficult to  conceive  even  a  newlj-fonned 
State  in  a  more  depressed  and  dispirited 
condition  than  that  in  which  the  men  of 
the  Transvaal  found  themselyes  at  the 
close  of  last  year.  He  did  not  contend 
that  their  weakness  waa  a  iustifioatioB 
for  England  to  interfere.  If  the  British 
Government  had  to  assume  the  directkm 
of  every  weak  State  that  lav  npon  its 
borders,  our  dominions  would  aoon  be 
nearly  oo-extensive  with  the  human  inceL 
Even  the  existence  of  slaveiy  waa  not  a 
sufficient  reason  for  their  interoeaakm. 
The  cause  of  their  action  waa  not  the 
feebleness  of  the  Transvaal  Omeiumegt, 


1777  South  Africa  BiW.  (July  24,  18771 


CommMs0. 


1778 


bat  the  fact  that  this  feebleness  en- 
dangered the  position  of  the  Cape  Colo- 
nies and  the  safety  of  our  fellow-citizens 
in  that  part  of  the  world.  Let  them 
look  at  the  facts.  The  Transvaal  terri- 
tory was  larger  in  extent  than  Italy — 
nearly  as  larffo  as  France.  It  had  a 
frontier  line  of  more  than  1,600  miles. 
No  fewer  than  1,200  out  of  this  number 
abutted  on  the  possessions  of  the  hostile 
races.  Only  400  miles  adjoined  friendly 
States.  There  were  upwards  of  1 ,  000, 000 
coloured  people  in  the  territory,  and 
alongside  of  them  there  were  40,000 
Whites.  Calculating  one  male  adult  to 
BTery  five  of  the  population  they  had  only 
some  8,000  men  m  the  Transvaal.  About 
1,000  of  these  were  engaged  in  trading 
operations,  and  lived  in  villages,  400  or 
500  of  them  were  miners,  and  it  thus 
left  little  more  than  6,400  or  6,500  men 
to  whom  the  defences  of  the  State  could 
be  entrusted.  Supposing  everyone  of 
these  6,000  Boers  were  willing  and  able 
to  take  up  arms,  they  would  be  called 
upon  to  hold  a  line  three  times  as  long 
as  between  Kent  and  Caithness.  The 
House  would  see  that  to  expect  them  to 
do  this  was  to  expect  them  to  do  an  im- 
possibility. The  Xaffirs  were  one  of  the 
most  warlike  and  resolute  of  all  the 
aboriginal  races,  with  whom  Europeans 
had  come  into  contact  in  the  work  of 
colonization.  From  1818-19  to  1853-4 
this  country  was  constantly  at  war  with 
them  in  South  Africa.  They  were  no 
mean  adversaries  then,  although  they 
were  little  more  than  an  organized  mob. 
Their  weapons  consisted  for  the  most 
part  of  bows  and  airows,  spears  and 
clubs.  Even  thus  inadequately  accoutred 
they  were  able  to  hold  their  own  against 
English  soldiers  for  the  better  part  of  40 
years.  Since  then  a  great  change  had 
taken  place.  The  Kaffirs  had  become 
possessed  of  modem  weapons  of  warfare. 
The  men  had  been  reg^ularly  drilled  to 
military  service.  One  Chief,  not  a  veir 
imnortant  one,  close  to  the  Transvaal, 
haa  at  his  disposal  an  army  of  10,000 

Sroperly  trained  and  equipped  soldiers, 
.nother,  and  more  powenul  Chief,  was 
able  to  take  into  the  field  fully  40,000 
men  equally  well  accoutred  for  battle. 
As  illustrating  the  spirit  that  animated 
some  of  these  warlike  Natives,  he  might 
dte  the  declaration  of  Cetwyawo,  the 
King  of  the  Zulus.  When  this  Kaffir 
recently  had  an  interview  with  the  Com- 
missioner from  Natal,  he  told  him  he 


had  no  ill-feeling  towards  the  English 
He  respected  their  authority,  and  wished 
to  live  on  friendly  terms  with  them.    On 
the  other  hand,  he  had  cause  of  quarrel 
with  the  President  of  the  Transvaal  and 
with  some  of  the  tribes  who  lived  within 
the  territory.     He  declared,   too,  that 
fighting  was  his  vocation,  that  it  was  a 
tradition  of  his  tribe  to  kill  men ;  that 
his  father  and  grandfather  had  been 
accustomed  to  do  this  slicing,  and  that 
he  did  not  mean  to  abandon  their  time- 
honoured  practices.     He  reminded  the 
Commissioner,   also,   that    he  had  re- 
cently become  Ruler,  and  that  it  was 
desirable  for  him  to .  prove  his  capacity 
to  his  followers  by  showing  them  his 
prowess    in  battle.      He    further    de- 
clared that  the  young  men  of  his  tribe 
were    desirous    of  having    an    oppor- 
tunity of  washing  their  spears.     For 
these  reasons,  therefore,  Cetwyawo  was 
meditating  war  on  the  people  of  the 
Transvaal,    both    Boers    and   Natives. 
This  man  was  a  simple  savage.     He 
said  straight  out  what  he  meant.    If  he 
had  been  a  European  and  Christian  Em- 
peror, he  would  have  prefaced  his  inten- 
tion of  declaring  war  by  issuing  a  Pro- 
clamation abounding  in  fine  sentences 
and  philanthropic  nhrases.     He  would 
have  called  Goa  ana  man  to  witness  that 
he  had  been  driven  into  war  against  his 
inclination,  for  the  purpose  of  freeing  the 
bodies  of  his  neighbours  from  physical 
thraldom,  and  their  minds  from  deg^d- 
ing  superstition.    Not  having  learned 
the  arts  of  modem  Christian  diplomacy, 
Cetwvawo  had  the  candour  to  declare 
Uiat  he  meant  to  commence  war  for  the 
simplepurpose  of  showing  his  capacity 
as  a  Chief  for  killing  his  enemy,  and 
givinff  his   braves    an  opportunity  of 
washing  their  sp^curs   in  the  blood  of 
hostile  tribes.    Tnese  Chiefs  and  others, 
he  repeated,  were  not  at  the  time  hostile 
to  England,  but  no  one  oould  foretell,  if 
they  once  went  upon  the  war-track  and 
put  on  their  battle-paint,  where  they 
would  stop.    Their  first  attack  would  be 
on  the  Transvaal,  but  their  blood  being 
stirred  and  their  passions  excited,  they 
would  require  little  inducement  to  carry 
their  hostilities  into  the  English  Colo- 
nies.   A  war  of  this  kind,  once  begun, 
would    mead    desolation,  destruction, 
and  death  from  the  confines  of  the  Cane 
Colonies  to  the  boundaries  of  the  Sanay 
Desert.    In  dealing  with  the  coloured 
tribes,  loss  of  prestige  was  not  only  loss 
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of  power,  but  loss  of  security.  The  Go- 
vernment of  the  Transvaal  being  unable 
to  resist  the  advance  of  their  warlike 
neighbours,  having  had  serious  quarrels 
with  them,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Eng- 
lish Government  to  use  their  authority, 
with  a  view  to  prevent  the  breaking  out 
of  such  a  disastrous  conflict  as  he  had 
foreshadowed.  This  was  the  justifica- 
tion, and  to  him  a  sufficient  one,  for  the 
action  that  had  been  taken  by  Sir  Theo- 
philus  Shepstone.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  preceded  him  had  described  it 
as  a  war  of  aggression.  He  demurred 
to  such  a  description  of  the  proceedings. 
There  had  been  no  war  and  no  aggres- 
sion. England  had  no  earth-hunger, 
no  long^ing  for  more  land.  She  had 
territory  in  abundance  and  to  spare. 
She  would  never  repeat  a  series  of  deeds 
as  dark  and  doubtful  as  those  which 
characterized  her  conquest  of  India. 
She  never  would  follow  the  bad  example 
set  by  the  Spaniards  in  South  America, 
or  the  Russians  in  Central  Asia.  If  he 
knew  the  wishes  of  his  countrymen,  he 
did  not  think  they  would  spend  a  shilbng, 
or  discharge  a  musket  for  the  simple 
puipose  of  adding  to  the  boundaries  of 
their  Dominions.  They  would  defend 
the  existence  of  their  present  possessions 
if  assailed ;  but  extension  of  territory 
would  be  got  only  as  a  consequence  of 
the  peaceful  pursuits  of  commerce  and 
civilization.  He  objected  to  the  phrase 
applied  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard,  when  he  said  that  the  Transvaal 
had  been  annexed.  The  word  ''an- 
nexed" presupposed  the  exercise  of 
physical  force,  and  on  that  ground  its 
use  in  this  instance  was  incorrect.  Ger- 
many annexed  Alsace,  Russia  annexed 
Polcmd,  but  Italy  incorporated  Rome. 
Between  the  words  incorporation  and 
annexation  there  was,  to  his  mind,  a 
wide  difference.  Incorporation  was 
union  by  mutual  consent,  and  he  held 
that  that  was  the  proper  description  of 
their  recent  action  in  South  Africa. 
Anyone  who  had  read  the  Blue  Books 
must  admit  the  correctness  of  his  state- 
ment. The  English  Commissioner's  visit 
to  the  Transvaal  was  known  beforehand, 
and  he  was  met  on  the  borders  by  the 
carriage  of  the  President  of  the  Re- 
public. He  was  welcomed  as  a  Mend, 
not  as  an  enemy.  A  striking  incident 
occurred  as  he  was  crossing  the  frontier, 
and  it  miffht  be  stated  as  a  curious  illus- 
tration of  the  feeling  of  the  Natives 
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towards  England.  The  Datdi  fumen 
received  the  English  Commiasionflr  bj 
discharging  a  voUey  of  fire-arms  in  bu 
honour,  and  some  of  the  Kafiirs  who 
saw  this  proceeding  thought  it  was  ui 
attempt  to  shoot  Sir  Theophilus  Shap- 
stone.  They  conveyed  tne  news  to 
Cetwyawo,  and  he  sent  word  to  the  Go- 
vernor of  Natal,  that  if  such  had  beee 
the  case  he  would  have  paniahed  the 
Transvaal  people  for  their  attempt  to 
kill  the  representative  of  his  frienoiB  the 
English.  President  Burgers  and  Sir 
Theophilus  Shepstone  diacuaeed  the  oon* 
ditions  of  the  Confederation,  not  as  otp- 
ponents — certainly,  not  as  enemies — ^rofi 
more  like  the  managers  of  two  compet- 
ing lines  of  railway  considering  thm 
terms  of  amalgamation.  When  the  Pro- 
clamation was  issued,  there  was  not  a 
hand  or  voice  raised  against  it  in  th« 
market-place  of  Pretoria.  The  Presi- 
dent desired  the  State  Treasurer  to  band 
over  the  keys  of  the  Government  Hoow 
and  the  Treasury  to  the  English  Com- 
missioner, and  he  in  his  torn  handM 
them  back  to  the  Treasurer.  Evefj 
official  of  the  Republic  was  re-instatad 
in  his  office;  not  a  single  change  waa 
made  in  the  law  or  mode  of  govemxneiit 
of  the  State;  all  the  regulations,  ca^ 
toms,  and  staff  of  officers  were  retained. 
The  only  difference  was  that  by  the  fact  \ 
of  the  Transvaal  passing  into  British  ■ 
possession  th,e  accursed  system  of  slavery  I 
became  destroyed.  The  only  change  i . 
made  was,  that  the  protecting  ssgia  of  the 
British  name  and  authority  was  thrown 
over  the  territory.  The  whole  work 
was  accomplished  by  Sir  Theophilus 
Shepstone,  with  the  assistance  of  six  or 
seven  attendants  and  25  mounted  pcdiee- 
men.  The  Boers  would  be  compelled 
to  abandon  their  manstealing  practices ; 
but  in  consideration  for  any  benefit, 
if  it  could  ever  be  a  benefit,  that  came 
to  them  from  obtaining  forced  labour 
from  the  poor  Natives,  wey  would  enjoy 
in  return  a  more  settled  and  stable  rule. 
The  Natives  in  the  State  would  have 
their  liberties  assured,  and  would  be  re- 
lieved from  the  incursions  of  filibustera^ 
The  Natives  outside  the  boundaries,  on 
the  other  hand,  would  not  be  compiled 
to  engage  in  warfare,  knowing  the  power 
and  capacity  of  England,  whue  the  Colo- 
nies at  the  Cape  would,  by  its  union,  be 
free  from  the  uncertainty  and  diaocoa- 
forts  of  pending  hostilities.  He  did  not 
know,  in  the  history  of  colonization,  any 
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extenaion  of  territory  that  had  ever  been 
made  with  purer  motives,  leas  opposi- 
tioQ,  or  more  calculated  to  benefit  all 
parties  concerned.  Both  inside  and  out- 
side the  borders  of  the  Transvaal  the 
inhabitants  would  be  served  by  it.  The 
hon.  Member  for  liskeard  admitted  the 
soundness  of  the  principle  of  Confede- 
ration. Indeed,  there  was  no  difference 
of  opinion  on  the  question  in  the  House, 
or  amongst  politicians  generally.  Every- 
one who  had  thought  on  the  subject  ad- 
mitted that  it  was  desirable  to  unite  a 
series  of  Colonies  such  as  those  that 
existed  in  South  Africa ;  the  only  diffe- 
rence arose  as  to  the  time,  the  circum- 
stances, and  the  character  of  the  union 
that  was  to  be  effected.  He  would  not, 
therefore,  discuss  the  principle  of  Con- 
federation, as  he  supposed  that  was  ad- 
mitted by  all ;  but  he  contended  that  if 
there  was  another  argument  required 
for  the  South  African  Confederation,  it 
was  supplied  by  the  recent  prooeedins^ 
in  the  Transvaal.  In  dealing  with  the 
Natives,  there  were  three  thines  re- 
quired. They  should  be  treated  with 
justice,  firmness,  and  uniformity.  The 
two  first  conditions  had  been  for  years 
supplied  in  South  Africa.  The  Natives 
haid  been  treated  both  justly  and  firmly 
by  the  English  Government,  and  hence 
their  contmued  period  of  peace  and 
prosperity ;  but  there  had  not  been  a 
uniform  mode  of  dealing  with  them. 
One  State  gave  them  greater  privileges 
than  another,  and  some  of  the  Native 
Chiefs  had  confused  the  Dutch  Eepublic 
with  the  English  Colonies,  and  had  at- 
tempted to  make  the  latter  suffer  for  the 
unjustifiable  proceedings  of  the  former. 
If  the  principle  of  Confederation  were 
practically  established,  there  would  be 
a  uniform  and  unbroken  course  of  treat- 
ment observed  to  the  whole  of  the 
Kaffir  tribe,  and  that,  combined  with 
the  advantage  of  British  rule,  would 
contribute  to  the  peace  of  the  territories 
and  the  welfare  of  the  Colonies.  A  re- 
markable fact,  and  one  highly  credit- 
able to  the  English  rule,  he  might  state. 
It  had  been  usual,  when  the  White 
race  had  come  in  collision  with  the 
Coloured  race,  that  the  Bed  Man  had 
first  retreated  and  then  disappeared. 
This  had  been  the  case  in  New  Zealand, 
in  Australia,  and  in  America.  At  the 
Oi4>e,  however,  the  result  had  been  the 
very  opj^te.  There,  notwithstanding 
the  British  rule,  the  Native  races  had 


gradually  increased  in  numbers,  and 
several  of  them — the  Fingo  tribe,  for 
example — ^had  become  perfectly  accli- 
matized to  the  British  mode  of  living. 
They  had  become  farmers  and  prosper- 
ous traders,  had  amassed  wealth,  and 
were  reg^ularly  civilized  citizens.  This 
encouraging  state  of  affairs  ought  always 
to  be  borne  in  mind  when  they  were 
considering  the  condition  of  the  English 
Colonies.  The  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard instituted  a  comparison  between 
the  principles  of  Confederation  in  North 
America  and  that  in  South  Africa.  He 
approved  of  the  project  in  one  place, 
but  did  not  approve  of  it  in  the  other. 
He  could  not  follow  his  hon.  Friend  in 
his  argument.  If  there  was  any  differ- 
ence, he  thought  the  principle  of  Confe- 
deration was  more  applicable  to  Africa 
than  it  was  to  America.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  said  there  were 
diffSBrences  amongst  the  Colonists  in 
Africa  that  rendered  \mion  not  possible 
at  the  present  time*;  but  he  begged  to 
remind  him  that,  if  the  African  Colonies 
were  of  Dutdi  origin,  the  American  Co- 
lonies were  of  French  orip^.  They  had 
in  Lower  Canada  still  a  distinctly  French 
population.  That  part  of  the  countnr 
was  reaUy  a  piece  of  old  France.  It 
was  France  before  the  Hevolution, 
minus  the  Monarchy  and  the  aristo- 
cracy. The  people  had  all  the  thrift 
and  industry,  the  want  of  enterprize, 
the  moderate  competency,  and  fair  share 
of  attainments  that  characterized  the 
ordinary  French  peasantry  150  or  200 
years  ago.  They  had  made  little  pro- 
gress, and  retained  all  their  old  modes 
of  life.  They  were  really  Colonial  Bip 
Van  Winkles.  In  Upper  Canada,  on 
the  other  hand,  they  had  aggressive  and 
pugnacious  Presbyterians  horn  Scot- 
land, and  Orangemen  from  the  North  of 
Ireland.  It  was  impossible,  therefore, 
to  conceive  a  greater  contrast  than  be- 
tween the  inhabitants  of  these  two 
Colonies.  There  was  much  greater  di- 
versity of  character  existing  between 
them  than  there  was  in  any  section  of 
the  people  in  South  Africa.  Again,  a 
Confederation  was  of  more  value  for  re- 
gulating external  politics  than  the  in- 
ternal Government.  Now,  in  Canada, 
thev  had  no  external  questions  to  dis- 
turb them.  The  Indians  were  harm- 
less. There  was  a  time  when  union 
with  the  American  B^ublio  was  sup- 
ported by  a  large  par^  in  the  United 
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States.  But  that  had  passed.  Before 
the  Civil  War  there  was  a  constant 
craving  for  increased  territory  by  the 
American  Bepublic.  The  slaveholders 
sought  to  extend  their  dominion  to- 
wards the  South,  because  every  addi- 
tional State  in  that  direction  gave  them 
increased  legislative  and  executive 
authority.  With  a  view  to  balance  this 
extension,  the  Abolitionists  favoured  a 
union  with  Canada.  All  this,  however, 
was  now  past.  Slavery  being  destroyed, 
there  was  no  necessity  on  their  part  to 
seek  to  add  to  their  territory.  The 
United  States  might,  without  much 
trouble,  have  incorporated  San  Do- 
mingo, Cuba,  and  part  of  Mexico. 
They  had  not  done  so,  simply  because 
they  had  no  desire,  and  the  parties 
within  the  Union  had  no  motives  for 
adding  State  to  State  as  they  had  pre- 
vious to  the  abolition  of  slavezy.  There 
was,  consequently,  no  external  Question 
likely  to  be  served  by  Confeaeration 
in  Canada.  It  was  exactly  the  opposite 
in  South  Africa.  There  the  external 
question  was  the  most  important  in 
dealing  with  the  Natives ;  and,  as  he 
had  striven  to  show.  Confederation 
would  certainly  help  them  to  solve  the 
difficulty  by  establishing  an  uniform 
mode  of  acting  towards  the  Kaffir  tribes. 
Another  objection  to  the  Bill  was,  that 
it  was  permissive.  He  confessed  that 
that  to  him  appeared  its  greatest  merit. 
He  did  not  approve  of  permissive  legis- 
lation on  all  subjects ;  but  if  there  was 
a  question  that  could  be  dealt  with  by  a 
permissive  Bill,  it  was  surely  this  one. 
Confederation,  to  be  successful,  must  be 
spontaneous  and  voluntary.  It  must 
spring  from  the  parties  to  be  directly 
affected  by  it.  If  it  was  forced  upon 
them  by  any  outside  influence,  instead 
of  producing  union,  it  was  calculated  to 
produce  antagonism.  The  Bill  gave  the 
South  African  Colonists  the  power  to 
unite,  or  not  to  unite,  as  they  desired. 
All  it  did  was  to  lay  down  the  frame- 
work of  Confederation,  the  details  to  be 
filled  in  by  the  Colonists  themselves. 
The  wisdom  of  union  was  admitted. 
Parliament  drew  a  measure  containing 
the  basis  of  a  scheme,  they  sent  that  to 
South  Africa,  and  all  they  asked  was 
that  the  States  themselves  should,  if 
they  approved,  complete  its  clauses  to 
their  own  liking.  If  they  did  not  ap- 
prove of  the  Bill,  it  remained  a  dead 
letter.    The  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 

Mr.  J.  Cowen 


objected  to  the  power  that  was  given  to 
the  Queen  in  Council.  That  was  merely 
a  phrase.  For  his  part,  he  had  no  wish 
whatever  to  increase  the  power  of  the 
Executive.  He  was  disposed  to  limit 
their  authority,  and  increase  that  of  the 
people's  Bepresentatives.  There  did 
not  occur  to  him  anything  in  that  sec- 
tion of  the  Bill  to  warrant  the  condem- 
nation that  his  hon.  Friend  had  so  ora- 
cularly uttered  against  it.  What  he 
understood  from  the  measure  and  the 
correspondence  that  preceded  its  draft- 
ing, was  that  the  Colonies  themselves 
should  adjust  all  their  difficulties,  settle 
the  details  of  the  Act,  and,  having  done 
that,  voluntarily  and  freely,  the  Home 
Government  would  be  empowered  to 
give  it  the  force  of  law.  There  were 
necessarily  a  great  many  points  upon 
which  the  Home  Gt)vemment  oould  not 
form  as  sound  a  judgment  as  the  Colo- 
nial. For  example,  in  Natal  there  were 
only  18,000  White  people  and  about 
30,000  Coloured  living  on  an  area  of 
about  20,000  square  miles.  In  Cape 
Colony,  on  the  other  hand,  there  were 
275,000  Whites  and  450,000  Blacks, 
and  they  covered  an  area  of  200,000 
square  miles.  It  was  manifest  that 
some  difficulty  would  arise  in  adjusting 
the  relative  Bepresentatives  that  should 
be  accorded  to  the  Whites  and  the  Co- 
loured peoples  in  these  two  Colonies. 
That  was  a  point  that  was  relegated  by 
this  Bill  to  the  Colonial  Legislature; 
and,  having  themselves  agreea  upon  it, 
all  the  Home  Government  were  required 
to  do  was  to  put  the  impress  of  their 
authority  upon  the  conclusions  that  the 
South  Africans  arrived  at.  J£  the  Bill 
had  been  compulsory,  instead  of  permis- 
sive— if  it  had  been  forced  upon  the 
Colonies,  instead  of  being  voluntarily 
offered  for  their  acceptance — he  should 
have  opposed  it ;  but  the  very  principle 
of  voluntaryism  that  was  the  oasis  of 
the  measure  was,  to  his  mind,  the  best 
reason  for  its  adoption. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
could  not  allow  the  eloquent  and  able 
speech  which  had  just  been  delivered  to 
pass  without  notice.  The  sneeoh  of  his 
hon.  Friend  and  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  turned  en- 
tirely upon  the  propriety  of  our  having 
annexed  the  Transvaal;  but  he  (Sir 
Charles  Dilke)  maintained  that  that 
was  not  the  question  involved  in  the 
measure  before  the  House.    This  Bill 


1 785         SofUh  Afrka  Bitt.         [July  24,  1 877} 


CommitUe, 


1786 


had  no  bearing  on  that  question.  Hia 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Newoastle 
had  told  the  House  that  the  annexation 
of  the  Transvaal  was  necesscoy,  because 
if  the  war  had  spread  the  resiUt  would 
have  been  to  entail  untold. calamities  on 
our  Colony  of  Natal ;  but  what  had  been 
the  result?  Telegrams  had  been  re- 
ceived which  showed  that  Secocoeni 
was  engaged  in  war  at  the  present 
moment,  and  that  British  subjects  were 
flying  before  him  because  of  the  anger 
he  manifested  at  the  annexation  of  the 
Transvaal  or  the  manner  in  which  it  had 
been  carried  out.  At  all  events,  until 
the  House  had  full  details  before  them, 
they  could  not  say  definitively  one  way 
or  the  other  whether  annexation  had  in- 
creased or  removed  the  difficulties  of  the 
Colony  of  Natal.  His  hon.  Friend  drew 
a  parallel  between  Confederation  in 
Canada  and  Confederation  such  as  was 
proposed  by  this  Bill;  but  his  hon. 
Friend  forgot  to  tell  the  House  that  the 
French  in  the  Dominion  formed  a  very 
smallminority  of  the  population ;  whereas 
in  these  African  Colonies  the  Dutch  were 
the  majority  of  the  White  population  in 
numbers,  and,  perhaps,  also  m  wealth. 
Consequently,  the  argument  of  his  hon. 
Friend  fell  to  the  ground.  Of  course, 
they  were  all  in  favour  of  Confederation 
in  the  abstract  and  would  welcome  a  Bill 
for  the  Confederation  of  the  Australian 
Colonies  for  instance;  but  it  was  well 
known  that  there  were  difficulties  which 
prevented  the  passing  of  such  a  measure 
at  the  present  time.  Why,  then,  should 
there  be  an  African  Bill  before  the 
House  ?  For  his  own  part,  he  saw  no 
great  difference  between  the  cases  of 
Africa  and  Australia.  It  had  not  been 
shown  that  there  was  any  such  anxiety 
for  Confederation  in  the  African  Colonies 
as  made  it  necessary  for  us  to  pass  a  Bill 
this  year.  His  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Mr.  Lowther)  had  stated  that  this  was 
not  a  measure  for  establishing  a  self- 
govemine  Federation,  but  that  an  Order 
in  Council  and  not  the  present  Bill  would 
at  some  future  time  establish  the  Federa- 
tion. That  statement  was  a  sufficient 
reason  to  induce  the  opponents  of  the 
Bill  to  continue  their  opposition  to  it. 
fThere  was  nothing  to  show  that  any 
Isuch  Order  in  Council  would  ever  be 
Imade  and  that  this  Bill  would  not  re- 
main a  dead  letter.  He  should  continue 
to  vote  against  the  Bill,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  it  was  a  fancy  of  Lord  Carnar- 


von's and  that  it  had  been  forced  upon 
the  Colonies  from  the  outside,  and  was 
not  spontaneously  originated  by  them. 
There  was  nothing  to  show  that  it  would 
be  accepted  by  them. 

Captain  NOLAN  protested  against 
the  distinction  which  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J. 
Cowen)  drew  between  the  annexation  of 
Alsace  by  Germany  and  the  annexation 
of  Bome  by  Italy.  Alsace  was  annexed 
after  a  long  campaign,  whereas  Bome 
was  seized  in  the  midst  of  peace  by  armed 
violence.  He  hoped  the  occupation  of 
Bome  by  Italy  would  be  only  temporary. 

Mb.  GOLDSMID  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  necessary  to  import  such  an 
argument  into  the  present  discussion.  As, 
however,  it  had  been  adduced,  he  would 
correct  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's 
statement.  It  was  by  the  concurrence  and 
wish  of  the  population  of  Bome  that  the 
Italian  Army  defeated  the  Papal  soldiers, 
occupied  Bome,  and  made  it  the  capital 
of  their  Kingdom.  That  was  an  incor- 
poration like  this  and  not  an  annexation. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  regretted  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Cowen)  had  brought  forward  the 
question  of  the  annexation  of  the  Trans- 
vaal, as  it  formed  no  part  of  the  present 
subject,  and  as  moreover  the  House 
would  have  ample  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing it  on  a  future  occasion.  On  the 
occasion  of  the  second  reading,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  assumed  that  Members 
were  all  in  favour  of  Confederation.  That 
assumption  was  quite  unfounded.  To- 
night, however,  he  had  addressed  him- 
self to  the  real,  question.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had,  it  might  be  remarked 
in  passing,  spoken  of  Mr.  Froude  as  not 
having  been  the  Bepresentative  of  the 
Queen  in  South  Africa ;  but  Lord  Car- 
narvon had  said  in  a  letter — **  As  the 
Bepresentative  of  this  country  he  did  not 
think  they  could  find  a  better  qualified 
man  than  Mr.  Froude  " 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  explained  that  he 
had  spoken  with  reference  to  the  part 
Mr.  Froude  had  taken  at  a  dinner,  and 
that  he  had  meant  to  say  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  accountable  for  his  pro- 
ceedings as  they  would  have  been  in  the 
case  of  a  Governor. 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  said,  that  if  Mr. 
Froude  was  not  the  Bepresentative  of 
the  Queen  in  South  Africa,  he  did  not 
know  what  a  Bepresentative  of  the  Queeu 
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was.    This,  however,  was  a  smidl  mat^ 
ter.    An  imx>ortant  question  to  oonsider 
was,  how  far  this  soheme  of  Oonfedera- 
tionhad  originated  or  been  acoeptedinthe 
Colonies ;  or,  on  the  other  hand,  how  far 
it  had  originated  in  the  Colonial  Office 
and  been  pressed  upon  the  acceptance  of 
the  Colonies.    It  seemed  to  him,  it  had 
neither  originated  in  the  Colonies  nor 
been  eordiiSj accepted  in  anjoneColony, 
and  he  challengea  the  statements  of  the 
hon.  Member  on  this  point.    The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  referred  to  a  Vote  of  the 
Yolksraad  of  the  Orange  Biver  Free 
State,  passed  in  1858.    This,  however, 
proved  nothing  as  to  the  feelings  of  the 
population  at  the  present  time,  and,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  State  had  lately  re« 
solved  to  have  nothing  to  do  with  Con- 
federation.   The  hon.  Member  had  also 
referred  to  resolutions  in  favour  of  the 
principle  of  Confederation,  passed  by 
the  Legislative  Councils  of  Oriqualand 
and   Natal;    but  as  these  were  both 
Crown  Colonies,  it  was  altogether  mis- 
leading the  House  to  cite  ttie  Yotes  of 
the  Legislative  Councils  as  a  proof  of 
the  willingness  of  the  States  to  confede- 
rate.   Then  it  appeared  that  in  1871 
there  was  a  Committee  of  the  Legislature 
of  Cape  Colony  on  this  subject,  and  the 
Bepoi^  of  that    Committee   had  been 
quoted  in  favour  of  the  scheme ;  but  the 
only  passage  in  favour  of  it  was  one  to 
the  efifect,  that  certain  persons  whose 
opinions  deserved  respect  thought  that 
at  some  future  time,  if  the  Orause  Biver 
Pree  State,  the  Transvaal  and  Natal 
were  willing,  it  would  be  a  good  thing 
to  consider  a  scheme  of  Confederation. 
We  were  not  told  who  these  persons 
were,  and  the  conditions  to  which  they 
referred  were  not  yet  realized.    There 
was  ample  proof  of  dissent  on  the  part 
of  the   different    States.     The   E^e- 
sentative  Assembly  of  Cape  Colony  had 
resolved,  by  36  votes  against  22,  to  have 
nothing  to  do  with  Lord  Carnarvon's 
proposal.    At  one  time,  no  doubt,  there 
was  a  feeling  in  the  Eastern  Province  in 
favour  of  Confederation ;  but  this  was  be- 
cause it  was  thought  the  scheme  would 
mean  separation  from  the  Western  Pro- 
vince ;  but  when  Mr.  Froude  explained 
that  he  had  no  authority  to  say  anything 
about  such  a  separation  the  feeling  on 
the  subject  changed.    If  it  was  the  case, 
as  he  contended  it  was,  that  there  was 
actual  dissent  in  all  the  separate  States 
of  South  Africa,  it  followed,  of  course, 

Mr.  Courtney 


that  the  seheme  would  be  a  fttlnv.  L 
Permissive  BUI  nught  be  sent  oat,  bat 
the  powers  of  the  Permistive  Bill  wosld 
not  be  aooepted,  ezoept,  p^iapa,  ia  this 
way — ^that  an  union  would  be  estaWisbcd 
of  the  Transvaal  which  we  had  aonexnd, 
with  Natal  which  we  already  poas  eased ; 
and  such  an  union  would  be  one  of  ihm 
most  perilous  which  could  be  made  if  w 
had  at  heart  the  defence  of  tlie  Natiw 
population  against  the  White  popular 
tion,  which  would  eontarol  theae  Stitea. 
It  might  be  said  that  as  the  Bill  waa 
only  permissive,  no  harm  would  be  doiM 
by  passing  it.  This  seemed  to  him  to 
illustrate  one  of  the  politioal  dangers  of 
the  time.  There  was  a  passion  for  pat- 
ting abstract  propositions  on  the  recoida, 
either  in  the  Journals  of  the  Hoosa,  or 
in  the  Statute  Book,  without  paring  diia 
regard  to  the  difficulties  they  might  lead 
to.  For  his  part,  he  was  not  in  farocir 
of  "Confederation,"  or  "  DisaolutioB,"  or 
any  other  abstract  word.  Oonfederatioo 
might  or  might  not  be  a  good  thing;  but 
for  a  man  to  say  that  he  was  in  uroor 
at  Confederation  was  like  saying,  with- 
out any  regard  to  the  particular  illnnai, 
that  he  was  in  favour  of  HoDoway's  pilla. 
Before  picking  up  these  abstract  na- 
tions we  ought  to  consider,  in  the  fixat 
place,  whether  Confederation  was  in  any 
form  good  for  the  South  AfHoap  Go- 
lonies ;  and,  in  the  next  ^aoa,  whathar 
the  South  African  Colonies  desired  it. 
For  he  held  most  strongly,  that  even  if 
we  ourselves  were  persuaded  of  the 
benefits  of  the  soheme,  we  oug^  not  te 
force  it  on  States  like  those  of  Sooth 
Africa.  He  denied  that  there  waa  any 
evidence  before  us  that  this  scheme  had 
been  examined  with  referenoe  to  the 
condition  of  South  Africa,  or  that  any 
one  State  of  South  Africa  waa  wiUmg  to 
accept  the  scheme.  Taking  this  fixed 
element  that  there  were  to  be  two 
Chambers,  was  there  any  evidenoe  to 
show  that  any  one  of  the  Statea  wndud 
to  have  two  Chambers  ?  The  only  Stats 
that  had  two  Chambers  was  the  Cape 
Colony,  and  he  was  not  sure  that  toe 
Cape  Colony  would  not  prefer  to  hare 
but  one.  In  fact,  there  was  no  proof 
that  this  scheme  of  two  Chambers  was 
desired  by  any  of  the  Statea  popoaed  to 
be  confederated  by  this  BilL  It  waa 
not  true  that  Confederation  ^wayi 
brought  strength.  Mr.  Fronde  h«l 
made  a  speech  in  which  he  attettplcd 
to  prove  that  it  did,  and  he  refined  to 
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Canada  in  proof  of  his  position.    But 
what  was  the  great  gain  which  Oon- 
federation  had  brought  to  Canada  ?    It 
was  that  it  separate  the  French  and 
Catholic  Canada  from  the  Scotch  and 
Presbyterian  Canada,  and  gave  each  of 
them  a  complete   autonomy.      But  in 
South  Africa    the    circumstances  were 
entirely  different.  In  fact,  Confederation 
might   be  like  twisting   seyeral  weak 
.  threads  together  to  make  [one  stiong 
V  thread,  or  like  tying  several  weak  threads 
one  to  another  to  make  one  long  weak 
thread.     Mr.  Eroude  had  referred  to 
Germany,    and    said — "Look    to    the 
strength  which  she  has   gained  since 
Sadowa."    No  reference  could  be  worse 
for  his  argument.    There  was  a  Ger- 
manic Oon^deration  before  Sadowa,  and 
it  was  weak;  the  strength  which  had 
come  to   Germany  since    Sadowa  was 
owing  to  this — that  they  had  cut  out 
from  the  German  Confederation  those 
parts  which  before  did  not  work  in  har- 
mony with  the  rest.     He  repeated,  that 
there  was  no  evidence  whatever  that  there 
was  any  desire  for  Confederation  among 
the  States  proposed  to  be  confederated ;  on 
the  contrary,  the  evidence  showed  that  they 
desired  to  remain  separate.    It  was  pro- 
posed to  allow  any  two  or  more  of  tnose 
Colonies  to  be  confederated    together, 
and  the  only  two  which  were  likely  to 
adopt  that  course  were  Natal,  a  Crown 
Colony,  and  the  newly-annexed  Trans- 
vaal.   And  what  was  it  proposed  to  do 
in  their  case  ?    Why,  to  establish  a  Le- 
gislature which  should  have   supreme 
control  over  Native  affairs  in  the  confe- 
derated territory.    They  would  thus  be 
doing  there  what  they  had  not  done  in 
India  or  anywhere  else — namely,  con- 
fiding the  care  of  an  immense  Native 
population  to  a  small  body  of  English 
and    Dutch  settlers,  without  retaining 
that  control  in  the  hands  of  the  Home 
Government  which  they  now  retained  in 
the  case  of  India  and  all  the  Crown 
Colonies.    In  Natal  there  were  17,000 
Whites,  not  all  of  them  English.   In  the 
Transvaal   there  were  40,000  Whites, 
almost  an  of  them  Dutch.    Thus  they 
would  have  fewer  than  60,000  Whites 
in  those  two  States,  which  contained 
1,300,000  Blacks;  and  it  was  proposed 
to  give  fewer  than  60,000  Whites  the 
supreme  control  over  the  interests  of 
that  vast   population    of   Blacks;  and 
among  those  Whites  were  the  very  Boers 
whose  conduct,  they  said,  had  compelled 


them  to  annex  the  Transvaal.  Nor 
was  there  any  sound  reason  for  expect- 
ing any  large  increase  in  the  White 
population.  The  Colony  of  Natal  was 
nearly  as  old  as  the  Colony  of  Vic- 
toria, and  the  latter  had  a  White  popu- 
lation of  about  600,000,  while  the 
former  had  one  of  only  17,000,  though 
its  climate  was  superior.  Why,  then, 
had  the  Whites  increased  so  rapidly 
in  Yictoria  and  so  slowly  in  Natal  ? 
The  reason  was  because  in  Natal  the 
Blacks  lived  so  peaceably  by  their  side. 
They  could  not  get  any  development  of 
a  White  population  in  a  counbry  where 
Blacks  lived  and  worked  side  by  side 
with  Whites,  because  the  Blacks  took 
upon  themselves  the  whole  of  the  manual 
labour  of  the  Colony,  and  the  Whites 
would  not  consent  to  work  with  them  in 
that  way.  The  few  Whites  who  went 
out  became  disgusted  with  the  conditions 
of  labour  there,  and  did  not  send  for  their 
friends,  and  thus  the  stream  of  emigra- 
tion was  checked.  Therefore,  the  ex- 
pectation that  they  would  have  a  large 
White  population  in  South  Afirica  was 
an  idle  fancy.  He  had  not  been  able  to 
make  out  from  the  speech  of  the  Under 
Secretary  why  that  Bill  should  be  passed. 
It  was  a  measure,  on  the  face  of  it,  to 
enable  certain  Colonies  to  confederate 
together;  but  why  not  leave  them  to 
negotiate  between  themselves  for  a  Con- 
federation, if  they  wished  it  ?  And  then, 
if  a  scheme  were  elaborated  and  brought 
before  Parliament,  Parliament  could 
approve  it.  Why  should  not  the  plan 
wnich  was  followed  in  the  case  of  Canada 
be  followed  in  this  instance  ?  They  had 
spent  the  whole  night  over  the  Motion 
for  going  into  Committee  on  the  Bill ; 
and  it  was  perfectly  plain  that  if  it  was 
persevered  in  they  would  have  a  week 
spent  in  Committee.  One  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  O'Donnell),  who  was  not  distin- 

fuished  for  the  brevity  of  his  remarks, 
ad  placed  70  Amendments  on  the  Paper, 
and  the  Bill  after  all,  if  passed,  would 
be  a  dead  letter.  To  press  it  on,  there- 
fore, at  that  stage  of  the  Session,  ap- 
peared to  him  a  prodigal  and  almost  a 
criminal  waste  of  time ;  and  he  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  yet  spare 
them  that  unnecessary  labour,  and  also 
spare  Parliament  the  humiliation  of 
putting  on  the  Statute  Book  a  law  which 
would  not  be  adopted,  and  which  was 
inapplicable  to  the  circumstances  of 
South  Afirica. 
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Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  replied,  observ- 
ing, in  answer  to  the  last  Speaker,  that 
he  thought  he  had  previously  made  it 
clear  to  ^  who  had  followed  the  recent 
history  of  South  Africa,  that  the  present 
organization  of  the  Native  tribes,  the 
improved  arms  with  which  they  had 
supplied  themselves,  and  their  recent 
triumph  over  the  White  inhabitants  of  a 
neighbouring  State,  had  brought  the 
relations  of  me  British  Colonists  and  the 
Natives  to  such  a  state  that  some  steps 
must  be  promptly  taken  to  g^ard  against 
the  imminent  danger  of  a  Native  war. 
He  wished  also  to  notice  one  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  Oeorge  Campbell),  that  in  the  va- 
rious Colonial  Gk)vemments  which  had 
been  administered  by  Sir  Henry  Barkly, 
the  oppression  of  the  Natives  had  been 
a  distinguishing  feature.  In  answer  to 
that,  he  ventured  to  say  on  his  own  re- 
sponsibility— and  he  believed  his  testi- 
mony would  be  confirmed  by  those  who 
had  previously  held  office— that  that  was 
not  me  experience  of  the  Colonial  De- 
partment. Throughout  a  long  and 
honourable  career  Sir  Henry  Barkly  had 
served  his  country  in  no  respect  to  greater 
advantage  in  his  treatment  of  Native 
races.  He  thought  it  only  fair  to  state 
that  much  on  behalf  of  an  old  and  most 
valued  public  servant. 

Question  put,  ''That  the  words  pro- 

S)sed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
uestion." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  221 ;  Noes 
22  :  Majority  199.— (Div.  List,  No.  249.) 

Kos8  —    Biffgar,  J.  G.     Cameron,  C. 
Chamberlain, J.  Dilke,SirC.W.  Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Earp,  T.  Fawcett,  H.       Gray,  E.  D. 

Ingram,  W.  J.  Martin,  P.         Meldon,  C.  H. 
O'Clery,  K.        O'Conor  Don     0'Donnell,F.H. 
O'Gorman,  P.    0*Shaaghne8iy  Pamell,  C.  S. 
Power,  J.  O'C.  Power,  R.  Bedmond,  W. 

By  lands,  P.       Sinclair,  Sir  J. 

Tbllers — Sir  George  Campbell  and  Mr. 
Courtney. 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  229;  Noes 
5  :  Majority  224.— (Div.  List,  No.  250.) 

NoM  —    O'Donnell,  F.    Pamdl,  C.  8. 
Power,  J.  O'C.  Power,  R.  Sinclair,  Sir  J. 

Tbllsbs — Mr.  Biggar  and  Major  O'Gonnan. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee;  Com- 
mittee report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
To'tnorrotp, 


COUNTY  OFFICERS  AND  COTTRTS 
(IRELAND)  {re^ikmitted)  BILL— {Bnx  1S4.] 
{Mr,  Solicitor  GeneuU  for  Irtlamd^  Sir  Mimkmti 

EieiM'BioeK) 
OOHHITTSE. 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  42  a^eed  to. 

Clause  48  (Appeals). 

Mb.  PABNELL  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, omitting  Hues  15  to  17. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  worn 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Oibsok)  said,  that  tins 
was  one  of  the  most  important  clan«e> 
in  the  Bill,  as  it  gave  extended  eqnitablA 
jurisdiction  to  Chairmen  of  County  Oo^nta* 
and  that  it  had  not  been  objected  to  by 
the  Select  Committee,  therefore  he  hoped 
the  Amen^ent  would  not  be  preteed. 

Amendment,  by  leave, 


Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  44  to  56,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  57  (Eemoval  of  proceediiig  to 
superior  court). 

Mb.  M'CARyHY  DOWNING  moved 
the  omission  of  the  clause. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  Fom 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  defended  the 
clause. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrmen. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  58  agreed  to. 

Clause  59  (Decree  by  default). 

Mb.  p.  MAETIN  propoMd  aa 
Amendment  to  reduce  the  amount  £ar 
which  judgment  might  bo  signed 
to  £20. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  vom 
IRELAND  (Mb.  Gibsok)  said,  that  the 
clause  was  most  useful,  and  it  would  not 
be  desirable  to  take  away  its  beneficial 
efiPects  as  to  amounts  between  £60  and 
£20. 

Mb.  M'CAETHY  DOWNING  snid, 
the  clause  was  not  objected  to ;  but  if 
the  limit  was  £20  in  England,  why 
should  it  not  be  so  in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  meldon  said,  that  the  dauee 
was  really  for  the  benefit  of  the  de* 
fendant. 

Amendment  negatived. 
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Majob  (yOOmCAN  moved  to  report 
Progress. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  tiie  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
ffress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."—- 
\Mafor  (yOonnan.) 

CaDtain  Noliw  and  Mr.  R.  Poweb 
hoped  the  Committee  would  be  allowed 
to  finish  the  Bill  at  that  sitting. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Aye  1 ; 
Noes  147:  Majority  146.— (Div.  List, 
No.  251.) 

At»— Pamell,  C.  a 

'  jor  O'Gtorman  and  Mr.  Biggar. 


Majob  O'OOBMAN  moved  that  the 
Chairman  do  leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifiif'or  (T  Gorman,) 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  re- 
marked  that  when  the  Judicature  (Ire- 
land) Bill  was  under  consideration,  cer- 
tain Members  from  Ireland  stated  ^t 
that  was  not  a  Bill  which  the  Irish 
people  demanded.  At  the  same  time, 
two  Members  in  particular  insisted  on 
the  expediency  of  this  County  Courts 
Bill  being  passed  during  the  present 
Session,  l^cause  it  would  greatly  oenefit 
the  people  of  Ireland.  Those  two  Mem- 
bers were  the  Members  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  and  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell),  and 
it  ought  to  be  known  not  only  to  ike 
people  of  England,  but  of  Ireland,  that 
these  two  Members  were  the  men  who 
had  taken  the  course  of  obstructing  this 
Bill.  He  hoped  it  would  be  known  that 
this  course  had  been  taken  against  the 
protest  of  the  hon.  and  valiant  Member 
for  Gbdway  (Captain  Nolan)  and  against 
the  great  majority  of  the  Irish  Members. 
He  wished  these  fSacts  should  be  re- 
corded. They  would  not  be  forgotten, 
and  sooner  or  later  they  would  form  the 
basis  of  the  action  which  the  House 
must  take  on  these  proceedings. 

Mb.  PAENELL  admitted  that  on  a 
former  occasion  he  had  admitted  that 
this  Bill  was  one  of  great  importance 
for  the  Irish  people.  Still,  he  did  not 
think  he  had  laia  himself  open  to  ihe 
charge  of  obstructing  the  progress  of 
the  measure.  When  the  hon.  and  val- 
iant Member  for  Waterford  moved  to 
report  Progress  he  endeavoured  to  in- 

VOL.  OCXXXV.    [thibd  sbwis.] 


duce  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  to 
withdraw  the  Motion.  When,  however, 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  named  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
as  his  co-teller,  he  thought  he  shomd  do 
right  if  he  prevented  their  having  no- 
body to  tell.  In  doing  so,  he  did  not  in  . 
the  least  consider  that  he  should  obstruct 
the  progress  of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  would  find,  when  he  set  him- 
self up  as  an  instructor  of  the  Irish 
people,  that  he  was  attempting  to  instruct 
people  who  did  not  ask  for  his  advice. 
He  should  not  be  deterred  from  doing 
his  duty  by  the  threats  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  or  of  any  other 
Englishman.  He  (Mr.  Pamell)  was 
prepared,  if  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Major  0' Gorman)  would  give  way,  to 
surrender  his  principles  of  objecting  to 
the  transaction  of  Business  at  this  late 
hour ;  but  if  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
persisted,  he  was  ready  to  walk  through 
the  Lobby  alone  imtil  12  o'clock  to- 
morrow. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB  thought  it  strange  that  the  hon, 
Member  for  Meath  should  have  felt 
bound  to  veto  for  a  Motion  which  he 
did  not  approve.  The  Bill  was  one  of 
great  interest  to  Ireland,  and  he  hoped 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Wator- 
ford  would  allow  the  Committoe  to  pro- 
ceed with  it. 

Me.  BIGGAB  said,  in  explanation 
of  his  own  part  in  the  division,  that  he 
never  liked  to  desert  a  friend;  and, 
therefore,  when  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  asked  him  to  be  a  Teller,  he 
at  once  consented. 

Mb.  COGAN  expressed  concurrence 
in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford,  and  hoped  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  be  made  aware 
that  legislation  of  a  very  beneficial  cha- 
racter was  endangered,  if  not  prevented, 
by  the  conduct  of  some  of  their  Bepre- 
sentatives. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Aye  1 ; 
Noes  128:  Majority  127.— (Div.  List, 
No.  262.) 

Ays— Parnell  C.  8. 
TiLLBBs — Hiyor  O'GomiAn  and  Mr.  Biggmr. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow, 
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THE  CX)NFESSIONAIi.— BESOLUnON. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoBed, 

"  That,  haying  regard  to  the  state  of  the  Law 
which  renders  the  publication  of  an  obscene 
book  an  offence,  although  the  person  publishing 
it  be  not  actuated  by  any  desire  to  deprave, 
and  to  the  absence  of  any  power  in  the  Educa- 
tion Department  to  interfere  with  the  religious 
teaching  in  public  elementaiy  schools  or  to 
make  any  inquiry  thereon,  this  House  is  of 
opinion  that  the  doctrines  and  practices  set  forth 
,  in  a  book  entitled  *  The  Priest  in  Absolution,' 
and  carried  out  under  the  name  of  the  Cionfes- 
sional  by  certain  clergymen  of  the  Church  of 
England,  do  tend  to  oeprave  and  are  dangerous 
to  the  beiat  interests  of  society  and  of  religion.'' 
— (Jfr.  WhalUy.) 

Whereupon  Previous  Question  pro- 
posed, "That  that  Question  be  now 
put." — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  not  being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  2bth  July,  1877. 


MINTTTES.]  —  Sbumtt  Committbb  —  Army 
(Royal  Artillery  and  Engineer  Officers,  Ar- 
rears of  Pay),  Eiarl  Percy  and  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  ditch.  ^  Sir  John  Hay  and  Lord 
Frederick  Cavehdish  added, 

PuBUC  Bills — Fir$t  Reading — Sale  of  Food 
and  Drugs  Act  Amendment  •  [264]. 

Committee  discharged — Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  Selection — Local  Oovemment  Board's  Pro- 
visional Orders  Confirmation  (Joint  Boards)  * 
[248]. 

Committee — South  Africa  [196] — b,p. 

Withdrawn  —  Permissive  Prohibitory  Liquor  • 
r42l ;  Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  * 


PERMISSIVE     PROHIBITOEY     LIQUOR 

BILL.— [Bill  42.] 
(^iV  Wilfrid  Laweon,   Sir  Thomas  Batley,  Mr, 

Dovming,  Mr,  Richard^  Mr,  William  Johnston, 

Lr,  Cameron,  Mr,  JDalwap,) 

SECOND     READIKQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged ;  Bill  withdrawn. 


Sib  WILFBID  LAW80N 

Notice  that  he  would  take  the 
opportoniiy    next    Seesion    <tf 
leave  of  the  House  to  re-introduoe  th* 
BilL 

QUESTION. 


RUSSIA  AND  EKGLAKD. 


QUBSnOV. 


OBSSaTATIOVSL 


Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  he  had  pb^d 
in  the  hands  of  the  Clerk  at  the  Tabfe 
the  Question  which  he  had  desired  to 
ask  on  the  previous  ereninf  ^  and  whidi, 
had  he  been  permitted  to  plaee  it  o&  the 
Paper,  he  would  have  preBsoed  with  aa 
expression  of  regret  that  the  right  horn. 
(Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x«di*> 
quer  had  altogether  declined  to  answer  it. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  said,  that  if  the  hoo. 
Member  now  propoeed  to  ask  the  aaa* 
Question  whicn  the  right  hon.  Oe&tle- 
man  declined  to  answer  yesterday  he 
altogether  out  of  Order. 

ilsL,  WHALLEY  said,  he  did 
complain  of  the  excellent  judgment  of 
the  (Gentleman  who  sat  at  the  Table; 
but  the  Question  which  he  propoeed  to 
put  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exehemur 
was — Whether  anycommunicatioBa  had 
been  made  to  Bussia  by  Her  Mi^eafy^a 
GK>vemment  indicating  the  pomt  at 
which  they  would  deem  it  neoeeaaiy  to 
take  hostile  action,  with  a  view  to  ob- 
tain the  objects  of  the  Oovemment  by 
negotiation  instead  of  force  ?  He  did 
not  know  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  think  it  ri^ht  to  giv«  an 
Answer ;  but  it  would  reheve  him  (Mr. 
Whalley)  and  many  others  of  any  fnr* 
ther  trouble  if  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  inform  the  Hooas 
what  were  the  relations  exiatia^  be> 
tween  this  country  and  Buacia  with 
regard  to  the  war  now  going  on  in  the 
East,  and  any  other  information  whieh 
he  might  think  it  desirable  to  give  to 
the  House.      

The  CHANCELLOB  ot  the  EXCHB- 
QUEB :  I  cannot  think  it  convenient  or 
ibr  the  interest  of  the  ]^uUio  service  that 
I  should  answer  Questions  of  thenatnrs 
of  that  put  by  the  hon.  Membar  for 
Peterborough.  I  do  not  wish  to  aom- 
plain  of  his  being  desirous  to  obtain 
information ;  but  I  am  obliged  to  aaj,  in 
the  interest  of  the  pubUo  servioe,  tfiat  it 
is  not  a  Question  tnat  I  oan  answer.    If 


1797         Souik  AJtiea  Bill.         {July  25,  1877 } 


CommitUe. 


1798 


ib«ie  were  any  infonnation  which  Her 
Mi^Mfy's  Oorenunent  t^ong^  it  de- 
ttraUe  to  give  to  the  House,  we  should 
tak*  an  opportunity  of  doing  so. 


ORDERS    OP    TEE   DAT. 


SOUTH  AFRICA  BILL.  [Xorrfi.]  [Bill  19fi.] 
(Mr.  J.  lAwth$r,) 

OOlDdTTSB. 

Bin 


in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 


On  Motion  that  the  Preamble  be  post- 
poned, 

Mb.  CDONNELL  said,  the  GoTom- 
ment  were  pressing  forward  this  Bill  with 
objectionable  haste.  They  had  not  sup- 
plied t^e  House  with  the  information  ao* 
aolntely  necessary  for  the  full  and  fair 
examination  of  the  details  of  the  Bill  or 
to  enable  them  to  judge  of  the  policy 
or  necessity  of  the  measure.  Yenr  little 
Uffht  had  been  thrown  on  our  relations 
with  the  Dutdi  or  with  the  Natives,  or 
upon  the  annexation  of  the  Transraal, 
by  the  Under  Seoretair,  who  was  conduct- 
ing the  Bill  through  the  House  in  a  per- 
functory, light,  and  airy,  though  agree- 
aUe  manner.  In  the  debate  last  ni^ht 
sereral  points  had  been  raised  which 
required  elucidation;  but  almost  the 
only  matter  noticed  by  the  Ckivemment 
was  the  statement  made  with  respect  to 
Bir  Henry  Barkty  in  the  early  j^art  of 
the  eyeninff,  and  that  was  met  in  the 
usual  official  style,  by  dedarinff  that 
Sir  Henry  Barkly  was  a  most  vuuable 
public  s^yant.  Before  proceeding  fur- 
ther with  this  Bill,  the  Delegates  from 
South  Africa  ought  to  get  a  hearing 
from  this  honourable  House.  The  hon. 
Member  was  prooeedinff  to  discuss  the 
question  of  the  annexation  of  the  Trans- 
raal, when 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  out  of  Order  in  discussing 
the  question  of  annexation.  The  Ques- 
tion was  that  the  Preamble  of  this  Bill 
be  postponed. 

Mb.  CDONNELL  said,  he  was  de- 
sirous that  the  House  should  not  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill  until  th^  had  heard 
what  the  Delegates  from  South  AfHca 
had  got  to  say,  and  for  that  purpose  he 
wouki  more  that  the  Conumttee  report 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  the  Chairman  do  report  I^rogress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  —  (Mr. 
fflhnnM.) 

Thb  chairman  said,  that  the  sub- 
ject of  the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  sought  to 
introduce  had  no  connection  with  the 
Motion  before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  his  whole 
action  with  respect  to  the  Confederation 
scheme  would  be  altered  if  the  Govern- 
ment afforded  that  information  regard- 
ing the  entire  question  which  the  House 
of  Commons  was  entitled  to  have. 

Thb  chairman  said,  that  the  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  Member  must  be 
confined  to  the  Question  whether  the 
Preamble  should  be  x>ostponed  or  not, 
and  that  he  could  not  go  into  subjects 
which  were  not  before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  G'DONNELL  said,  he  merely 
wished  to  refer  to  the  Republic,  and  to 
give  other  reasons  why  the  Committee 
diould  not  be  proceeded  with. 

Mb.  J.  LOwTHEB  said,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  as  the  ground 
of  the  Motion  he  had  made  that,  in  the 
first  place,  no  adequate  information 
had  been  afforded  by  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  admission  of  the 
Transvaal  State  to  the  advantages  of 
British  connection.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Low- 
ther^  held  in  his  hand  several  large  Blue 
Boobs  which  had  been  for  some  time 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  which 
contained  the  fullest  information  in  the 
possession  of  the  Government,  and  car- 
ried it  down  to  the  latest  moment  at 
which  communication  had  been  held 
with  South  Africa.  Further  than  that 
he  did  not  see  how  it  was  possible  the 
Government  could  go.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  also  stated  that  full  informa- 
tion had  not  been  g^ven  by  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  their  policy  on  this  subject. 
Now,  whatevercriticiBms  hadbeen  passed 
on  his  observations  on  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  they  almost  uniformly 
pursued  the  course  of  deprecating  the 
len^^  at  which  he  had  awelt  on  this 
subject  of  the  Transvaal.  He  stated 
last  night  why  he  had  felt  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  take  the  first  opportunity  of 

S'ving  to  the  House  the  views  of  Her 
jjesty's  (Government  on  that  point. 
But  the  fact  was,  hit  high  or  hit  low, 
there  was  no  gijiAflr  the  hon.  G^tleman 
satisfaction.    The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
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also  paBsed  some  criticisms  on  the  taste 
of  the  observations  he  had  made  last 
night.  No  one  was  a  fair  judge  in  his 
own  cause,  and  therefore  he  would  most 
cheerfully  bow  at  any  time  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  on  a  matter 
of  that  kind ;  but  he  would  Tenture  to 
suggest  that  such  criticisms  would  more 
appropriately  have  come  from  any  hon. 
Oentleman  who  had  heard  that  speech — 
he  was  in  the  recollection  of  the  Com- 
mittee when  he  ventured  to  express  a 
doubt  whether  the  hon.  Ghentleman  was 
in  his  place  at  the  time.  When  the 
hon.  Gentleman  talked  of  "the  airy, 
light,  and  perfunctory"  manner  in 
which  he  had  stated  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  he  must  remark  that  he 
had  to  trespass  on  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  for  upwards  of  three-quarters  of 
an  hour,  during  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  in  his  place.  He  could 
only  say  that  the  fullest  information  in 
the  possession  of  the  Government  had 
been  candidly  &nd  without  the  least 
reserve  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  House, 
and  that  the  fullest  explanation  of  the 
Bill  had  been  given  which  his  humble 
powers  enabled  him  to  give.  He  must 
thank  the  House  for  the  kindness  with 
which  they  had  listened  to  him  and  the 
indulgence  with  which  his  observations 
had  been  received.  He  could  only  assure 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  any  remarks  he 
might  make  with  respect  to  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill  would  be  most  fully  and  can- 
didly considered,  and  any  contributions 
the  hon.  Gentleman  might  make  towards 
the  improvement  of  the  Bill  would  be 
most  cordially  accepted.  He  hoped  in 
these  circumstances  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  accept  this  explanation  and  with- 
draw his  Motion. 

SiE  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  was  sorry 
that  the  subject  of  the  transfer  of  the 
Transvaal  had  got  mixed  up  for  the 
second  time  wim  the  question  of  the 
Confederation  of  South  Africa.  The 
Cape  Colony  had  some  200  square  miles 
of  territory — quite  enough  for  manage* 
ment,  without  taking  the  responsibility 
of  the  government  of  Central  AMoa. 
The  question  of  Confederation  was  of 
itself  one  of  enormous  importance,  as  it 
involved  the  settlement  of  South  Africa 
and  the  position  of  the  Whites  towards 
the  Blacks,  and  he  felt  disappointed  that 
the  Leader  of  the  House  had  not  thought 
this  a  matter  of  sufficient  importance  to 
deal  with  last  night.  He  still  considered 

Mr,  </*.  Zowther 


liftd 


itj  lift 
m  in 


that  no  pressing 
shown  for  pressing  this  Bi 
hurry  at  the  fag-end  of  the 
the  contrary,  the  extreme  impoitaafii  «f 
the  Bill  made  it  very  desirable  that  it 
should  not  be  passed  this  year,  aad  es^ 
cially  as  the  South  AMcan  Ookmiee  kid 
not  asked  for  it.  But  he  felt  bound  Id 
yield  to  the  majority  of  the  Honae.  sad 
therefore  he  was  willing  to  proceed  vitk 
the  Bill  in  Committee  provided  reeaoft- 
able  concessions  were  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  some  of  the  claoaee.  The 
hon.  Member  was  about  to  refflr  to  tat- 
tain  clauses,  when 

The  CHAIRMAN  Dointed  out  thai 
the  hon.  Baronet  would  not  be  in  Ordm 
in  discussing  any  Amendment  which  had 
been  placed  on  the  Paper  and  whidi 
would  come  on  in  its  regular  oofcne. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  aaid.  ha 
was  willing  to  proceed  with  the  BiD  in 
Committee,  and  hoped  thatthe  hon.  Mmmk- 
ber  for  Dungarvan  would  not  preaa  hia 
Motion  to  report  Progresa.  Thehon  Mw 
ber  proceeded  to  say,  that  some  obeerfa- 
tions  in  praise  of  S&  Heniy  Barklj  were 
made  last  night ;  but  after  reading  in  ths 
Blue  Books  of  die  conduct  of  Sir  Haniy 
while  in  the  Mauritiua  he  felt  bound  to 
hold  a  different  view  of  his  oondnet. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  m  re- 
ference  now  to  the  conduct  of  &&  He 
Barkly  at  the  Mauritius  upon  the  qi 
tion  of  reporting  Progreae  would  not  ht 
in  Order. 

Sm  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  aaid,  ht 
should  adhere  to  his  opinion  npon  tha 
conduct  of  that  gentleman,  hut  he  hoped 
that  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  lor 
Dungarvan  would  be  withdrawn* 

Mb.  BIGGAE  oontended  that  the  G<k 
vemment  ought  to  make  the  neoeasty 
for  this  Bill  (uear  to  the  Honee,  and  th«j 
had  not  yet  done  so.  Then  there  oo^i 
to  be  proper  time  for  diacuaatng  it.  He 
understood  that  the  people  whom  the  Bfll 
would  affect  were  anxious  to  be  heard  aC 
the  Bar  of  the  House  bv  ooonael,  and  it 
would  only  be  fair  that  the  Hooae  riumid 
hear  what  they  had  to  aaj  affainat  tha 
Bill. 

The  CHANCELLOB  op  tex  EXCHE- 
QUER :  A  question  has  beoi  rataed  hy 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  tar  Dun- 
garvan which  demands  the  conajderatjon 
of  the  Committee,  and  it  is  thia — whm- 
ther  this  ia  the  right  and  proper  way  ia 
which  measures  should  be  diacoaaed.  It 
is  generally  understood  that  in 
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ing  with  Bills,  the  disouflsion  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure  is  taken  on  the 
second  reading.    If  the  principle  is  then 
affirmed,  and    it  is    desired  again  to 
challenge    it,    another    opportunity   is 
afforded  of  discussing  the  principle  on 
the  Motion  for  goii^g  into  Committee; 
if  the  House  agam  affirms  it,  the  House 
then  goes  into  Committee,  and  the  Com- 
mittee proceeds  to  discuss  the  various 
clauses,  and  to  decide  the  several  ques- 
tions as  they  arise.    Of  course,  it  is  com- 
petent to  a  Member,  for  sufficient  reason, 
to  move  to  report  Progress ;  but  I  doubt 
whether  sufficient  reason  has  been  shown 
on  this  occasion,  as  the  hon.  Member 
has  only  expressed  a  desire  to   raise 
again  questions  which  were  discussed 
upon  the  previous  stages  of  the  BilL 
This  Bill  IS  one  of  an  important  cha- 
racter, but  so  far  it  is  merely  permissive. 
It  was  discussed  on  the  second  reading ; 
and  though  no  doubt  it  is  true  my  hon. 
Friend  {Mr.  Lowther)  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  enter  at  very  g^at  length 
upon  the  question,  he  reg^arding  it  as  a 
permissive  Bill,  yet  there  was  a  discus- 
sion   in    reference    to    the   Transvaal. 
There  was  a  large  majority  last  evening 
that  affirmed  the  principle  of  the  Bill ; 
but  before  the  division  was  taken  my 
hon.  Friend  made  a  full  and  able  state- 
ment of  the  grounds  upon  which  the  Bill 
is  founded.    My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
moved  an  Amendment;  but  it  did  not 
indicate  any  hostility  to  the  Bill.     The 
debate  lasted  all  the  evening  and  sqme 
verv  important  speeches  were  made,  but 
nothing  was  said  which  seemed  to  re- 
quire a  reply  from  me.    I  can  see  no 
justification  for  the  delay  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell) — any  objection  of  that  cha- 
racter, if  taken  at  all,  should  have  been 
taken  on  the  second  reading;  and  the 
proper  oourse  now  is  to  proceed  with 
the  discussion  of  the  clauses;  and  as 
there  is  no  justification  for   reporting 
Progress  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan,  whose  object  is  the  same  as 
our  own,  will  withdraw  his  Motion,  and 
that  the  Committee  will  be  allowed  to 

frooeed  with  the  Bill.  I  can  assure  the 
Louse  that  the  Oovemment  are  pre- 
pared carefully  and  candidly  to  consider 
all  questions  that  may  affect  the  Native 
races. 

Ma.  WHALLEY  joined  in  appealing 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  to 


withdraw  his  Motion.  There  were  good 
reasons  why  the  Committee  should  pro- 
ceed with  tbe  Bill  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  Business,  and  there  were  good  reasons 
why  the  Bill  should  be  passed  this  Ses- 
sion. He  thought  one  reason  in  reference 
to  the  subject  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  just  referred  was  this — 
that  the  gentleman  who  had  had  much 
to  do  with  this  matter  in  South  Africa 
occupied  an  exceptional  position  ;  but  he 
had  been  a  successful  administrator  at 
Natal  for  30  years,  and  was  looked  upon 
by  the  Natives  as  their  father,  and  there- 
fore it  would  be  well  that  such  an  ex- 
perienced man  should  have  the  conduct 
in  settling  the  affairs  of  the  Native  race. 
It  would  be  a  great  misfortune  if  the 
Bill  should  not  be  passed  this  year. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  that  the  Pre- 
amble  of  the  Bill  referred  to  certain 
Colonies  and  States  in  South  Africa,  and 
in  the  4th  clause  the  Transvaal  Eepublic 
was  mentioned,  and  it  was  therefore  a 
part  of  the  material  upon  which  the 
Bill  was  founded ; — that  being  so,  the 
freest  room  ought  to  be  allowed  for  dis- 
cussing the  whole  subject.  He  desired, 
however,  that  his  opposition  to  the  mea- 
sure should  be  distinctly  regulated  by 
Parliamentanr  rule  and  tradition — the 
House  must  be  bound  by  the  majority, 
otherwise  there  would  be  an  end  to  all 
Parliamentary  government  —  and  he 
should  abide  by  the  vote  of  the  majority. 
He  was  greatly  disappointed,  however, 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  not  g^ven  any  reason  for  going  on 
with  the  Bill  this  year.  Why  should  it 
be  passed  this  Session  ?  Nothing  would 
be  ffained  by  it.  They  would  lose  a 
weoK  in  discussine  it,  and  when  passed 
into  law  it  would  be  a  dead  letter.  He 
hoped  there  would  be  some  further  ex- 
planation.        

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  In  answer  to  the  appeal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard,  I  think  I  may 
say  that  the  reason  why  the  Government 
are  proceeding  with  the  Bill  this  Session 
is  that  the  state  of  affairs  in  South  Africa 
is  of  a  critical  character ;— critical  espe- 
cially in  this — that  there  is  reason  to 
apprehend  possible  disturbances  among^ 
the  Native  races ;  and  it  is  the  opinion 
of  the  Government,  especially  of  the 
Colonial  Secretary,  that  the  best  course 
to  take  to  arrest  any  danger  which  is 
apprehended  is  to  promote  the  confede- 
ration of  these  different  Colonies.  There 


1803 


South  Africa  Bin.  \  COMMONS ) 


18M 


has  been  a  great  deal  of  commtmication 
between  the  Eepresentatives  of  the  Oo- 
vemment  in  the  various  Colonies  in 
South  Africa  and  the  Oovemment  at 
home,  and  an  arrangement  has  been 
very  nearly  arrived  at  between  them  and 
the  Colonial  Secretary  as  to  the  kind  of 
measure  which  should  be  proposed.  The 
object  which  the  Government  have  at 
heart  is  to  brine  about  that  confederation, 
when  approved  by  the  Colonies  and  the 
Colonial  Minister,  with  as  little  delay  as 
possible.  When  a  scheme  has  been 
agreed  upon  it  will  be  presented  to  Par- 
liament for  its  sanction ;  but  if  a  scheme 
were  presented  now  there  would  be  a 
very  great  loss  of  valuable  time.  It  is 
desirable,  therefore,  that  Parliament 
should  affirm  the  principle  of  confedera- 
tion, and  indicate  to  tne  Colonies  the 
general  basis  on  which  they  will  sanc- 
tion confederation  at  a  future  time.  This 
Bill  has  passed  one  House,  and  passed 
the  second  readinc;  in  this  House ;  and 
Parliament  has  tinerefore  pointed  out 
the  principles  upon  which  confederation 
ought  to  proceed,  and  has  affirmed  that 
it  will  be  prepared  to  sanction  confede- 
ration on  those  principles.  This  Bill, 
therefore,  will  be  for  the  guidance  of 
the  Colonies ;  and  if  it  should  be  allowed 
to  go  on  it  will  be,  with  the  discussionB 
which  will  take  place,  of  the  highest 
value  in  any  arrangement  which  may  be 
made  by  the  Colonies  within  themselves. 
I  hope  I  have  answered  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member.  The  Bill  is  of  a  per- 
missive character.  It  imposes  nothing 
upon  the  whole  or  any  single  Colony, 
but  leaves  them  all  free  to  accept  the 
suggestions  made — the  object  bemg  to 
put  the  suggestions  in  a  form  which 
would  afterwards  receive  the  sanction  of 
Parliament.  For  the  sake  of  the  gene- 
ral interests  of  the  Empire  I  hope  we 
shall  be  allowed  to  proceed  witn  the 
discussion,  and  that  it  will  go  on  in  a 
business-like  spirit.  The  Uovemment 
will  give  ample  time  for  the  considera- 
tion of  all  the  clauses. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
when  the  clause  which  was  to  deal  with 
the  representation  of  the  Native  races 
would  be  put  on  the  Paper  ?  He  had 
heard  with  satisfaction  that  it  was  to  be 
dealt  with,  and  that  there  would  be  full 
opportuni^  to  discuss  it ;  but  the'  stage 
of  Beport  would  not  a^ord  it  if  the 
clauses  were  to  be  galloped  through  in 
Committee. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


Mciiimwi    uonr 


Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  said,  lie 
to  hear  a  suggestion  of  rapid 
The  question  would  be  ^    _ 
on  Clause  26,  to  which  tfaiore 
Amendment  by  the  hon. 
liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney).     He 
communication   with    the   xigfat 
Member  for  Bradford  aboot  the 
of  an  Amendment  to  be  mutually 
upon. 

Mb.  COUETNEY  said,  the 
of  ikiQ  Exchequer  had  spoken  faixiy,  \mx 
had  not  satisfied  him.  It  was  ad«ittwt 
that  negotiations  with  the  Colonies  wet* 

g>ing  on.  The  second  reading  of  tfae 
ill  would  indicate  that  Pariiamff 
approved  the  principle  of  ConfederaftiaB* 
and  the  clauses  would  show  upon  wlut 
lines  Parliament  was  prqiarea  to  go; 
but  there  was  nothing  in  the  Bin  to 
show  how  the  Native  questum  was  to 
be  dealt  with  except  th^  it  waa  to  be 
referred  to  the  Legislature  of  llie  Oomr 

federation.       

Mb.  K  JENKINS  said»  he  tliOQght 
the  statement  of  the  Chanoellor  ol  tfao 
Exchequer  was  perfectly  frank  and  va- 
deniable,  and  he  could  not  oompreheBd 
why  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  CoortDeyj 
should  get  up  and  state  his  opinioma 
again.  Me  took  it  for  granted  that  the 
Eoellor  of  the  £x<£e^«  mfand 
to  a  period  subsequent  to  the  negotia- 
tions in  the  Papers  before  the  ^mee. 
He  took  it  for  granted  when  the  Gorem* 
ment  stated  that  there  were  good  roasoaa 
known  to  the  Colonial  OfSob  wlrr  tbe 
Bi^  should  be  passed,  that  the  xLxmam 
ought  to  come  to  the  practioal  oonchiMym 
that  the  Ooyemment  were  in  poaeeMkoa 
of  information  which  they  were  not  pre- 
pared to  lay  before  the  Houae»  bat  whiflli 
justified  them  in  pressing  the  Bill  Car- 
ward.  [InterrypUom,'}  Siirely  the  ooee- 
tion  which  initiated  tais  Bill  had  been 
already  discoased.  He  had  caUed  attea* 
tion  to  the  question  himself;  but  ae  it 
had  been  initiated  by  the  Colonial  Office^ 
that  Office  could  not  but  w^^i^^;^  iha 
position  which  it  had  taken  up.  Aa  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  NatiTO  xmom 
were  to  be  treated,  he  oooldnotoonMm 
a  greater  mistake  in  policy  than  that 
the  House  should  lay  down  haxd-ead* 
fast  lines  as  to  the  way  in  wbioli  that 
question  should  be  settled.  Lord  Cat* 
narvon  had  shown  diat  he  waa 
by  a  spirit  of  humanitTf  and  they 
not  but  beliere  that  he  would 
the  matter  on  principles  which  the 
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would  support,  and  he  was  willing  it 
should  he  left  in  Lord  Camanron's 
hands.  At  the  same  time,  he  sym- 
pathized with  the  position  of  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Camp- 
bell}, and  with  the  desire  which  had 
been  strongly  expressed  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  that  they  should  put  such 
provisions  in  the  Bill  as  would  secure 
the  Native  races  from  anything  like 
tjrranny  or  any  infringement  of  their 
rights.  He  hoped  that  those  who  were 
opposing  the  Bill  would  give  it  a  fair 
and  straightforward  opposition.  Cer- 
tain hon.  Memhers  were  opposing  it  on 
the  ground  that  they  were  asked  to 
adopt  the  federal  principle  in  relation  to 
the  Colonies  which  the  House  was  un- 
willing to  apply  to  the  United  Elingdom. 
He  sympathized  with  those  Members 
who  desired  to  relieve  the  Imperial 
Parliament  from  the  pressure  of  local 
business,  and  he  believed  that  any  rea- 
sonable proposal  to  that  effect  would  be 
considered  in  the  House.  He  did  not 
say  that  a  cut-and-dry  scheme,  which 
they  were  not  prepared  to  think  was 
consistent  with  Imperial  interests,  would 
be  adopted ;  but  anything  like  a  reason- 
able scheme  would  be  considered,  and 
he  should  be  prepared  to  give  it,  to 
some  extent,  his  support.  But  he  did 
not  conceive  that  that  question  could  at 
all  be  dragged  into  this  discussion.  The 
hon.  Member  having  been  much  inter- 
rupted in  his  speech  by  cries  proceeding 
chiedy  from  benches  behind  him,  said 
he  did  not  conceive  why  he  should  be 
interrupted  —  he  was  saying  nothing 
irrelevant  to  the  Question.  They  had 
listened  last  night  to  objections  urged 
ag^ainst  the  Bill  ad  nauieam^  and  he  hoped 
they  would  now  be  allowed  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  in  Committee. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  had  interrupted 
the  hon.  Member  because  they  were 
anxious  to  proceed  with  the  considera- 
tion of  the  £ill,  and  he  and  others  with 
him  thought  that  hon.  Members  who 
had  addressed  the  Committee  were 
abusing  the  Forms  of  the  House  for  the 

furpose  of  delaying  the  progress  of  the 
m. 

Ma.  £.  JENKINS,  with  much  heat, 
rose  and  said :  Sir,  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
dfmy  that  I  have  abused  the  Forms  of 
the  House.  I  move  that  those  words  be 
taken  down. 

Ma.  PABNELL :  I  second  that  Mo- 
tion.   I  think  that  the  limits  of  for- 


bearance have  been  passed. — ["  Hear 
hear !  "]  I  say  that  1  think  the  limits 
of  forbearance  have  been  passed  in 
reg^d  to  the  language  which  hon. 
Members  opposite  have  thought  proper 
to  address  to  me  and  to  those  who  act 
with  me. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  I  move  that  these  words  be 
taken  down  also — that  **  the  limits  of 
forbearance  have  been  passed  in  regard 
to  the  language  used  towards  the  non. 
Member."  I  think  the  House  is  entitled 
to  an  explanation  of  that  expression. 

Ma.  PARNELL :  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
wish  to  ask,  Sir,  whether  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  in  Order  in  sub- 
mitting a  fresh  Motion  before  the  former 
one  has  been  settled  ? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN :  The  oroposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  is  not 
strictly  speaking  a  Motion — it  is  not  a 
Question  which  can  be  put  from  the 
Chair,  but  is  a  proposition  on  which  it 
will  be  my  duty  to  take  the  general 
opinion  of  the  Committee.  I  may  per- 
haps, however,  be  relieved  from  any 
further  obligation  in  the  matter  when  I 
state  that  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Qloucester 
(Mr.  Monk)  were  not  in  themselves  a 
breach  of  Order.  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gloucester  intended  to  impute  to  the 
hon  Member  for  Dundee,  or  any  other 
hon.  Member,  any  malicious  intention  of 
abusing  the  Forms  of  the  House,  that 
imputation  would,  no  doubt,  have  been 
out  of  Order ;  but  it  did  not  seem  to  me 
that  the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  were 
so  intended,  and  I  think  that,  perhapn, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  Committee 
will  be  satisfied  if  the  hon.  Member  can 
give  an  assurance  to  that  effect. 

Mb.  monk  :  I  imputed  no  malicious 
intention  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee, 
[''Hear,  hear  I  *']  I  have  nothing  to  add 
to  what  I  have  already  said — that  I 
think  that  some  hon.  Members  have 
abused  the  Forms  of  the  House  in  order 
to  prevent  the  Qovemment  from  making 

f  regress  with  this  Bill  in  Committee. 
C^MTf.l  It  is  a  Bill  with  regard  to 
which  tne  House  has  decided  by  an 
enormous  majori^  that  it  should  go  into 
Committee,  and  I  think  it  is  time  that 
this  discussion  should  cease,  and  that 
the  Oovemment  should  be  allowed  to  go 
on  with  a  measure  which  they  consider 
of  importance  to  the  interests  of  the 
country. 
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Me.  COUETNEY  :  I  repudiate  alto- 
gether the  idea  that  I  hare  in  any  way 
abused  the  Forms  of  the  House,  or  that 
I  have  sought  unnecessarily  to  delay 
the  progress  of  this  Bill,  and  the  words 
of  the  hon.  Member  do  appear  to  me  to 
involve  a  question  of  Order. 

Mb.  PAltNELL:  Sir,  it  is  a  dan- 
gerous  thing  for  me  to  attempt  to  speak 
in  this  House;  but  I  think  I  have  reason 
to  complain  of  the  persistent  interrup- 
tions with  which  I  have  been  met  by 
certain  hon.  Members  while  I  have  been 
attempting  to  discharge  my  duties,  and 
of  the  intimidation  to  which  many  of 
the  Members  of  this  House  resort  in 
order  to  prevent  me  from  discharging 
my  duty.  \^Loud  oriei  of  ** Hear,  hear !  *' 
rtn(?  "  Order !  "J 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not  in  Order  in  accusing  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  of  intimidation. 
The  hon.  Member  must  withdraw  the 
expression .    [Cheers.'] 

MB.  PARNELL:  I  was  expressing 
my  opinion.  Sir,  that  intimidation  has 
been  used  towards  me — {**  Order!  "J — 
by  the  English  Press.  [  dries  of  *  *  Hear, 
hear!"  anrf  **  Withdraw  !  "]  I  express 
my  deliberate  opinion,  Sir,  that  deli- 
berate intimidation  has  been  resorted 
to  towards  me  by  the  Press  of  this 
country  in  order  to  coerce  me,  and  to 
prevent  me  from  doing  what  I  consider 
my  duty;  and  so  long  as  I  have  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  this  House  I  shall 
not  allow  myself  to  be  prevented  from 
speaking  what  I  may  think  it  necessary 
to  speak,  or  from  taking  such  steps 
as  I  may  think  necessary.  ["Order! 
order!  withdraw!"] 

Mb.  ONSLOW :  I  rise  to  order.  You, 
Sir,  have  ruled  that  the  words  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  attributing  in- 
timidation to  Members  of  this  House 
should  be  withdrawn.  They  have  not 
been  withdrawn ;  and  I  ask  you,  Sir, 
whether  it  is  right  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  be  allowed  to  go  on  with  his 
remarks  until  those  words  have  been 
withdrawn  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  understand  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  to  say  that  the 
observation  he  made  had  reference  to 
the  Press  of  this  country.  I  understand 
that  the  hon.  Member  expressly  dis- 
claims his  intention  of  applying  these 
words  to  any  Members  of  this  House, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  carry 
the  matter  any  further. 


Mb.  PARNELL  said  the  hon.  Hi 
ber  for  Dundee  (Mr.  £.  Jenkins) 
wrong  in  supposing  that  he  or  thow 
who  acted  with  him  objected  to  Ihm 
passing  of  this  Bill  because  the  |»l«a 
proposed  by  t^e  hon.  and  learned  Mssn- 
ber  (Mr.  Butt)  for  the  union  of  England 
and  Ireland  had  not  been  properly  eaa- 
sidered  by  the  House.  He  aid  not  obt«ct 
to  the  BiU  on  that  ground ;  bat  he  had 
called  attention  on  the  previous  night  to 
the  inconsistency  of  uie  Goremmeat* 
which  endeavoured  to  force  the  South 
African  Colonies  to  confederate,  while 
they  refused  even  to  consider  a  measnrs 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick  to  cany  oot  a 
similar  plan  as  regarded  England  and 
Ireland.     P'  Order  I  '*] 

Mb.  PuLESTON  rose  to  Order.  He 
desired  to  ask  whether  the  hon.  Member 
was  acting  in  oonformitr  with  the  Bnlea 
of  the  House,  in  introducing  a  anbject 
which  was  extraneous  to  the  Qnee^on 
before  the  Committee  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mon- 
ber  is  discussing  in  a  very  wide  and 
unusual  manner  the  Motion  to  report 
Progress ;  but  as  the  Bill  estabHshee  the 
principle  that  he  wishes  to  see  adopted 
elsewhere,  I  cannot  say  that  I  think  he 
is  out  of  Order.  At  Uie  same  time.  I 
must  point  out  that  it  is  very  nnusnal  to 
move  to  report  Progress  upcm  the  Mo- 
tion that  the  Preamble  of  a  BUI  be  poet- 
poned. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  was  afraid 
he  had  not  been  able  sufficiently  to  ^- 
plain  himself,  owing  to  the  peieisteat 
interruptions  and  calh  to  Order  of  Mem- 
bers opposite.  No  doubt  those  hoa. 
Members  were  actuated  by  hononrable 
motives  and  intentions,  but  the  reeolt 
was  merely  to  protract  the  debates  which 
they  were  desirous  of  shortening.  He 
had  been  endeavouring  to  explain  his 
charge  of  inconsistency  against  the  Oo- 
vemment  in  pressing  this  scheme  on  the 
South  African  Colonies  when  they  re- 
fused to  consider  the  plan  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limeriek  with 
regard  to  the  relations  between  England 
and  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  was 
proceeding  to  refer  to  the  subject  of  the 
federation  of  the  United  Statee  <tf  Ame- 
rica and  to  the  conduct  of  the  Fedenl 
Oovemment  towards  tiie  Soutfaeni 
at  the  dose  of  the  Oivil  War,  wh 

The  chairman  agdn  eaUad  Ike 
hon.  Member  to  Orders  ud  eend 
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the  hon.  Member's  remarks  must  be  in 
some  way  x>ertinent  to  the  QueBtion 
before  the  Committee.  The  policy  of  the 
American  Government  conid  have  no- 
thing, to  do  with  this  Bill. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  the  treatment 
of  the  White  and  Native  races  was  a 
subject  of  great  importance.  This  Bill 
ought  not,  therefore,  to  be  passed  in  its 
present  shape,  and  no  further  time 
should  be  lost  in  discussing  it.  The 
hon.  Member  was  proceeding  to  refer  to 
the  subject  of  the  White  and  Native 
races  in  South  Africa,  when 

The  chairman  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  was  travelling  beyond 
the  question.  It  was  open  to  the  hon. 
Member  to  bring  up  a  clause  or  propose 
Amendments  on  the  subject  of  the  white 
and  Native  races  when  the  clause  re- 
lating to  that  subject  came  before  the 
Committee. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  bowed  to 
the  ruling  of  the  Chair — ^that  the  Ques- 
tion now  before  the  House  was  that  the 
Committee  should  report  Prog^ss,  and 
that  he  could  take  another  occasion  for 
discussing  the  relations  between  the 
"White  Colonists  and  the  Native  races — 
and  he  wouldnowstate  whyhethoughtthe 
Gbvemment  ought  not  to  waste  any  more 
time  over  this  Bill,  but  proceed  to  finish 
other  questions  of  national  importance 
before  they  took  in  hand  this  new  job. 
He  desired  to  say  that  the  scheme  for 
the  confederation  of  the  South  African 
Colonies  was  a  part  of  the  selfish  policy 
of  the  British  Government — their  want 
of  consideration  for  the  wishes  of  others, 
and  their  total  disregard  of  the  interests 
and  requirements  of  the  Colonies  them- 
selves. The  hon.  Member,  who  spoke 
amid  much  confusion,  and  who  was 
twice  called  to  Order  by  the  Chairman, 
was  understood  to  say — As  it  was  with 
Ireland,  so  it  was  with  the  South  African 
Colonies,  yet  Irish  Members  were  asked 
to  assist  the  Government  in  carrying  out 
their  selfish  and  inconsiderate  x>olicy. 
Therefore,  as  an  Irishman,  coming  from 
a  country  which  had  experienced  to  the 
fdllest  extent  the  results  of  English  in- 
f\  terference  in  its  affairs  and  the  conse- 
quences of  English  cruelty  and  tyranny, 
he  felt  a  special  satisfaction  in  pre- 
venting and  thwarting  the  intentions 
,  of  the  Government  in  respect  of  this 
\  BiU. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB  immediately  rose  and  said :  Sir, 


I  move  that  those  words  be  taken  down 
by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table. 

The  words  having  been  taken  down 
by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table, 

Thb  CHANCELLOB  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  apprehend,  Sir,  that  it  is  now 
the  course  to  move  that  Uiese  words  be 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 
I  therefore  move  that  you,  Sir,  do  leave 
the  Chair,  and  do  report  the  words  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  to  the 
House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Chairman  do  report  the  same  to  the 
House,"  put,  and  agned  to, 

Mb.  speaker  having  resumed  the 
Chair, 

Mb.  RAIEIES :  Sir,  I  have  to  report 
that  durinsr  the  progpress  of  the  Com- 
mittee the  hon.  ]l^ember  for  Meath  used 
these  words,  which  were  afterwards,  by 
direction  of  the  Committee,  taken  down 
by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table— that  is  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath,  regarding  the 
progress  of  the  Bill  in  Committee,  ex- 
pressed '*  his  satisfaction  in  preventing 
and  thwarting  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  respect  to  this  Bill."  It 
was  also  ordered  that  I  should  report 
these  words  to  the  House. 

Mb.  PARNELL  rose  to  speak ;  but 
being  called  to  Order,  sat  down. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: It  was  upon  my  Motion,  Sir, 
that  those  words  were  taken  down,  and 
I  wish  to  state  to  you  and  the  House  as 
properly  constituted,  yourself  in  the 
Chair,  the  circumstances  under  which 
these  words  were  used,  and  the  reason 
why  I  desired  that  they  should  be  taken 
down  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table.  The 
question  which  was  under  consideration 
of  ihe  Committee  was  a  Motion  that  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  as  soon  as  the  House  had 
gone  into  Committee  on  the  South 
African  Bill  that  the  Chairman  should 
report  Progress.  Considerable  discus- 
sion had  tuen  place  upon  that  Motion, 
and  several  hon.  Members  had  taken 
part  in  that  discussion,  and  had  ranged 
m  their  observations  very  far  beyond 
the  Motion  itself.  They  had  embarked 
in  discussions  on  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  which,  as  I  consider,  had  been 
legitimately  discussed  and  affirmed  by 
the  House  Doth  upon  the  second  reading 
and  upon  the  Question  that  you  do  leave 
the  Chair ;  and  in  addition  to  that  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Meath  had  travelled  so 
far  ^m  the  subjeot  of  disousBion  as  to 
have  at  least  twice  given  oooasion  for 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  to  call 
upon  him  to  confine  his  observations  to 
the  subjeot  which  was  properly  before 
us.  In  the  course  of  ms  observations 
the  hon.  Member  made  reference  to  a 
statement  which  I  had  made  previously 
in  the  discussion  in  Committee,  in  which 
I  had  stated  what  the  grounds  were 
upon  which  the  Government  proceeded, 
and  the  reason  why  they  desired  that 
this  Bill  should  be  proceeded  with.  I 
had  stated,  among  tnose  grounds,  that 
it  was  important  for  Imperial  interests 
and  for  the  interests  of  the  Colonies  in 
question  that  the  Bill  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with  forthwith.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath,  in  his  observations,  ig- 
noring entirely  my  statement  that  it  was 
for  the  interests  of  the  Colonies  that  the 
Bill  should  be  proceeded  with,  asserted 
that  it  was  for  Imperial,  or,  as  he  de- 
scribed it,  for  selfish  interests,  that  the 
Oovemment  desired  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill ;  and  he  went  on  to  use  the  words 
which  have  been  taken  down,  that  "he 
therefore  felt  satisfaction  in  preventing 
and  thwarting  the  action  of  the  Gtovem- 
ment."  Sir,  I  desire,  on  the  part  of  not 
only  the  Government,  but  as  I  believe  of 
the  whole  House,  to  call  your  attention 
to  the  difficulty  in  which  we  are  placed 
in  conducting  Public  Business  by  pro- 
ceedings such  as  those  which  have  taken 
place  this  morning,  and  which  are  not 
altogether  without  precedent  on  recent 
occasions — [  Ch$er9^ — and  I  desire  to  give 
Notice  that  on  Friday  next,  at  the  be- 

S'nning  of  Business,  I  shall  submit  a 
otion  to  the  House  with  reference  to 
the  course  of  Business,  and  shall  make 
a  proposal  which  I  hope  may  have  the 
e£(ect  of  facilitating  Business.  At  pre- 
sent, if  I  am  in  Cmer — as  I  believe  I 
am — ^I  will  conclude  with  the  Motion — 

"That  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  be  sus- 
pended from  his  functions  of  speaking  and 
taking  part  in  the  debates  of  this  House  until 
Friday  next." 

Mb.  BIGGAB  rose  to  address  the 
House,  but  on  cries  of  '*  Order! "  resumed 
his  seat.         

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  Before  proceeding 
further  in  this  matter,  aooormn^  to  the 
practice  of  this  House,  I  think  it  would 
be  ri^ht  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
should  be  heard  in  his  place ;  and,  after 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Bxehequer 


having  heard  what  the  hun. 
may  desire  to  addrats  to  the  H 
then,  if  it  be  the  wish  of  the  Homb,  il 
will  be  proper  that  I  put  ^hm 
from  the  Chair. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  having  again 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  call  moa  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath.  If  tae  bon. 
Member  does  not  wish  to  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  speaking  on  this  otrmmm,  it 
will  be  my  duty,  according  to  the  pnr- 
tice  of  ih.B  House,  to  call  upoo  the  hott. 
Member  for  Meath  to  withvaw. 

Mb.  BIGGAB:  I  rise  to  Ot6m. 
["Order!"  "Sit down!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKER;  Does  the  hon.  Men- 
ber  for  Meath  intend  to  addreM  the 
House? 

Mb.  PARNELL:  Mr.  ^>eaker,  I 
really  do  not  know  whether  tbsre  is  any 
use  in  my  addressing  the  House  on  the 

E resent  occasion.  I  think  the  Hones 
as  already  decided  the  maftl^  in  its 
own  mind  without  waiting  for  aaj  ob- 
servations that  I  may  have  to  auke. 
But  perhaps  it  might  be  weQ  for  me  to 
state  my  opinion  as  to  the  conne  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezoheqiier  has 
thought  proper  to  take  on  this  fnxmkm, 
and  also  my  views  on  the  sabjaet  gene- 
rally. And,  first,  I  ask  you*  Sir,  whe- 
ther, as  a  matter  of  Order,  the  MotioB 
just  proposed  by  the  Chanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  can  be  put  without  due  Notioe 
being  given,  in  accordance  with  the 
Forms  of  the  House  ?  If  any  boo. 
Member  objects  to  it  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  called  upon  the 
hon.  Member  to  give  any  explanations 
as  to  the  words  rcrported  to  have  been 
used  by  him  in  Uommittee;  and  any 
observations  he  may  have  to  make  most 
be  confined  to  that  matter. 

Mb.  PARNELL:  Well,  Sir,  with 
regard  to  the  words  themselvee,  I  beUeve 
they  were  correctly  taken  down  wi^  the 
exception  of  one  word.  I  think  I  need 
the  word  <' interest"  instead  of  ''satis- 
faction ; "  and  I  wish  to  point  oat  to  the 
House  the  circumstances  under  whieh  I 
made  use  of  those  words — words  which 
I  believe  I  waa  thorough^  justified  in 
using  notwithstanding  t£e  vexy  extnor^ 
dinaxy  and  unpreoedented  comee  tibm 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  folt  himself 
justified  in  taking.  I  regret  that  in 
addition  to  moving  that  these  particnlar 
words  be  taken  down  he.  did  not  meve 
that  all  the  words  I  had  used  inst  me- 
viously  to  those  words  should  be  tsJcca 
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down,  because  it  would  haTO  sayed  me 
the  necessity  of  repeating  to  the  House 
what  I  felt  it  mj  duly  men,  in  the  cir- 
oomstanoes  of  the  case,  to  state.  I  was 
alluding,  Sir,  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  this  Bill  had  been  brought  for- 
ward. I  stated  that  no  motive  with 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  Colonies 
was  apparent  to  me  from  the  way  in 
which  the  Qovemment  had  brought  for- 
ward this  Bill ;  but  it  appeared  to  me 
that  the  Government  of  this  country  had 
followed  the  selfish  precedents  that  had 
always  g^ded  successive  Gk>vemments 
in  their  treatment  of  subject  and  Native 
races.  I  need  not  refer  to  history  to 
support  the  accusation  that  successive 
Oovemments  of  this  country  have  always 
treated  those  whom  they  thought  they 
could  bully  and  oppress  without  reference 
to  their  interests.     ['*  Order !  "] 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  I  must  caution  the 
hon.  Member  that  he  must  not  use  words 
of  menace  to  the  House. 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther these  were  words  of  menace,  but  I 
have  no  intention  of  offering  any  words 
of  menace  to  this  House  or  to  anybody 
else.  I  shall  not  follow  the  example  set 
me  in  that  respect  in  these  last  few  days 
by  the  English  Press,  and  certainly  as  I 
think  on  the  part  of  Members  of  this 
House.     P*  Order,  order ! "] 

Mb.  J.  K.  YOBKE:  The  hon.  Member 
has  repeated  that  he  has  been  subjected 
to  menaces  on  the  part  of  Members  of 
this  House.  I  move  that  the  words  be 
taken  down. 

The  Motion  having  been  put  and 
agreed  to,  the  words  were  taken  down 
by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table. 

Mb.  PABNELL:  Let  me  know, 
Sir,  what  these  words  are.  [''Order, 
order!"]" 

Mb.J.  K.  YOBKE:  The  hon.  Member 
stated  that  he  had  been  subject  to 
menaces  on  the  part  of  Members  of  this 
House. 

Mb.  PABNELL:  I  did  not  use  those 
words. 

Snt  CHABLES  BU88ELL:  I  rise. 
Sir,  to  say  that  die  words  quoted  were 
the  words  used. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  :  I  rise  to  Order. 
Those  were  not  the  words  used. 

Mb.  PABNELL:  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
certainly  did  not  use  the  words  stated. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB,  taking  the  Paper 
handed  to  him  by  the  Oleik  at  the  Table, 


said :  The  words  reported  to  have  been 
used  are  theso—that  the  hon.  Member 
''  had  been  subjected  to  menaces  on  the 
part  of  Members  of  this  House. "  I  de- 
sire to  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  admits  the  accuracy  of  those' 
words? 

Mb.  PABNELL :  I  did  not  use  those 
words.  ['*  Oh,  oh ! "]  I  distinctly  deny 
it.  But,  at  the  same  time,  I  am  ready 
to  repeat 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  I  have  already 
stated  to  the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  at 
liberty  to  address  the  House  upon  the 
words  reported  to  have  been  used  by 
him  in  Committee  of  the  House;  but 
any  observation  he  desires  to  make  must 
be  confined  to  those  words,  and  those 
words  only.  If  he  is  not  prepared  to 
make  any  observation  upon  those  words, 
I  must  call  upon  him  to  withdraw. 

Mb.  PABnELL:  I  was  proceeding 
to  explain  the  droumstances  which  in- 
duced me  to  use  the  words,  and  I  was 
pointing  out  to  the  House  that  it  was 
necessary  for  me  to  go  into  historical 
examples  in  order  to  prove  that  succes- 
sive feiglish  Gkivemments  have  always 
been  utterly  disregardless  of  those  in- 
ferior and  weaker  nations  and  countries 
with  which  they  have  come  into  contact. 
["Order!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  These  observations 
are  not  pertinent  to  the  Question  before 
the  House,  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
persists  in  departing  from  ihi^  instruc- 
tions I  have  given  him — ^namely,  that  he 
must  confine  himself  to  the  words  he  is 
reported  to  have  used  in  Committee,  I 
must  call  upon  him  at  once  to  withdraw. 
[(7A«#r9.] 

Mb.  PABNELL  thereupon  with- 
drew. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  The  words  which 
were  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  were  to  this  effect — he  stated 
''  his  satisfaction  in  preventing  and 
thwartine  the  intentions  ot  the  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  the  Bill  before  the 
House."  Those  words  are  before  the 
House.  Now,  the  House  is  perfectly 
weU  aware  that  any  Member  wilfully  and 
persistently  obstructing  Public  Busmess, 
without  just  and  reasonable  cause,  is 
ffuilty  of  a  contempt  of  this  House ;  and 
IS  liable  to  punishment,  whether  by 
oeusure,  by  suspension  from  the  service 
of  tiiis  £Unise,  or  by  commitment,  ao- 
oording  to  the  ludnient  of  the  Howe. 
Having  stated  this,  I  must  leave  the  con- 
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duct  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  to  the 
just  judgment  of  this  House. 

The  CHANCELLOE  ofthe  EXOHE- 
QUEE :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  feel  yery  much — 
and  I  am  sure  the  House  will  feel  very 
much — the  position  in  which  we  are 
placed.  They  will  feel  with  me  a  great 
reluctance  in  any  way  to  appear  to  inter- 
fere with  absolute  freedom  of  discussion 
on  the  part  of  hon.  Members,  and  a 
great  unwillingness  to  take  notice  even 
of  cases  in  which  freedom  of  discussion 
has  been  carried  so  far  as  to  degenerate 
into— what  I  may  call — licence  and  ob- 
struction. But,  Sir,  I  feel  that  we  have 
a  duty  to  perform — [Umd  cheers^ — and 
I  feel  that  tne  character  of  this  House  is 
at  stake.  [CheersJ]  No  one,  I  am 
sure,  could  be  more  reluctant  than  I  am 
to  propose  or  to  coimtenance  any  mea- 
sures which  could  be  described  as  violent, 
or  hasty,  or  vindictive  measures ; — but  I 
do  feel  that  it  is  my  duty — holding,  as  I 
do,  a  position  in  this  House,  which 
makes  me,  in  a  certain  sense,  primarily 
responsible  for  the  conduct  of  Business 
— Ido  feel  that  it  is  necessary  to  pro- 
pose that  we  should  consider  in  some 
way  the  causes  which  have  recently  pre- 
vented the  progress  of  Public  Business, 
and  to  call  attention  especially  to  what 
has  taken  place  to-day.  Sir,  what  I 
propose  to  do  is  on  Friday  next  to  submit 
some  proposition  to  this  House  with  re- 
ference to  some  points  of  the  conduct  of 
Business  genendly.  I  will  not  at  pre- 
sent describe  more  particularly  what  I 
shall  propose ;  but,  m  the  meantime,  I 
feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to  propose  that  distinct 
notice  should  be  taken  of  the  conduct  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath — \_Ch$$rB] 
— and  I  therefore  shall  propose  this  Be- 
solution  to  the  House — 

"  That  Mr.  Pamell,  having  wilfully  and  per- 
sistently obstructed  Public  Business,  is  guilty  of 
^   a  contempt  of  this  House ;  and  that  Mr.  Pamell 
for  his  said  offence  be  suspended  from  the  ser- 
vice of  the  House  until  Friday  next." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  Mr.  Pamell,  havine  wilfully  and 
persistently  obstructed  Public  Business, 
IS  guilty  of  a  contempt  of  this  House." — 
{Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

Mb.  WHTTBREAD  :  Sir,  I  desire  to 
make  a  few  remarks  on  this  matter — 
which  is  a  matter  of  serious  importance 
to  the  House  and  the  country.  No  one 
can  complain  of  any  want  of  patience 
exhibited  by  the  Leader  of  the  House, 

Mr,  Speaker 


and   no  one  can  have  a  word  to  wy 
against  t^e  extremely  temperate  aildw 
which  he  has  just  made  to  ua.    But  I 
am  not  quite  sure  that  the  whole  of  tht 
course  which  he  has  proposed  to  qb  is 
the  right  one  to  take.     It  is  extremdj 
desirable    that   the    House  should   bt 
unanimous,   or   neaiiy  unanimous,  oa 
whatever  course  of  action  it  may  deter» 
mine  to  take.    Now,  I  will  say  for  wrmdt 
that  I  am  one  of  those  who  have  long 
seen  that  the  temper  and  patience  A 
this  House  have  been  tried  alnKMt  be* 
yond  endurance— I  may  say  that  I  think 
it  is  not  possible  that  the  House  of  Ooni- 
mons,  with  due    reeard    either  to  its 
own  dignity  or  to  the  interests  of  the 
country,  oould  continue  without  taking 
notice  of  the  obstruction  which  has  been 
persistently  and  deliberately,  day  after 
aay,  and  night  after  night,  offered  to  its 
proceedings.     But,   Sir,   I    think    that 
whatever  notice  is  taken  of  this  obstmo- 
tion,  and  whatever  step  is  taken  in  con- 
sequence of  it,  it  should  not  be  taken  in 
haste,  nor  until  after  due  Notioe  has  been 
given.    To  the  first  part  of  the  ICotioti 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  hare  not 
much  objection — ^I  think  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  has  been  guilty  of 
contempt  of  this  House :  but  the  latter 
part  of  the  Motion  involves  taking  a  step 
which,  although  it  may  become  neces- 
sary, and  might  be  justifiable  if  we  ooold 
not  meet   we   difficulty  in  any  other 
way,  yet  is  one  which  I  think  ooght  not 
to  De  taken  without  due  Notioe.     It  is  a 
step  which,  if  taken  in  a  House  whidi  is 
not  fiill,   and  without  the  weight  and 
authority  of  the  Leaders  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, is  one  which  might  be  regretted 
afterwards.    The  right  course,  I  think, 
would  be  to  defer,  at  all  events,  that 
part  of  t^e  Motion  until  Friday  or  to- 
morrow.   I  am  very  desirous  that  what 
I  have  said  should  not  lead  to  division 
or  conflict  in  the  House ;  and  if  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  sees  reason  for  aooepting 
this  sugg^estion,  I  believe  it  is  one  whidi 
will  be  acceptable  generally  to  both  sides 
of  the  House.    But  I  wish  to  add  another 
word  with  reference  to  any  action  which 
may  be  taken  in  the  matter — and  that 
is,  that  I  hope  that  nothing  will  be  dons 
in  derogation  of  the  general  limits  of 
the  rights  which  protect  minorities — 
rights  which  we  have  found  by  long  ex- 
perience to  be  neoessary  to  the  due  pto- 
tection  of  minorities  in  this  House.    It 
is   possible  that  those  rights  may  be 
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abused;  bnt  if  onoe  you  embark  on  a 
oonne  of  limiting  the  rights  of  minorities, 
I  invite  yon  to  consider  that  it  may  not 
be  possible  to  stop  until  you  have  so 
curtailed  those  rignts  as  practically  to 
destroy  the  action  of  minorities  alto- 
gether, and  reduce  them  to  the  position 
of  being  unable  to  state  objections,  or 
even  to  move  Amendments.  I  can  neyer 
consent  to  a  general  limitation  of  the 
rights  of  minorities.  I  hardly  know  any 
ground  on  which  the  House  could  be 
called  upon  to  make  such  a  sacrifice. 
With  these  yiews,  I  would  recommend 
to  the  serious  consideration  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  House  whewer 
it  would  not  be  better  that  we  should 
have  at  least  24  hours  for  the  considera- 
tion of  this  grave  matter,  before  we  enter 
on  the  course  that  has  been  proposed. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN :  Sir,  I  am  in  the 
painfhl  position  of  being  unable  to  speak 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath.  The 
hon.  Member  has  not  entrusted  his  case 
in  my  hands,  inasmuch  as  on  the  thres- 
hold of  these  proceedings  he  came  into 
a  conflict  with  myself  which,  if  it  did  not 
sunder  our  Mendship,  has  certainly  es- 
tranged our  action  in  this  House.  I 
have  differed  with  him  in  regard  to  the 
line  of  action  which  he  has  pursued ;  but, 
Sir,  there  is  a  grave  issue  raised  by  the 
Motion  before  us— one  which  strikes  at 
me,  which  strikes  at  you,  and  which 
strikes  at  the  liberty  and  independence 
of  every  Member  oi  this  House.  The 
words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
have  been  taken  down,  and  upon  those 
words  he  is,  so  to  speak,  to  be  put  upon 
his  trial  here  to-day.  I  was  not  in  the 
House  when  those  words  were  spoken,  but 
I  have  seen  the  words  as  ent^ed  on  the 
Paper  on  the  Table  of  the  House;  and  if 
all  that  my  hon.  Friend  said  was  that  he 
was  glad  to  have  resisted  the  intentions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment,  I — though 
I  am  slow  to  put  myself  in  unfavourable 
antagonism  to  this  House,  fully  conscious 
of  the  responsibility  of  doing  so— yet  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  I,  too,  may  feel  it 
to  be  my  duty  to  resist  the  intentions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment.  That 
which  woidd  take  from  me  the  right  of 
opposition,  would  leave  me  in  the  posi- 
tion of  being  no  longer  an  independent 
Member  of  this  House ;  and  I  should 
have  to  tell  those  in  Ireland  who  sent 
me  here,  that  unless  I  am  allowed  to 
object  to  and  resist  the  intentions  of  Her 
Miges^'s  Qovemment,  they  had  better 


keep  me  at  home  in  Ireland.  What  was 
it  that  brought  down  the  noble  Lord, 
who  leads  the  Opposition  in  this  House, 
on  the  occasion  of  the  India  Title  Bill, 
if  it  was  not  to  resist  and  thwart  the  in- 
tentions of  Her  Majesty's  Government? 
That  opposition  may  take  various  forms 
— of  criticism  or  of  resiBtance — bat  the 
House  would  have  forgotten  its  own 
history,  if  it  does  not  recognise  the  right 
of  opposition — the  right  of  individual 
Members  to  grapple  hand  to  hand  with 
the  intentions  of  the  Government — to 
trample  those  intentions  under  foot  if 
they  can  : — and  it  is  the  legitimate  right 
of  every  Member  of  that  House  to  do  so. 
With  regard  to  the  words  of  my  hon. 
Friend  which  have  been  taken  down,  I 
challenge  the  House  to  say  if  he  was 
not  wiUdn  his  right  in  using  them — 
unless  my  hon.  Friend  is  to  be  tried 
upon  something  which  is  suppressed, 
and  does  not  ftPP^  on  the  face  of  the 
indictment.  If  ne  is  to  be  tried  on  those 
written  words,  surely  this,  the. highest 
constitutional  Court  in  the  British  Em- 
pire, will  try  him  in  a  constitutional 
spirit  by  those  words  that  have  been 
taken  down.  Now,  what  Minister  of  the 
Grown  will  rise  and  state  that  it  is  a 
breach  of  Order  for  a  Member  to  say 
that  he  wishes  to  resist — not  the  Business 
of  the  House,  for  that  is  not  upon  the 
Paper — but  to  resist  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  ?  Are  you  going  to  lay 
down  a  rule,  by  precedent,  so  fatal  to 
your  liberties  as  to  prevent  all  resistance 
to  the  intentions  of  the  Government? 
The  intentions  of  the  Government !  We 
thought  a  few  months  ago  that  the  GK>- 
vemment  intended  to  go  to  war  for  Tur- 
key. What  brought  down  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich to  the  House,  if  it  was  not  to 
resist  from  his  place  the  intentions  of 
the  Government,  as  he  understood  those 
intentions.  To  "thwart"  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  was  his  purpose 
— he  avowed  and  proclaimed  it  m>m 

Elatforms  throughout  the  country.  Was 
e  out  of  Order?  Whv  were  not  his 
words  taken  down,  and  himself  called 
upon  to  answer  for  contempt  when  he 
itruggled  against  the  Government  on  the 
floor  of  this  House?  And  what  more 
than  he  did  is  on  the  Paper  to-day? 
I  hope  that,  although  for  the  moment 
heat  and  temper  may  seem  to  prevail^ 
Members  of  this  House  will  in  the  end 
judge  of  this  matter  in  a  liberal  spirit  as 
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betwfleaCtenflcmen  and  Qenflemen.  Bat 
I  now  ask  yoa  whether  yoa  are  really 
trymg  the  Member  fbr  Meath  on  the 
words  which  have  been  taken  down,  or  are 
you  not  trying  him  on  what  he  has  been 
doing  for  the  last  two  months  ?  If  for 
what  he  has  been  doing  in  those  months, 
and  not  on  the  words  that  hare  been 
taken  down,  then  that  is  fair  and  manly ; 
but,  if  so,  why  not  put  that  issue  on  the 
Paper  f  The  Oerk  of  the  Table  holds 
in  his  hand  ^e  only  record  upon  which 
you  can  take  action,  and  hon.  Members 
avow  they  are  going  beyond  that  record. 
Try  my  hon.  fViend,  but  not  without 
putting  the  issue  in  proper  £(»in.  I  deny 
your  right  to  do  it^  and  if  that  is 
''the intention  of  theOovenuAent,"  I  will 
resist  it  to  the  utmost.  TrythelrishMem- 
ber  fairly,  and  condenm  him  if  you  wilL 
Parliament  is  omnipotent ;  but  I  protest 
test,  as  a  Member  of  this  House,  against 
the  notion  that  I  am  not  to  be  permitted 
to  discuss  public  matters  in  tms  House 
freely  and  independently,  and  free  oi 
the  peril  of  being  brought  up  for  con- 
tempt by  the  vote  of  a  minority.  I 
appeal  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. I  will  not  imitate  my  hon.  Friend, 
although  I  am  not  speaking  for  him — 
but  I  appeal  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  to  his  consideration  as 
Leader  of  a  House  having  a  grand  his- 
tory and  noble  traditions,  to  pause  and 
more  slowly  in  what  he  is  putting  his 
hand  to  to-day.  He  is  putting  his  hand 
to  a  matter  as  serious  as  nas  been  under- 
taken by  any  Minister  of  the  Crown  for 
hundreds  of  years.  These  priyil^es  of 
this  House,  tiie  usages  and  liberties  of 
Members,  are  not  the  creation  of  a  single 
mind,  but  are  the  erowth  of  a  course  of 
centuries — but  to-&y,  because  a  Mem- 
ber has  brought  on  difficulties  in  the 
exercise  of  his  privileges — and  I  regret, 
I  candidly  ayow,  the  manner  in  which 
they  have  been  put  in  force — but  are 
you,  because  of  these  difficulties,  to  cut 
down  in  an  hour  those  rights  and  pri- 
yileges  which  have  come  down  to  us,  the 
m>wth  of  400  years  ?  I  submit  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  this 
course  must  not  be  taken  on  resentment 
at  the  expense  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
acted  with  a  fairness,  a  spirit  of  consi- 
deration, and  a  calmness  wnidi  does  him 
great  honour ;  and  I  am  bound  to  admit 
that,  as  an  individual  uid  as  a  Member 
of  the  Gk>vemment,  he  has  been  the  last 
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to  move— at  all  eventainany  wa^ef  whuk 
we  oo«2d&trly complain.  leanJuirdlyba- 
lieve,  when  I  consider  how  as  a  Mmtgler 
of  the  Crown,  he  had  been  wo  ready  to 
calm  down  the  heated  feeltn^  aiiamgia 
debate — ^I  can  hardly  credit  Hiat  this 
Motion  has  his  entire  oononxrenoe;  \mX 
I  fear  it  may  be  forced  uiKai  him  bj  ^ 
feelings  of  resentment  of  otiien  amcad 
him.  I  ask  the  House  not  to  pot  am 
part  of  the  Question  to-day,  but  ui  it  afl 
wait  untilFriday.  The  House  has  bean 
ready  to  do  strong  things  in  a  mom—t 
before  this,  but  mu  been  ready  to  be 
more  moderate  after  time  for  refleetiofi. 
Let  US,  then,  come  to  Iha  diseuasion  oo 
Friday,  after  a  few  days'  rest  Lei  ban. 
Members  who  are  not  now  here  \ukw% 
time  to  learn  what  has  transpired;  and 
then  on  Friday  you  will  oome  to  act  not 
in  a  manner  which  would  be  miaooii- 
strued  in  Ireland  as  an  act  of  yeogeaaoe. 
Approadi  this  act  on  Friday  wiUi  the 
gravest  dehberation,  and  you  will  at 
least  have  the  satisfaction  c^  knowing 
that  you  did  not  in  heat  and  haste  take 
a  course  which  would  be  falad  to  the 
liberties  and  the  independence  of  prxrato 
Members. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HUOESSEN: 
I  very  much  regret  not  having  beaa 
present  in  the  House  at  the  time  when 
the  words  in  question  were  used,  and  I 
regret  still  more  that  my  noble  Friend 
the  Leader  of  the  Oppositioa  is  not  hers 
to  give  us  that  counsel  and  advice  which 
are  always  giyen  without  heat  and  in  a 
wise  and  sensible  manner.  But  I  fosl 
it  impossible  to  be  silent  after  the  actioa 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I 
siq>pose  that  no  one  could  do  a  mote 
unpopular  thing  at  this  moment  than 
attempt  to  intorpoee  between  Ihe  wrath 
of  the  House  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath.  I  do  not  feel  oaUed  upon  ia 
any  sense  to  be  the  champion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath,  because  during 
a  somewhat  long  course  of  Parliamen- 
tary life  I  haye  never  known  so  peivs- 
tent  an  obstruction  of  the  Busineas  cl 
this  House,  or  so  great  a  trial  of  its 
patience,  as  that  inaugurated  and  con- 
tinued by  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
and  his  Friends,  and  oftener  than  oaee 
I  haye  thought  during  recent  oocnirances 
that  the  time  had  arrived  when  this 
House,  in  consideration  of  its  own 
dimity  and  credit,  would  be  obliged  to 
take  some  stops  in  reference  to  the 
continuance  of  that  obetruolion.     But 
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let  OS  ask  oviTBelyes  plainly  and  oalmlj 
what  we  are  really  ffoing  to  do  en  the 
present  occasion.     I  cannot  get  rid  of 
this  idea — that  it  ispronosed  to  take  cer- 
tain words  which  have  oeen  used  by  the 
hon.  Member  forMeath,  and  npon  those 
words  to  pnnish  him,  not  for  the  utter- 
ance of  uiose   particular   words,    bat 
because  of  the  conduct  which  he  has 
been  j^rsuing.    Even  if  that  is  not  the 
intention  in  the  mind  of  the  Ohancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  is  that  not  the  colour 
which  will  be  put  upon  our  procedure 
by  a  yery  large  portion  of  the  people 
of  this  counti^?     I  believe  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  ought  to  be  arrested 
in  his  course  of  obstruction  of  the  Busi- 
ness of  this  House ;  but  it  is  most  desir- 
able that  in  so  arresting  him  we  should 
act  in  a  manner  to  secure  as  gi^t  a 
unanimity  as  possible  in  this  Mouse, 
and,  as  fkr  as  possible,  a  general  support 
fK>m  the  public  outode ;  and  I  believe, 
by  taking  hold  of  particular  words  and 
fbunding  upon  them  a  Motion  to  punish 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath,  we  may 
give  reason  to  the  country  to  suppose 
Uiat  we  are  not  punishing  him  for  what 
we  really  do  wish  to  pmiish  him  for, 
and  may  be  establishing  a  precedent 
which  we  may  hereafter  regret.    There 
is    something    else.      What  are  those 
words  themselves  ?    If  the  words  of  the 
hon.  Member  had  been  that  he  took  an 
interest  and  satisfootion  in  obstructinff 
the  Business  of  the  House,  that  would 
have  been  a  plain  and  intelliffible  reason 
why  the  House  should  interfere,  but  to 
take  an  interest  in  thwarting  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Gk>vemment  is  a  different 
thing.    I  have  been  some  years  in  the 
GKyvemment,  and  I  have  never  heard  it 
disputed  that  Members  had  a  right,  al- 
though I  have  often  heard  Members  say 
that  they  meant  to  employ  every  method 
to  thwart  the  intentions  of  the  Govem- 
UMmt.    Do  hon.  Mmnbers  not  recollect 
what  was  done  in  connection  with  the 
Army  Purchase  Bill,  the  Ballot  Bill, 
and  the  Jews  Bill,  and  are  we  to  be  told 
now  thai  the  intentions  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  are  not  to  be  thwarted?     I  am 
sure  myright  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor 
of  the  JSzohequer,  who  is  a  man  of  calm 
mind  and  dispassionate  judgment,  will 
see  on  reflection  that  he  luts  made  a 
mistake.     I  appeal  to  the  right  hon*- 
Oentleman  and  to  the  (Gentleman  behind 
him,  and  still  more  to  Qentbmeo  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  whether  they  would 


not  be  folse  to  the  traditions  of  the  Party 
to  which  they  belong  in  adcmting  a  pro- 
poMkl  whidi,  in  so  many  words,  says  that 
an  hon.  Member  has  incurred  de  dis- 
pleasure of  the  House  and  should  there- 
fore be  punished,  because  he  wished  to 
thwart  the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  That,  I  am  sure,  is  not  &e 
object  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer         

ThbCHANCELLOB  op  thk  EXCHE- 
QUER: Certainly  not. 

Me.  KNATCHBULL-HUGE88EN : 
If  the  hon.  Member  is  to  be  punished 
for  obstructing  the  Business  of  the 
House,  let  that  appear  in  the  indict- 
ment. But  my  main  reason  for  rising 
was  to  impress  upon  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  great  desirabin^  of  follow- 
ing the  advice  given  bv  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread)  and  interpose  some  delay  to  the 
discussion  of  this  question.  The  House 
will  lose  nothing  by  that.  A  fi;reat 
deliberative  Assembly  like  this  ought  to 
move  calmly  and  deliberately,  and  es- 
pecially in  regard  to  an;^  alleged  in- 
fringement of  its  own  privileffes.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  wiU  lose  nowing,  the 
Btouse  will  lose  nothing ;  the  House  and 
the  countiy  will  g^ain  something  by  pro- 
ceeding in  this  matter  with  due  deliMra- 
tion.  I  do  not  want  to  move  any  Amend- 
ment, because  I  do  not  want  to  appear 
as  tidting  any  action  against  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman ;  but  I  ask  him  to  allow 
some  delay,  and  to  take  care,  in  pro- 
ceeding to  vindicate  the  Bules  of  the 
House,  in  (M*der  that  its  Business  may 
be  carried  on  without  unseemly,  or  im- 
proper obstruction — to  take  care  that 
these  Bules  are  vindicated  in  a  spirit  con- 
sistent with  the  calmness  and  diffuity 
which  should  characterise  this  delibera- 
tive Assembly. 

Mb.  GATHOBNE  HABDY  :  I  so 
entirely  concur.  Sir,  in  most  of  the  re- 
marks made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  that  I  am 
sorry  xny  right   hon.   Friend  opposite 

S[r.  Knatdibull  -  Hug^essen)  snould 
ve  introduced  into  the  advice  he  has 
given  to  the  House  something  of  a  dis- 
cussion upon  what  has  occurred  which 
rather  entered  into  the  merits  of  the  case 
than  into  the  question  of  the  A^oum- 
aaentof  the  Debate.  Myrighthon.^end, 
like  myself,  was  not  present  when  the 
words  in  questioi\  were  used;  but  he 
has  discussed   the   meaning  of  those 
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words  in  a  manner  which  would  rather 
tend  to  ahow  that  he  had  been  present, 
and  had  observed  the  context  and  the 
effect  of  the  words  as  bearing  upon  the 
former  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath.    My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  proposed 
two  Motions  in  a  particular  form,  one  of 
which  only  is  now  before  the  House — it 
is  to  the  effect,  that  by  wilful  and  perti- 
nacious obstruction  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  has  been  g^lty  of  a  contempt  of 
this  House.    I  will  not  enter  at  this 
moment  into  a  discussion  of  the  merits  of 
that  Motion,  but  what  it  comes  to  is  this 
— that    the  hon.  Member    for    Meath 
having,  in  the  opinion  of  a  great  ma- 
jority of  the  Members  of  this  House, 
persistently  taken  a  course  of  obstructing 
the  Public  Business — which  the  House 
has  shown  by  majorities  that  it  was  de- 
sirous to  proceed  with — and  in  this  par- 
ticidar  instance,  by  taking  that  course  in 
reference  to  a  Bill  now  before  it  which 
is  not  in  accordance  with  the  usual  mode 
of  discussing  its  provisions,  his  offence 
culminated  in  an  expression  which,  look- 
ing to  his  conduct  and  the  context  of  his 
observations,  bore  the  interpretation  that 
he  was  thwarting  and  obstructing  the 
Business  of  the  House.    [**  No,  no !  " 
and  "Cheers!"]    Well,  a  Qovernment 
measure  which  the  House  adopted  by 
an   enormous    majority,  of   wmch  the 
House  has  possession,  and  with  which 
the  House  desires  to  proceed.    Therefore 
the  Motion  is  a  justifiable  one  and  the 
indictment  is  on  the  face  of  it.    There  is 
no  attempt  or  desire,  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sulli- 
van) seems  to    imagine,  to  shirk  the 
position  which  the  Gt>vemment  occupies 
— namely,  that,  in  taking  advantage  of 
the  words  which  the  hon.  Member  used 
as  the  culmination  of  a  long  course  of 
obstruction,  they  did  in  the  Motion  pro- 
pose to  censure  that  long  course  of  ob- 
struction.   That  being  so,  I  quite  admit 
to  the  hon.  Member  and  others  that 
it  would  be   better  the  House  should 
proceed    calmly  and    without  heat  or 
passion  to  the  consideration  of  a  ques- 
tion of  this    character.     It  is  a  very 
grave  question  to  interfere  in  any  way 
with  the  freedom  of  speech  of  any  hon. 
Member,  or   to   dedare    any  Member 
guilty  of  contempt  of  this  House  without 
good  cause.    I  wUl,  therefore,  if  the 
House  permits  me,  move  that  the  debate 
be  adjourned  imtil  Friday. 

Mr,  Oathorne  Mardy 


Captadt  NOLAN,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  Sir,  I  wish  to  point  out  to 
the  House  the  position  in  which  they  will 
be  landed  if  they  take  the  advice  which 
has  been  tendered  to  them  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House. 
I  may  remind  the  House  that  they  were 
told  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  that  if  money  was  to  be 
voted  for  taking  part  in  the  war  in  the 
Fast,  he  woidd  offer  every  obstruction 
in  his  power  to  the  Government,  and,  if 
necessary,  sit  till  Christmas  to  prevent 
its  being  voted.    This  was  a  threat  of 
''  obstruction  "  of  the  most  violent  and 
serious  kind,  to  be  offered  under  circum- 
stances which  might    be  of  the  most 
serious  and  urgent  character;  and  if 
you   now    suspend,   or  by  implication 
threaten  to  expel  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath,  will  you  afterwards  suspend  and 
threaten  to  expel  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney,  who  pledged  himself  openly 
to  a  course  of  obstruction,  which  the 
hon.    Member  for  Meath  has    always 
disavowed?     K  you  pass  the  Motion 
before  you  to-day,  you  will  prevent  a 
constituency  from  expressing  its  opinion 
on  this  particular  question,  in  which  it 
woidd  have  the  deepest  interest,  and  you 
will  place  a  whole  arsenal  of  weapons  in 
the  hands  of  all  who  choose  to  obstruct 
the  Government.    By  your  action  in  re- 
ference to  the  Tipperary  election  you 
transferred  the  Bepresentative  of  that 
county  from  this  side  of  the  House  to 
your  own — P*  Question  !  "] — and  I  be- 
lieve it  is  the  plan  of  the  Govenunent 
now  to  gain  a  third  Lrish  vote — and  three 
votes  are  often  important  on  a  division. 
["  Oh,  oh ! "]     I  believe  that  the  an- 
noyance caused  to  the  House  by  the  hon. 
Member    for  Meath    on   the  previous 
evening  is  the  real  cause  of  the  course 
that  has  been  taken  against  him.     The 
hon.  Member  endeavoured  to  dissuade 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Water- 
ford  (Major  O'Gbrman)  from  proceeding 
with  his  Motion  to  report  progress.    He 
(Captain  Nolan)  did  not  wish  to  go  into 
the    same   Lobby   with   him    on  that 
Question — ^both  he  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  endeavoured  to  dissuade 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  frt>m 
going  on,  but,  feuling  in  that,  he  felt 
it  hu    duty  to    follow   the   hon.    and 
gallant  Gentleman.     The  course  now 
taken  by  the  Government  is,  I  think, 
only  revenge  for  what  took  place  [last 
night. 
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Mb.  OATHOBNE  HABDY  reminded 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that  he 
had  moyed  to  defer  the  dieoussion  of  the 
question  until  Friday. 

Captadt  NOLAN :  I  vish  only  to  ob- 
serve that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  made  it  the  gravamen  of  his  charge 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
that  he  had  obstructed  a  Bill  which  had 
the  support  of  the  House,  large  ma- 
jorities of  which  had  signified  their  de- 
sire that  it  should  proceed.  That  was 
not  stated  by  way  of  argument  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  as  a  matter 
of  fact ;  but  he  trusted  that  when  the 
question  came  to  be  discussed,  the  House 
would  approach  the  discussion  in  a  dif- 
ferent spirit,  and  not  in  connection  with 
the  past  proceedings  of  the  hon.  Member 
forMeaw.  I  read  only  half-an-hour 
ago  in  the  Library  the  words  of  your  Pre- 
decessor, Sir,  in  relation  to  a  matter 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  has 
often  fought  in  this  House — namely,  the 
transaction  in  it  of  Public  Business  at 
half-past  1  o'clock  in  the  morning. 
[*'  Question ! "]  Why,  is  it  the  Ques- 
tion. My  argument  is,  that  the  whole 
of  the  proceedings  of  this  day.  are  con- 
nected with  that  action  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath,  and  as  to  that  I 
have  only  to  point  out  to  you.  Sir,  that 
your  Predecessor  in  giving  evidence  be- 
fore a  Select  Committee  on  the  Business 
of  the  House  said  that  nothing  could  be 
more  injurious  for  Parliament  and  the 
country  than  this  habit  of  transacting 
Public  Business  after  1  o'clock/  My 
hon.  Friend  has  had  to  submit  to  great 
personal  annoyance  merely  because  he 
has  resolved  to  endeavour  to  give  effect 
to  the  course  recommended  by  your  Pre- 
decessor. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr.  Oathome  Mardy). 

Mb.  OALLAN  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  had  consistently  declared  that 
he  had  no  intention  of  obstructing  the 
Business  of  the  House ;  but  now  besides 
judging  his  hon.  Friend  for  the  words 
taken  down,  there  seemed  to  be  a  mani- 
fest intention  of  punishing  him  for  con- 
duct which  it  was  alleged  he  had  been 
guilty  of  in  obstructing  the  Business  of 
the  House.  This  proceedinp^  reminded 
him  of  the  verdict  of  the  jury  in  the 
north  of  Lreland,  who  were  empannelled 
for  the  trial  of  a  man  for  murdering  an 

VOL.  OOXXXV.     [thibd  sbbies.] 


Orangeman.  For  the  defence  the  man 
supposed  to  have  been  murdered  was 
called,  but  the  jury  found  a  verdict  of 
guilty,  and  when  the  Judge  asked  the 
foreman  how  they  could  possibly  find 
such  a  verdict,  he  replied, — "  Not  guilty 
of  murder,  my  lord,  but  he  stole  my 
grey  mare."  The  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  was  about  to  be  put  upon  his 
trial  not  for  thwarting  the  intentions  of 
the  Government,  but  for  the  course  he 
had  pursued,  and  which  was  not  alluded 
to  in  the  Motion.  He  remembered  that 
when  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill  was 
before  the  House  a  similar  determination 
to  oppose  the  progress  of  the  measure 
was  declared,  because  it  was  said  to  be 
a  penal  measure  directed  against  the 
whole  Catholic  population  of  the  country. 
The  Bill  was  supported  by  ''a  large 
majority  "  of  the  House ;  but  those  who 
opposed  it  were  not  held  to  have  offered 
any  '<  obstruction  to  the  Business  of  the 
House."  But  now  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  appeared  to  hold  that  to  oppose  a 
measure  uiat  was  favoured  ''  by  a  larg^ 
majority  of  the  House  "  was  a  contempt 
of  the  House.  And  the  Secretary  &r 
War  seemed  to  desire  to  court  martial 
this  House.  But  before  they  voted  on 
this  Motion  there  was  one  question  he 
should  like  to  ask  the  Speaker — What 
would  be  the  position  of  tiie  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  untU  Friday  next  ?  An 
important  Irish  question  was  coming  on 
for  discussion  to-morrow — and  he  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  would  have  a  right  to  take 

Sart  in  that  debate  ?    The  answer  to  the 
Question  would  decide  many  Irish  Mem- 
bers as  to  how  they  should  vote. 

Mb.  speaker  said  that,  pending 
the  judgment  of  the  House  on  the  Main 
Question  before  it,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  was  at  liberty  to  enter  the  House 
and  take  part  in  the  proceedings. 

Mb.  HEHMON  said  he  did  not  think 
there  was  any  particular  crime  in  the 
words  that  had  been  taken  down.  At 
the  same  time,  it  could  not  be  denied 
that  there  had  been  consistent  obstruc- 
tion of  Business  and  a  trifling  with  the 
time  of  the  House.  He  did  not  think 
this  was  the  time  to  raise  the  question ; 
but  they  would  require  soon  to  consider 
whether  something  should  not  be  done 
to  prevent  the  time  of  the  House  being 
trifled  away.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
words  which  had  been  taken  down  ought 
to  be  made  the  foundation  of  the  Beso* 
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lution  at  whioh  the  House  was  asked  to 
arrive. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  maintained  that  all 
the  obstruction  in  dispute  was  due  to  the 
action  of  the  Government  themselves  and 
not  to  individual  Members  of  the  House. 
He  had  not  been  always  able  to  act  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath;  but  he  had 
sometimes  done  so,  and  he  believed  that 
what  was  called  obstruction  had  often 
been  in  accordance  with  the  interests  of 
the  public  and  the  opinions  of  the 
highest  authority.  The  Government 
had  themselves  to  blame  for  the  delay 
in  the  progress  of  Public  Business. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  wished  to  know, 
first,  when  the  terms  of  the  Besolution 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
proposed  to  move  on  Friday  would  be 
laid  before  the  House ;  and,  in  the  next 
place,  whether  the  discussion  on  both 
the  important  questions  involved  would 
be  taken  on  the  same  day.  Not  a  mo- 
ment's time  should  be  lost  in  giving 
Notice  of  the  Besolution,  which  might 
be  of  vital  importance. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said  he  did 
not  agree  with  what  had  fallen  from  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Peter- 
borough. His  hon.  Friend  said  the  ob- 
struction which  he  regretted  had  been 
greatly  due  to  the  course  pursued  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  As  a  Liberal 
Member,  he  felt  bound  to  say  that,  so 
far  from  that  being  the  case,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  shown  gpreat 
forbearance.        

Mb.  WHALLEY  denied  that  he  had 
said  so.  He  said  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  responsible  for  not 
dealing  with  a  remedy  for  the  obstruc- 
tion— namely,  by  talong  care  that  the 
Business  of  the  House  should  be  con- 
ducted at  an  earlier  hour. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  was  glad  he 
had  misunderstood  the  hon.  Member; 
but  the  distinct  impression  left  by  his 
observations  on  the  mind  of  many  Mem- 
bers was  that  he  blamed  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  wished,  as  a  Liberal 
Member,  to  say  that  the  Government 
had  acted  with  g^reat  forbearance  and 
tact  as  well.  A  great  deal  had  been 
said  about  punishing  the  Member  for 
Meath.  Now,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
say  what  course  he  should  adopt  when 
the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  came  to 
be  considered ;  but  whatever  course  he 
took  he  should  not  be  guided  by  any 
wish  to  punish  the  hon.  Member.    He 

Mr,  Herman 


did  not  regard  the  Motion  ma  brn^^lit 
forward  with  respect  to  the  eoodacl  of 
one  Member — but  to  pat  a  stop  to  recnl 
objectionable  practices,  by  wfaich  tW 
whole  Business  of  Parliament  had  b«ca 
impeded,  much  to  the  injury  not  of  this 
country  only,  but  of  Ireland  and  tb* 
whole  Empire. 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  thi 
QUEB  said,  as  they  were  all  well 
on  the  propriety  of  adjouming  tL 
oision,  he  hoped  it  would  not  bo 
dered  necessary  to  prolong  tbe 
sion.  He  wished,  however,  to  wmj  i^aA 
it  was  not  to  be  supposed  that  the  Mo- 
tion which  he  had  made  and  the  Baao- 
lution  which  he  intended  to  piopuae  o« 
Friday  were  founded  on  the  words,  takan 
in  themselves,  which  had  been  oaed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meatlu  but  wvrt 
to  be  taken  in  connection  with  the  wboU 
course  of  recent  proceedings.  He  slionld 
not,  however,  entor  into  that  snbjeci  at 
present.  In  answer  to  the  Questioii  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn),  he  had  to  state  that  he  hoped 
at  the  Sitting  of  the  House  of  Oomnioas 
to-morrow,  to  give  Notice  of  the  Itevoln- 
tion  or  Besolutions  which  he  propoead  to 
move  on  Friday.  He  propooed  to  nMw 
them  as  a  matter  of  privilege,  and  as 
such  they  would  take  precedence  of  the 
other  Business ;  and,  in  order  that  thsrt 
should  be  no  difficulty  in  having  a  fall 
discussion,  the  Government  wouJd  pro- 
pose that  instead  of  having  a  Momiag 
Sitting  the  House  should  meet  on  Friday 
at  the  usual  hour  of  four  o'clock,  aad 
that  the  Question  should  be  firsi  di»- 
DOsed  of 

Mb.  BIGGAE  denied,  on  briialf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  and  t>im— if 
that  they  had  ever  obstructed  the 
Business  of  the  House.  ["  Oh,  oh  I "] 
So  far  as  his  experience  went,  the  grsal^ 
est  obstruction  to  Business  had  ariacft 
from  the  interruptions  of  hon.  Membca 
on  the  Government  side  of  the  House. 
[*'0h,  oh!"]  He  would  suggest  thai 
the  Motion  in  referenoe  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  and  the  Modoa  of 
Adjournment  should  both  be  withdrawn 
— for  this  reason,  that  the  words 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
not  un-Parliamentary  ot  as  etraag  aa  ha 
had  often  heard  used  on  both  aides  e£ 
the  House.  The  Government  would  not 
improve  their  position  if  they  endea- 
voured to  obtain  from  a  Ho«se  in  whkh 
they  had  a  majority  a  yoto  agaioct  a 
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Member  of  that  House.  As  late  as  last 
night  a  very  much  worse  thing  was  done 
bj  a  Member  of  the  Government  towards 
him  (Mr.  Biggar)  than  anything  that 
was  done  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath. 
He  did  not  wish  to  expose  what  was 
done  to  the  world ;  but  if  this  Motion 
was  persisted  in,  he  should  consider  it 
his  duty  to  bring  the  conduct  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Gt>yemment  before  the  House; 
and,  without  using  threats,  he  might  say 
that  he  thought  the  Goyemment  would 
consult  their  own  dignity  and  character, 
as  well  as  the  character  of  the  House,  by 
not  proceeding  any  further  against  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath.  It  had  been 
assumed  that  obstruction  had  taken  place. 
That,  however,  he  had  always  denied  on 
his  own  part,  and  the  Member  for  Meath 
had  denied  it  also.  ["  Oh,  oh ! "]  In 
fact,  a  charge  had  been  brought  against 
them  which  had  not  been  proved. 
["  Oh !  "]  He  denied  distinctly  that  he 
had  been  guilty  of  obstruction,  and 
when  the  time  came  he  should  be  able  to 
give  his  reasons  for  saying  so. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  that 
though  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Galway  (Captain  Nolan)  had  seconded 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment,  he  did  not 
approve  of  it,  and  did  not  wish  his 
seconding  it  to  be  taken  as  an  acquies- 
cence in  it.  He  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
did  not  sympathize  with  the  view  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  that  this 
matter  should  be  decided  without  any 
regard  to  the  effect  that  the  restrictive 
action  proposed  to  be  taken  might  have 
on  people  outside.  He,  on  the  contrary, 
thought  that  matter  well  worthy  of  con- 
sideration, for  the  position  of  Irish 
Members  in  that  House  must  not  be  dis- 
regarded. Their  position  did  not  cor- 
respond with  that  of  Members  generally, 
because  the  presence  of  Irish  Members 
in  the  Imperial  Parliament  arose  &om 
the  violent  and  forcible  destruction  of 
the  right  of  self-government  which  the 
Constitution  and  the  faith  of  an  "English 
King  had  guaranteed  to  the  people  of 
Ireland.  That  was  the  position  they 
occupied — perhaps  not  in  the  English 
sense,  but  certainly  in  the  Irish  sense. 
If  they  were  now  going  to  pass  such 
restrictions  as  would  destroy  the  remnant 
of  constitutional  power  which  they  had 
considered  it  right  to  allow  Irish  Repre- 
sentatives, they  would  be  simply  throw- 
ing aside  the  veil  of  constitutional  forms, 
and  exhibiting  before   the  world  the 


shining  steel  with  which  the  power  of 
the  English  Government  in  Ireland  was 
maintained.  The  language  used  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  was  perfectly 
Parliamentary.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Meath,  who  was  now  charged  with 
obstruction,  objected  to  proceeding  with 
important  Business  after  half-past  12  at 
night,  and  to  carry  out  that  policy  he 
had  been  obliged  to  oppose  measures 
which  were  admittedly  good  because 
they  were  not  likely  to  get  justice  done 
to  them  if  discussed  at  a  late  hour.  If 
they  could  name  any  one  measure  of 
that  kind  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  had  opposed  before  that  hour, 
then,  and  then  only,  could  they  fix  upon 
him  a  charge  of  obstruction  disrespectful 
to  that  House.  He  reminded  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  that  until  he  placed  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  in  that  position 
he  could  not  destroy  his  privileges, 
which  were  as  sacred  as  those  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  himself. 

Mb.  gray  hoped  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  consent  to  with- 
draw the  original  Motion  and  allow  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment  to  be  withdrawn 
also.     Hei  thought  the  course  which  the 
discussion  had  taken  had  shown  to  the 
Government  that  they  had  not  taken 
much  by  their  hasty  proceedings.     It 
was  very  hard  for  a  young  Member  to 
know  what  was,  or  was  not  contempt — 
he  would  not  say  of  the  House — but 
contempt  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  future  policy 
of   the    Government,   as   indicated   by 
the  present  proceeding,  was  to  support 
authority  by  summary   suspension    or 
expulsion.     Perhaps  it  might  be  easily 
followed  up  by  execution.    It  was  quite 
clear  that  the  language  used  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  was  not  un-Parlia- 
mentary  according  to  any  Rule  which 
had  existed  up  to  that  day  ;  and  it  was 
quite    clear  also  that  the   right    hon. 
Gentleman  had  since  recognized  that  it 
was  competent  for  a  Member  of  the 
House  to  use  that  language,  for  he  had 
made  one  Motion  to  the  House  to-day, 
and  he  had  announced  that  he  would 
bring  forward  a  new  Resolution  to-mor- 
row.    They  would,  therefore,  have  two 
Resolutions  brought  before  the  House 
— the  hasty  one  proposed  to-day,  and 
the  other  one  which  was  to  be  moved  on 
Friday.     He  (Mr.  Gray)  did  not  know 
whether  it  would,  according  to  the  new 
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Bule  sought  to  be  laid  down,  amount  to 
a  contempt  of  Her  Majesty's  Goyem- 
ment,  to  suggest  that  in  the  course  they 
had  adopted  that  day  they  had  com- 
mitted something  like  contempt  of  the 
House — he  did  not,  therefore,  say  so, 
but  he  was  free  to  hold  his  own  opinion. 
He  would,  however,  say  that  they  had 
not  shown  due  respect  to  the  House, 
and  it  would  better  become  their  own 
dignity  to  withdraw  their  Resolution. 
They  had  sprung  a  mine  on  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath.    They  had  acted  in 
haste — they  would  have  time  to  repent 
at  their  leisure  between  that  and  Fri- 
day.   It  was  not  fair  to  have  the  Motion, 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had    acknowledged    he    had    intended 
changing,  hanging  over  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath.    Let  the  Chancellor  of 
of  the  Exchequer  frame  his  indictment 
between  this  and  Friday,  and  when  he 
then  brought  forward  a  duly  considered 
Motion  on  the  grave  constitutional  ques- 
tion involved,  he  had  no  doubt  it  would 
be  suitably  met.    He  himself  had  heard 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath   disavow 
the  charge  of  obstruction — it  would  be 
for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
prove  him  guilty.    The  House  of  Com- 
mons was  at  liberty  to  restrict  its  own 
privileges ;  but  it  was  quite  clear  from 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   that  no  action  could  take 
place  upon  his  Besolution  as  submitted 
to  the  House.    Therefore,  he  would  ask, 
what  was  the  good  of  having  it  on  the 
Paper?    It  should  be  withdrawn.    It 
would    be    in    the  recollection  of  the 
House  that  the  right  hon.  Q-entleman 
was  invited  some  time  ago  to  take  into 
his  consideration  the  question  of  amend- 
ing the  Eules  of  the  House,  and  he 
refused.   Government  had  acknowledged 
that  the  course  they  had  taken  to-day  had 
not  been  caused  merely  by  words  used 
to-day,  but  that  it  had  been  contem- 
plated by  the  Government  for  some  time 
— that,  in  fact,  the  Government  had  been 
lying  in  ambush  for  the  hon.  Member. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  never  said  anjrthing  of  the 
sort.  What  I  said  was,  that  I  did  not 
propose  this  Resolution  because  of  the 
mere  words  that  were  taken  down,  but 
for  those  words  in  connection  with  the 
whole  of  the  proceedings  of  which  they 
formed  a  part. 

Mr.  gray  said,  that  if  the  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not  use  the 
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language,  the  Secretary  of  State  far  Wir 
did,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentlanan  ba^ 
distinctly  intimated  that  it  was  intended 
to  puni^  the  hon.  Member  for  Meclk 
not  merely  for  the  words  to  which  ezecp* 
tion  had  been  taken,  but  for  hie  j»e> 
vious  conduct.    The  Gk>vemment,  ae  Ym 
was  pointing  out,  had  been  invited  to 
take  this  into  their  oonsideratioii,    bot 
they  declined,  and  now  they  Bpnin^  this 
mine  upon  the  House.    The  ChanoeDor 
of  the  Exchequer  declined  to  take  it  into 
consideration  until  next  Session,   tlios 
giving  themselves  time  to  conaider  the 
whole  question,    and    to    approach    it 
calmly  and  properly.    But  now  it  ap- 
peared they  had  all  the  time  been  ooo* 
sidering  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Membo- 
for  Meath,  and  had  come  to  the  oonchukn 
of  catching  him  on  some  partictdar  words 
on  the  first  opportunity  that  offered.  He 
did  not  know  whether  that  action  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  waa 
m  contempt  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
but  he  thought  it  would  have  been  more 
respectful  to  the  House  if  the  Govern- 
ment,  having  this  intention    in    their 
minds,  had  eiven   some  Notice  before 
springing  this  mine  on  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath.  He  therefore  hoped  thai 
the  two  Motions  would  be  witadrawn, 
and  thus  they  should  be  able  to  aproach 
the  discussion  on  Fridav  untrammeDed 
by  the  Motion  now  before  the  Honse. 
It  would  be  ridiculous  to  have  two  sets 
of  Resolutions — that  of  to-day,  and  the 
Amendment  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  about  to  frame.    Let  him  bring  for- 
ward his  indictment  after  Notice  on  Fri- 
day,  and  the    House  could  then  deal 
with  the  g^reat  constitutional  qneetion 
involved. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  reminded  the 
House  that  it  was  he  who  moved  to  re- 
port Progress  in  order  to  obtain  certain 
information  from  the  Government  whidi 
as  yet  he  had  not  received.  This  oo> 
curred  previous  to  the  hon.  Member  iSor 
Meath  appearing  on  the  scene.  Before 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  intervened 
speeches  had  been  delivered  by  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  other 
Members,  and  his  (Mr.  O'Donnell's) 
recollection  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  was  not  the  same  at 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezchequer'a  in 
regard  to  the  context  of  the  woidi 
quoted.  The  spedfio  charge  againit  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  was,  that  be 
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had  spoken  slightiiiglj  of  the  intentions 
of  the  Oovemment  with  regard  to  a 
large  portion  of  the  policy  of  the  Qo- 
yemment,  particularly  their  policy  re- 
specting Ireland,  that  he  entertained  no 
feelings  but  those  of  the  most  rooted 
hostility  and  detestation— ["  Oh,  oh !  "] 
—and  they  were  perfectly  at  liberty  to 
move  that  those  words  be  reported. 

Mb.  macartney  said,  the  hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite,  who  were  so  jealous 
of  the  rights  of  majorities  totally  imored 
the  rights  of  a  minority  in  Ireland,  con- 
sisting of  upwards  of  a  million  and  a- 
half  of  people.  He  meant  the  Protestant 
population  of  Ireland.  He  denied  that 
those  Gentlemen  were  entitled  to  speak 
in  the  name  of  the  Irish  people. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Debate  adjourned \a}1 
Friday, 

South  Africa  Bill  {Lords)  again  eon- 
eidered  in  Committee. 

Moved,  That  the  Preamble  be  post- 
poned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  now  report 
Progpress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  — 
{Major   &Oorman,) 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  that  when  the 
proceedings  on  this  same  Motion  were  in- 
terrupted by  circumstances  to  which  he 
should  not  further  allude,  he  was  about 
reminding  the  Committee  that,  as  an 
Irishman  whose  country  had  experienced 
similar,  and  even  worse,  treatment  than 
that  which  the  Oovemment  proposed  to 
mete  out  to  the  South  African  Colonies, 
he  had  a  special  interest  in  endeavour- 
ing to  thwart  and  prevent  the  objects  of 
the  Oovemment  in  reference  to  those 
Colonies.  He  should  now  continue  and 
endeavour  to  show  that  his  statement  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Oovemment  in 
this  mstance  was  correct.  The  prelimi- 
nary proceedings  of  the  Oovemment 
were  far  from  unobjectionable.  What 
course  did  they  pursue?  When  they 
determined  on  this  scheme  of  annexa- 
tion and  Confederation  they  sent  out  to 
South  Africa  a  gentleman  named  Froude, 
who  had  made  himself  conspicuous  by 
the  way  in  which  he  had  misrepresented 
and  calumniated  the  people  of  Ireland. 
They  need  not  stop  to  scrutinise  the  past 
career  of  Mr.  Froude.  He  was  a  person 
called  a  historian,  and  bis  history  would 


have  greater  value  if  he  had  not  en- 
deavoured to  draw  false  deductions  from 
facts,  and  if  he  had  not  suppressed  the 
truth  in  a  great  many  instances.  It  was 
to  be  regretted  that  Mr.  Froude  had 
employed  his  imdoubted  talents  in  mis- 
representing and  falsifying  events  which 
had  happened  in  Ireland.  The  Oovem- 
ment in  choosing  this  instrument  for 
their  designs  in  South  Africa  showed  a 
true  appreciation  of  the  man.  His  first 
step  was  to  obtain,  by  means  of  a 
"  caucus,"  an  expression  of  what  was 
called  the  public  opinion  of  the  colo- 
nists ;  but  that,  and  his  whole  proceed- 
ings, were  directly  contrary  to  the  axiom 
that  federation  must  be  spontaneous  and 
not  forced.  The  Oovemment,  however, 
acted  on  the  immoral  doctrine  that  the 
interests  of  the  people  of  South  Africa 
were  subservient  to  the  interests  of  the 
Empire  at  large.  The  House  was  asked 
to  sanction  the  annexation  of  the  South 
African  Bepublic,  not  because  it  was  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Colonies,  but  because 
it  was  alleged  that  it  would  be  beneficial 
to  the  Empire 'generally. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  I  must  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  annexn- 
tion  of  the  South  African  Bepublic  is 
not  covered  by  the  Preamble  of  this 
Bill. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  I  think  the  subject 
of  confederation  is  covered  by  "tome  of 
the  clauses. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  Another  oppor- 
tunity  may  arise  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion, but  it  cannot  be  discussed  on  the 
Preamble,  which  is  absolutely  without 
any  reference  to  annexation. 

Mr.  PAENELL  understood  from  a 
former  ruling  of  the  Chairman  that  a 
Member  was  entitled  to  discuss  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  measure  on  the  Motion  that 
the  Preamble  be  postponed.  Therefore 
he  thought  he  was  entitled  to  refer  to 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill  which  contem- 
plated the  confederation  of  the  South 
African  Bepublic,  in  order  to  show  that 
the  action  of  the  Ot>vemment  was  im- 
proper and  unjust. 

The  CHAIKMAN  again  pointed  out 
that  the  question  of  the  annexation  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill  which  dealt  with  confederation. 
The  annexation  was  an  accomplished 
fact.  It  was  an  unusual,  inconvenient, 
and  undesirable  course  to  enter  into  the 
general  subject  on  the  Question  that  the 
Preamble  be  postponed ;  but  he  did  not 
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think  himself  at  liberty  to  say  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  altogether  out  of  Order 
in  pursuing  that  course. 

Mr.  PAENELL:  Sir,  it  may  be  neces- 
sary sometimes  for  the  House  to  do  that 
which  is  unusual,  inconvenient,  and  un- 
desirable. The  confederation  of  these 
States  is  contemplated  in  this  Bill  within 
a  certain  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  seems  to  confound  two  different 
things,  annexation  and  confederation. 
The  policy  or  acts  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  former  are  not  in  any 
way  in  this  Bill. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  Then  if  I  am  not 
allowed  to  refer  to  annexation  I  shall 
refuse  to  discuss  the  matter  at  all. 

Major  O'GORMAN  :  The  Transvaal 
was  annexed  without  the  knowledge  or 
consent  of  this  House,  and  it  is  extra- 
ordinary to  say  it  must  not  be  spoken 
of. 

The  chairman  :  I  have  already 
pointed  out  that  the  question  of  annexa- 
tion is  not  the  subject  now  before  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER :  The  Mo- 
tion of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Waterford  to  report  Pro- 
gress was  made  distinctly  to  elicit  an 
opinion  from  you,  Sir,  as  to  the  extent 
to  which  we  can  discuss  the  general 
scope  of  a  Bill  at  this  stage.  I  con- 
gratulate my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
on  having  achieved  his  object,  and  sug- 
gest to  him  to  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Major  O'GORMAN  :  At  the  special 
request  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mayo  I  will  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  Before  the  Motion 
is  withdrawn,  I  wish  to  submit  a  Ques- 
tion on  a  point  of  Order.  I  wish  to 
know  whether  we  can  discuss  the  con- 
templated confederation  of  the  Transvaal 
Republic  on  the  Motion  that  the  Pre- 
amble be  postponed  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  have  already 
stated  that  the  consideration  of  the 
principle  of  a  Bill  on  the  Motion  that 
the  Preamble  be  postponed  is  exceed- 
ingly  inconvenient.  The  object  of  the 
Motion  for  postponing  the  Preamble  is 
to  avoid  discussions  on  the  principle 
which  might  arise,  but  I  should  not  feel 
it  to  be  my  duty  to  interrupt  any  hon. 
Member  who  thought  it  imcumbent 
upon  him  to  discuss  the  principle.  As 
far  as  the  prospective  confederation  of 
the  Transvaal  is  concerned,  that  is  within 

Th^  Chairman 


the  purview  of  the  Bill,  but  the 

tion,  which  has  been  already  effectod,  m 

not. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  reminded  the  Oomen- 
ment  that  the  hon.  Member  for  DimdM 
(Mr.  E.  Jenkins)  had  asserted  that  tfa«y 
kept  back  information  which  the  Hovw 
ought  to  have  laid  before  it ;  was  tlfen* 
any  foundation  for  that  statement? 
Then  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  nil 
that  they  ought  not  to  interfere  with  tlw 
progress  of  the  Bill  because  the  Hcnu» 
decided  to  go  into  Committee  by  a  largv 
majority.  That  was  true;  but  the 
statements  for  and  against  it  were  made 
to  an  audience  of  about  20  Members^ 
Was  any  value  to  be  attached  to  tlM 
largeness  of  such  a  majority  ? 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  during 
the  whole  of  his  address  on  the  previoae 
night  he  did  not  sav  a  word  against  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  He  objected, 
however,  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
scheme  of  confederation  was  proposed 
to  be  carried  out.  The  hon.  Member 
accordingly  proceeded  to  discuss  the  geoe* 
ral  question  at  great  length  and  read 
many  extracts  from  Papers,  public 
documents,  and  newspapers.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  paid  no  attention  to  eontiDued 
cries  of  **  Order ! "  and  the  great  im- 
patience of  the  Committee. 

The  chairman  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  certainly  entering  into  a 
very  wide  field  of  discussion,  and  he 
hoped  he  would  confine  himself  to  the 
Question  before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  continued.  sUting 
that  they  had  repeatedly  asked  the 
GK)vemment  for  information  that  had 
not  been  furnished.  The  Chanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  acted  on  a  misap- 

Srehension  of  what  he  had  said.  He 
id  not  object  to  the  principle  of  confe> 
deration,  but  he  objected  to  the  House 
being  asked  to  procioed  upon  so  little 
information.  The  hon.  C^ntlemaa  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  had 
charged  him  with  not  being  in  his  place 
when  the  statement  on  behalf  oz  the 
Government  was  made  ;  but  although 
absent  compulsory  he  had  made  himself 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  all  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said.  The  Gorem- 
ment  had  said  they  had  placed  before 
the  House  all  the  information  in  their 
possession.  Surely,  the  particulars  of 
the  interviews  between  the  delegatss 
from  the  Sovereign  State  of  the  Tmis* 
vaal  and  the  Colonial  Secretaiy,  whsa 
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the  GoTemment  was  plaoed  in  possession 
of  much  important  information,  should 
have  been  laid  before  the  House.  He 
had  seen  those  delegates,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  their  representations  to  Lord 
Carnarvon  were  of  the  most  serious  and 
important  kind.  They  told  him  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  that  the  people  of  the  Trans- 
vaal were  essentially  a  Kepublican  and 
Democratic  people,  opposed  to  official 
nomination  and  class  government  and  to 
the  exercise  of  autocratic  dictatorial  au- 
thority. Then,  again,  the  House  should 
have  information  as  to  the  position  taken 
up  in  respect  to  this  question  of  confede- 
ration by  the  Government  of  the  Cape. 
Was  it  true  that  a  strongly  centralist 
and  anti-confederative  Government  was 
in  power  in  the  Cape,  and  that  Bills 
were  before  the  Cape  Parliament  for 
annexing  without  confederation  a  large 
territory  in  South  Africa?  He  also 
wanted  to  know  before  this  Bill  was 
proceeded  with  what  were  the  relations 
between  the  Colonies  in  South  Africa  and 
the  Native  tribes  in  respect  to  the  im- 
portant question  of  extradition  ?  A 
remarkable  case  had  recently  occurred, 
in  which  a  Zulu  lad,  accused  of  murder- 
ing a  White  man  in  Zululand,  had  been 
sent  to  Natal  and  returned  to  the  Chief 
Cetewago,  because  the  Governor  of 
Natal  said  he  had  no  jurisdiction  to  deal 
with  him.  A  despatch  from  the  Governor 
upon  this  case  was  suppressed  from  the 
published  Papers.  A  judicial  murder 
had  thus  been  committed,  for  there  were 
undoubtedly  great  extenuating  circum- 
stances under  which  the  lad  had  killed 
his  White  master.  The  lad  was  re- 
turned under  some  wretched  Extradition 
Treaty,  and  was  put  to  death  without 
trial. 

Lord  FEANCIS  HERVEY  rose  to 
Order,  and  asked  was  it  competent  to 
the  hon.  Member  to  enter  into  a  discus- 
sion of  matters  that  had  taken  place  in 
Zululand? 

Thb  chairman  said,  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  ranged  over 
matters  of  the  widest  diversity,  and 
which  had  no  connection  with  the  ques- 
tion immediately  before  the  Committee. 
While  he  had  not  thought  fit  to  inter- 
rupt him  more  frequently,  he  must  un- 
derstand that  he  was  making  a  wrong 
use  of  his  privileges  in  traveUing  over 
this  wide  field. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  should 
not  continue  the  subject  much  further, 


but  he  desired  to  read  a  passage  in  con- 
nection with  this  Zulu  case. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  tiiink.  Sir,  that  after  you  have  several 
times  called  upon  the  hon.  Member  to 
desist,  as  you  have  done,  from  a  certain 
line  of  argument,  it  is  not  competent  for 
him  to  pursue  the  course  he  is  doing. 
I  think,  Sir,  he  ought  not,  as  a  Member 
of  this  House,  to  contravene  your  posi- 
tion as  Chairman.  Tour  authority,  Sir, 
I  hold,  ought  to  be  supported.  I  submit 
the  hon.  Member  ought  not  to  continue 
a  course  of  argument  which  you  have 
decided  is  out  of  Order. 

Sir  ANDREW  LUSK :  I  have  sat. 
Sir,  for  a  long  time  in  this  House,  and 
one  thing  above  others  I  have  observed 
— namely,  that  we  have  always  been  ac- 
customed to  respect  the  authority  of  the 
Chair.  We  must,  if  we  are  to  conduct 
our  debates,  have  order,  and  we  cannot 
have  order  without  respecting  the  Chair. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  had  always 
endeavoured  to  respect  both  the  Chair- 
man and  the  Speaker.  He  had  listened 
to  his  (the  Chairman's)  interruptions — 
[*' Oh, oh  ! "  and  ''Withdraw ! "]— inter- 
ruptions not  initiated  by  him,  but  caused 
by  request  of  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides ;  and  he  did  not  observe  that  he 
had  in  any  instance  ruled  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  was  out  of  Order 
and  that  he  should  desist  from  going 
into  certain  matters.  Had  the  Chair- 
man done  that,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  would  willingly  have  de- 
ferred to  his  request  and  his  dictation. 
He  protested  against  hon.  Members 
calling  others  to  Order  in  general  terms, 
without  taking  the  trouble  to  show  in 
what  way  the  Rules  of  Order  had  been 
violfl.tfi  d 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (I^ord  Francis 
Hervey)  had  appealed  to  the  Chairman 
to  determine  whether  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan,  in  pursuing  a  line  of 
argument  upon  the  criminal  law  of 
Zululand,  was  or  was  not  entering  upon 
a  matter  germane  to  the  present  discus- 
sion. The  Chairman  intimated  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  that  he 
was  going  into  a  matter  which  had  no 
immediate  connection  in  the  present 
phase  of  the  discussion.  Thereupon  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  proceeded 
to  say  he  wanted  to  make  further  ob- 
servations on  that  very  point.  [Mr. 
O'Donnbll:  No!]    The  hon.  Member's 
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denial  would  not  avail  against  the  recol- 
lection of  the  "whole  Committee.  The 
hon.  Member  said  that  he  would  not 
continue  the  subject  on  which  he  was 
called  to  Order  much  further ;  but  that 
he  wanted  to  read  a  passage  connected 
with  that  very  point. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  :  I  rise  to  Order. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said, 
he  was  in  possession  of  the  House,  and 
would  not  yield  to  the  interruption  of 
the  hon  Member  for  Dungarvan.  He 
had  once  or  twice  endeavoured  to  place 
on  record,  for  the  information  of  the 
people  of  England  and  Scotland  what 
was  goine  on  in  this  House,  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  Butt),  the  Leader  of  the  Irish 
Party,  had  forcibly  described  the 
<< humiliating  position"  in  which  the 
House  was  placed  by  the  conduct  of  the 
hon.  Members  for  Meath,  Dungarvan, 
and  others.  He  would  now  once  more 
recite  what  had  been  the  course  of  pro- 
ceeding with  reference  to  this  Bill. 
Yestei^ay  it  was  in  the  stage  for  going 
into  Committee.  An  Amendment  was 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  George  Campbell).  A  full 
debate  took  place  on  that  stage— and  it 
was  very  proper  that  a  full  debate  should 
take  place.    The  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 

farvan  made  an  oration  he  (Sir  William 
[arcourt)  believed  more  than  two  hours 
in  length.  P*No,  no!"]  The  House 
knew  perfectly  weU  the  value  to  be 
placed  on  those  negatives.  ["Hear, 
hear !  »] 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  moved  that  the 
words  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
be  taken  down. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford  is  speaking 
to  Order,  and  cannot  be  interrupted  on 
that  point.  K  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  wished  to  speak  after  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
had  finished  he  would  be  able  to  do  so. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT  re- 
sumed. He  was  stating  the  protracted 
debate  which  took  place  yesterday,  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
addressed  the  House  at  very  consider- 
able length — he  believed  for  two  hours; 
whether  it  was  a  few  minutes  more  or  a 
few  minutes  less  was  of  little  import- 
ance. A  division  was  taken,  in  which 
a  very  large  majority  negatived  that 
Amendment.  The  minority  was  22.  It 
had  been  the  practice — not  the  universal, 

Sir  William  Rarcourt 


but  the  general  practice — when  tb* 
House  by  an  overwhelming  majority 
had  decided  against  an  Amendment  of 
that  character  not  to  pat  the  House  to 
the  inconvenience  of  another  divifiton. 
However,  that  was  not  the  conrBe  taken 
by  certain  Members  of  the  Hoom  on 
that  occasion.  A  second  division  was 
taken,  and  the  minority  on  that  division 
was  5.  He  supposed  it  was  luad]y 
possible  for  the  House  to  express  in  a 
more  definite  way  its  wiU  on  the  sabjsct. 
The  next  stage  was  that  the  Hows 
should  go  into  Oonmiittee,  which  it  did 
to-day.  The  first  step  in  the  Conunitles 
was  one  which  was  generally  conAdered 
a  formal  one— the  Motion  that  the  Pre- 
amble be  postponed.  Upon  that  arose  a 
discussion  to  which  he  would  not  at 
present  further  refer;  but  thereupon  the 
hon.  and  mllant  Member  for  Waterloni 
(Major  O'Gorman)  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man report  Progress,  and  thereon  an  at- 
tempt was  made  to  renew  the  whole 
discussion.  At  length  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
appealed  to  the  hon.  and  gallsat 
Member  for  Waterford  to  wiudraw 
his  Motion.  The  hon.  and  gaUaat 
Member  for  Waterford  aereed  to  do  so. 
Upon  the  Question  that  ue  Motion  f<»r 
reporting  Progress  should  be  withdrawn 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  took 
occasion  to  deliver  another  protnded 
speech,  in  addition  to  the  one  whidi  he 
made  yesterday  upon  the  whole  of  the 
Bill,  and  proceeded  to  discuss  matters 
which  the  Chairman  had  pronounced  to 
be  perfectly  irrelevant  to  the  Qnestioa 
before  the  Conmiittee.  He  (Sir  William 
Haroourt)  recited  these  thmgs  becanss 
he  thought  it  was  an  advantage  to  the 
public  that  they  should  know  what  was 
beingdone persistently  day  after  dapr  in 
that  House.  These  were  not  proceedmgs 
for  the  purpose  of  discussing  the  Bill  — 
they  were  proceedings  for  the  pnipose  of 
defying  the  authority  of  Paniament — 
[CViVt  0/ "  No!"  sfMf  "Hear,  hear !  "]— 
of  bringing  the  House  of  Commons 
into  contempt— ["  No  I "  "Hear!"]— 
and  of  destroying  that  ^reat  engine  by 
which  the  Britidi  Empire  was  dtiefly 
maintained,  and  the  course  pnrsoed  was 
part  of  a  system  not  to  discuss  measures 
bond  fide,  but  to  waste  time. — [dsirt.] 

Mb.  O'DONNELL:  I  rise  to  aanrs 
you,  Sir,  that  I  did  not  in  the  sligfatsil 
manner  intend  to  dispute  your  attuority 
or  ruling.    If  I  went  back  upon  ny 
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previous  sentence  it  was  simply  to  com- 1 
plete  it  and  to  make  it  dear.    As  for 
the  language  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford,  I  will  not  follow 
his  deplorable  example. 

Lord  FRANCIS  HERVEY :  I  again 
rise  to  Order,  Sir.  I  rose  to  Order  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  was 
entering  upon  a  subject  which  in  no  way 
related  to  the  Question  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  was  reading  from  a  news- 
paper an  extract.  Tou  ruled  against  the 
hon.  Member ;  yet  no  sooner  were  the 
words  out  of  your  mouth  than  he  pro- 
ceeded to  read  from  the  yery  document 
which  he  had  before  read  from.  That, 
I  hold,  was  a  gross  defiance  of  your 
ruling.  I  quite  agree  with  all  the  words 
that  have  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford.  I  think, 
Sir,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer will  not  be  doing  his  duty  to  the 
Mouse  on  Friday  next  unless  he  includes 
other  names  than  those  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  in  the  Motion  he  is 
to  submit. 

Ma.  PABNELL :  I  hold.  Sir,  that 
no  Member  is  entitled  to  examine  my 
motives  or  intentions  without  adducing 

Eroof  of  their  statements.     The  hon. 
[ember  was  proceeding,  when 

Mr.  OOLDSMID  :  Sir,  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  think  we  have  had  enough  of  this 
Jdnd  of  discussion.  I  hope  such  a  one 
will  not  occur  again.  If  the  two  hon. 
Members  for  Meath  and  Dungarvan  are 
to  enffroes  the  time  of  the  House  in  this 
way  tney  will  find  that  they  are  not  pro- 
pitiating the  favour  of  the  House.  They 
will  ffain  a  much  more  attentive  hearing 
and  do  more  real  service  to  their  consti- 
tuents if  they  will  conform  their  speeches 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  debates  of 
this  House  have  been  hitherto  conducted. 
There  will  then  be  no  necessity  for  alter- 
ing our  Rules.  I  hope  the  common  sense 
of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  will  prevail,  and 
that  the  Committee  may  now  be  allowed 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill. 

Thk  chancellor  op  thb  EXOHE- 
QU£R :  I  would  only  remind  hon.  (Gen- 
tlemen that  the  whole  question  will  be 
brought  forward  on  Friday  next,  when 
full  opportunity  will  be  given  to  discuss 
the  whole  subject.  Tms  being  so,  it 
wiU  be  better  that  we  should  proceed  to 
business. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  had 
brought  a  grave  charge  against  the  hon. 


Member  for  Meath  and  himself.  He 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  had  since  expressed  his 
regret  for  having  in  any  way  opposed 
the  ruling  of  the  Chairman.  ["  Order ! 
Order!"] 

Thb  Chairman  said,  the  point  of 
Order  had  been  disposed  of,  and  he 
hoped  therefore  the  Committee  would 
now  allow  the  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress to  be  withdrawn,  and  proceed 
with  the  BilL 

Mr.  BIGGAR  here  rose  to  address 
the  Committee,  amid  cries  of  **  Order !  " 

The  chairman  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  out  of  Order  in  attempting 
to  address  the  House. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  also  rose— but  was 
ruled  to  be  out  of  Order. 


At  length- 


Question,  That  leave  be  given  to 
withdraw  the  Motion  to  report  Progress, 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  withdraum. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
Preamble  be  postponed." 

Mr.  PARNELL  rose,  and  again 
proceeded,  amid  expressions  of  gpreat 
dissatisfjaction,  to  discuss  the  whole 
subject  of  the  BiU. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  rose  to  Order,  and 
asked  whether  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  was  in  Order  in  repeating  over 
again  the  whole  arguments  he  had  ad- 
vanced at  the  earlier  period  of  the 
evening  ? 

The  chairman  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  technically  out  of 
Order ;  but  he  was  most  severely  testing 
the  patience  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  PARNELL  accordingly  proceeded 
—disregarding  frequent  mterruptions 
and  caJjs  to  Order.  He  said  he  re- 
quired to  exercise  caution,  as  he  did  not 
know  when  or  on  what  occasion  the 
Leader  of  the  Government  might  start 
up,  and  with  tones  and  words  of  indig- 
nation move  that  his  words  be  taken 
down  and  submitted  to  the  sure  and 
speedy  vengeance  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GREGORY  rose  to  Order.  Was 
this  language  in  Order? 

Thb  OTfAIRMAN  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  was  not  in  Order  in 
the  lanfl[uage  he  had  used. 

Mr.   PARNELL   said,  he  had  only 


to  express  his  timidity  in  dis- 
cussing the  Bui,  and  he  hoped  the  Com- 
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mittee  would  forgive  hipi  if  he  did  not 
do  justice  to  it.  He  proceeded  at  great 
length  to  argue  that  the  Dutch  Boers 
hated  the  English  rule. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  rose  to  Order. 
The  Question  before  the  Committee  was 
not  whether  the  Preamble  should  be 
adopted,  but  whether  it  should  be  post- 
poned. He  had  to  remind  the  Oommittee 
that  last  year,  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  Dilke)  was  pro- 
posing to  discuss  the  principle  of  the 
Commons  Bill  on  this  very  Motion  that 
the  Preamble  be  postponed,  it  was  held 
that  the  discussion  musj;  be  confined 
entirely  to  the  postponing  of  the  Pre- 
amble. 

Mr.  PAENELL  continued  to  address 
the  House  for  some  time. 

Mr.  BiooAR  and  Mr.  O'Donkell  rose 
to  address  the  House,  but  were  ruled 
to  be  out  of  Order. 

At  length 


Motion  agreed  to  ;  Preamble  poitponed. 

I. — Preliminary, 

aause  1  (Short  title). 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  moved  that  the 
Bill  should  be  called  '<  The  South 
Africa  Confederation  Bill,"  instead  of 
'*  The  South  Africa  Bill." 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  23,  after 
"  Afirica,"  insert  **  Confederation." — 
{Mr,  O'Donnell) 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  opposed  the 
Amendment.  It  might  be  that  the 
Colonies  would  prefer  a  Federal  union 
to  confederation^ 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  superfluous.    It  seemed  to  be. 
forgotten    that  this  was  a  permissive 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  he  did  not 
see  why  the  Amendment  should  not  be 
accepted. 

After  short  discussion, 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Application  of  provisions 
referring  to  the  Queen),  agreed  to, 

II. —  Union, 

Clause  3  (Declaration  of  Union  and 
provision  for  its  completion). 

Mr.  PABNELL  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  insert,  before  "agree,"  the 
word  "  voluntarily." 

Mr,  JPamell 


Mr.  J.  LOWTHEB  said,  the  woid 
was  quite  unnecessary.  The  Statea 
would  only  confederate  vohintarily. 

Mr.  PAENELL  contended  that  oeca- 
rities  should  be  given  that  the  Steft«s 
should  not  be  forced  to  eonfederat*. 
What  means  did  the  Govemmetit  ia- 
tend  to  adopt  to  provide  for  a  vcdontaiy 
confederation?  He  desired  to  sacufe 
that  the  confederation  should  take  place 
only  with  the  consent  of  the  whole  people 
— ^by  a  kind  of  pUhieeits, 

Mr.  BIGGAE  rose  to  addrosB  the 
House,  hut 

It  being  now  a  quarter  to  Six  of  the 
dock. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Friday, 

House  adjoomed  at  fire  minutea  bcfar* 

8izo*cfeck. 
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MINUTES.]— Public  'BiLU^S^eimd 

Registration  of  Leases  (Sootlind)  Axi,  iXhiT) 
Amendment*  (1^7);  Public  Loans  UcfUM- 
sion  •  (160). 

Oommittee — Report — ^Married  Women's  Pivpcxtf 
(Scotland)*  (154);  TelegrulM  (Monev)'* 
(162). 

PRIVATE  BHXS— 
DOVER  AND  DEAL  RAILWAY  BILL. 

OBSEBYATIO^S. 

Eabl  OEANVILLE  :  The  Dorer  and 
Deal  Bailwaj  Bill  has  been  reported.  1 
do  not  wish  to  make  anj  attack  5|Po& 
the  management  of  the  two  great  Kent 
lines,  bat  it  is  a  fact  that  their  oppoai* 
tion,  direct  or  indirect,  has  retardea  the 
completion  of  the  Ooast  line,  which  is 
not  only  of  local,  but  Imperial  import- 
ance. The  present  is  not  the  first  time 
when  one  or  other  of  these  Oompaiiiet 
has.  obtained  powers  from  Parliament  to 
oonstruot  this  chain,  and  have  failed  to 
fulfil  the  obligation.  The  Bill  has  now 
been  reported,  but  with  a  merely  nomi- 
nal penalty  in  case  of  non-oonstmetiaii 
of  the  Line.  I  want  to  aak  the  CSiair- 
man  of  Committees  wheUier  he  has  paid 
attention  to  this  Bill,  and  whether  he 
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received  any  assurance  which  encou- 
raged him  to  pass  it  in  its  present 
shape? 

The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  said, 
that  it  was  true  that  independent 
schemes  had  been  set  aside  by  the  ac- 
tion of  the  two  Kent  Companies  in  ob- 
taining a  Bill ;  that  he  had  been  in- 
clined to  recommend  to  the  House  to 
insert  some  provision  which  would  make 
it  more  difficult  to  abandon  the  construc- 
tion of  this  Line ;  but  he  found  that  it 
might  lead  to  the  non-passing  of  the 
Bill  and  to  consequent  public  inconve- 
nience. He  had,  moreover,  received  an 
assurance  fh)m  the  Chairman  of  the 
South-Eastem  Company  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  carry  but  the  work. 

PRISONS  BILL— LUNATIC  ASYLUMS. 

QUESTIOK. 

The  Eael  of  SANDWICH  asked 
the  Lord  President,  Whether  it  was  in- 
tended that  disused  prisons  should  be 
converted  into  Lunatic  Asylums  ? 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  and 
GORDON  said,  he  rather  doubted  whe- 
ther a  prison  was  likely  to  be  the  best 
description  of  building  for  conversion 
into  a  lunatic  asylum.  Disused  prisons, 
which  were  the  property  of  the  county, 
might  be  put  to  any  use  which  the 
county  might  wish.  If  his  noble  Friend 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment were  prepared  to  hand  over  with- 
out payment  disused  prisons  in  order 
that  they  might  be  converted  into  luna- 
tic asylums,  his  answer  must  be  that 
the  Government  were  not  prepared  to 
do  so.         

Earl  COWPER  said,  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  management  of  lunatic 
asylums  required  consideration.  If  the 
Government  were  to  take  over  the  con- 
trol of  them,  it  would  ensure  regu- 
larity of  treatment  all  over  the  country, 
which  would  be  a  great  advantage.  It 
was  very  desirable  to  relieve  the  local 
authorities  of  the  management  of  luna- 
tic asylums,  as  they  had  been  relieved 
of  the  management  of  prisons,  and  that 
these  institutions  should  be  managed  on 
a  uniform  system,  and  under  the  con- 
trol of  a  central  authority.  Nothing 
was  more  disagreeable  to  county  magis- 
trates than  their  duties  in  connection 
with  these  asylums,  as  they  were  ex- 
posed  to  Ooy^ment  officers  coming 
down  and  ordering  all  sorts  of  improve- 


ments  at    ffreat    expense,    which    the 
magistrates  nad  the  odium  of  carrying 

out.  

The  Eael  of  SANDWICH  expressed 
his  belief  that  before  long  the  Govern- 
ment must  take  the  lunatic  asylums 
under  their  own  charge. 

PUBUO  WORSHIP  REGULATION  ACT.  . 

psnnoK. 

Eael  NELSON  presented  a  Petition, 
VBtj  numerously  signed  by  the  Clergy 
and  Laity  of  the  Church  of  England, 
praying  for  ihe  repeal  of  the  Public 
Worship  Regulation  Act.  He  had  post- 
poned till  next  Session  his  Motion  on 
the  subject  of  the  Act,  but  he  had 
thought  it  right  to  give  notice  of  the 
presentation  of  this  Petition,  which  was 
one  got  up  by  the  Church  of  England 
Working  Men's  Society,  which  was  a 
Society  for  securing  freedom  of  worship 
and  the  preservation  of  our  rights  and 
liberties  on  the  basis  of  the  Book  of 
Common  Prayer  and  the  usages  of  the 
Primitive  Church :  and  he  had  been  par- 
ticularly requested  to  state  that  the 
Society  had  no  connection  with  certain 
circulars  which  had  been  sent  to  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  by  another  Associa- 
tion, and  which  had  been  brought  in 
"another  place"  under  notice  as  a 
breach  of  Privilege ;  and  he  was  ftirther 
requested  to  state  that  the  members  of 
this  Society  did  not  go  in  for  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  Church,  or  proceed 
in  any  way  against  those  from  whom 
they  differed.  The  Petition  was  signed 
by  47,294  persons,  not  more  than  1,000 
of  whom  were  clergymen  of  the  Church 
of  England :  the  rest  were  lay  members 
of  the  Church,  and  most  of  them,  he 
understood,  were  communicants.  It 
must  be,  he  thought,  highly  gpratifying 
to  find  such  an  interest  taken  in  the 
Church  by  those  whom  former  neglect 
on  the  part  of  the  Church  had  been  sup- 
posed to  have  alienated  from  her  com- 
munion. He  moved  that  the  Petition 
do  lie  on  the  Table. 

The  Abchbishop  op  CANTERBURY 
said,  it  would  hardly  be  respectful,  in 
the  case  of  a  Petition  of  this  magnitude 
and  importance,  if  he  did  not  say  a  few 
words.  He  had  himself  been  requested 
to  present  this  Petition ;  but  he  had  re- 
plied that  he  thought  it  would  be  more 
suitable  to  place  it  m  the  hands  of  some 
Member  of  their  Lordships'  House  who 
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sympatliized  with  its  prayer  more  than 
he  was  likely  to  do.  He  thought  the 
noble  Earl  was  quite  right  in  putting  off 
to  another  year  the  Motion  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice ;  because  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  if  there  should  be  any 
discussion  of  the  Act  at  the  present  time  it 
was  quite  possible  that  alterations  might 
be  advocated  of  a  somewhat  different 
character  from  those  which  the  noble 
Earl  and  those  who  had  signed  the  Pe- 
tition desired;  and  it  would  be  an  in- 
opportune time  to  make  any  relaxation 
of  that  very  kindly  discipline  which  was 
exercised  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Bishops  of  the  Church  of  Ehgland.  They 
might  probably  find  that  the  current  of 
public  feeling  was  now  in  favour  of  a 
more  stringent  rather  than  of  a  relaxed 
discipline ; — but  he  did  not  for  a  moment 
mean  to  imply  an  opinion  of  his  own 
that  the  Church  discipline  should  be 
made  more  stringent  than  it  was  ; 
neither  did  he  mean  to  depreciate  alto- 
gether the  value  of  the  Petition.  The 
fact  that  some  50,000  persons  had  pre- 
sented such  a  Petition  was  in  itself  an 
important  fact.  He  used  the  word 
''  persons  "  in  its  Parliamentary  sense. 
It  showed  that  some  people,  at  all 
events,  were  veir  mucn  dissatisfied. 
The  noble  Earl  had  stated  that  the 
Petition  had  been  **  got  up*'  by  a  Work- 
ing Men's  Association.  He  (the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury)  would  not  say 
that  the  Petition  had  been  **  got  up  "  in 
a  literal  sense ;  but  to  his  mind  it  did 
not  seem  that  the  phrase  used  by  the 
noble  Earl  was  the  most  felicitous  he 
could  have  chosen.  On  examining  the 
Petition  he  found  that  there  was  a  curious 
family  affinity  among  the  first  names 
upon  the  list.  WiUiam  Collins,  Jane 
Collins,  Elizabeth  Collins,  Arthur  Collins, 
and  Alice  Collins;  also  Emma  Wood- 
yard,  Bridget  Woodyard,  Sarah  Wood- 
yard,  Kosiuind  Woodyaid,  and  William 
Woodyard.  Nothing  was,  of  course  said, 
respecting  the  age  of  those  who  signed 
the  Petition,  nor  could  it  be  told  definitely 
firom  the  document  that  they  had  aU 
arrived  at  mature  age.  Looking  at  the 
handwriting  it  seemed  as  thou^  some 
of  them  must  be  of  very  tender  years. 
This  had  certainly  put  a  suspicion  into 
his  mind  that  whole  families,  including 
Sunday-school  children,  had  been  induced 
to  sira  the  Petition.  Moreover,  it  was 
not  right  to  say  that  the  Petition  had  been 
got  up  by  working  men,  because  many 
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of  the  signatures  were  those  of  women 
and  g^ls.  But  he  admitted  in  that  ^^• 
spect  it  was  neither  better  nor  worse 
than  the  majority  of  Petitions  prewnted 
to  Parliament,  and  of  course  it  was  proper 
that  it  should  receive  due  considera- 
tion. He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
those  who  signed  the  Petition  were  not 
very  well  instructed  in  respect  of  the 
subject  dealt  with  by  their  PetitioiL 
They  seemed  to  think  very  great  nusoliief 
had  been  done  by  the  Poblio  Worship 
Act.  Was  that  really  the  case  ?  Then 
were  some  13,000  panahes  in  the  Choidi 
of  England,  and  about  20,000  clergy- 
men. That  being  so  the  Act  ooold  not 
have  pressed  very  heavily,  inasmuch  ss 
only  four  cases  had  been  raised  since  it 
came  into  operation,  one  of  which  £ukd 
in  consequence  of  a  technical  objection. 
Besides  these,  two  other  prosecutioni 
had,  he  believed,  been  threatened,  but 
they  had  been  settled  by  the  jndicious 
intervention  of  the  Bishops.  It  was  sot 
therefore  very  easy  to  undravtand  how 
the  working  of  the  Act  could  bars 
caused  alarm  in  the  minds  of  the  work- 
ing men  of  England.  He  believed  it 
was  not  the  Act  itself  to  which  the 
Petitioners  objected,  but  the  law  of  the 
Church  which  the  Act  was  designed  to 
enforce.  The  ecclesiastical  atmosphere 
at  the  present  moment  was  charg^ 
with  Petitions  and  declarations,  but 
many  of  them  resolved  themselves  into 
this — ^that  the  persons  who  sisned  them 
were  very  much  dissatisfied  with  anyone 
who  wished  to  prevent  them  doing  what 
they  liked.  Sudi  aposition  was,  of  coarse, 
very  difficult  to  meet.  It  was  not,  he 
repeated,  the  mode  in  which  the  lav 
was  administered,  but  the  law  itself 
which  was  objected  to.  He  had  no  in- 
tention to  spef^  disrespectfully  of  those 
who  had  signed  the  Petition,  but  he 
would  say  in  all  seriousness  to  the  noble 
Earl,' and  those  who  acted  with  him, 
that  if  during  the  next  few  months  thej 
would  use  uieir  best  efforts  to  allay 
unnecessary  excitement  on  this  subject, 
and  to  do  away  with  idle  fears  that  hsd 
no  foundation  except  in  the  imaginatioa, 
much  good  would  result.  Nothing  more 
was  required  than  that  the  law  should 
be  obeyed.  Nobodyoonld possibly  suffer 
under  the  Public  Worship  Act  nnlesi  he 
had  broken  the  law  or  was  determined 
to  break  it.  This  was  certainly  not  ths 
time  when  either  the  law  of  the  land  or 
of  the  Church  should  be  treated  lightly. 
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Even  the  most  yenerable  of  institations 
might  be  thrown  out  of  gear  by  the 
wiSulnees  of  one  or  two  persons.  Before 
this  matter  was  again  brought  forward 
he  hoped  it  would  be  well  and  carefully 
considered.  Above  all  things,  those 
who  wished  well  to  the  Ghuroh  ought 
to  do  all  in  their  power  to  secure  an 
adherence  to  the  principles  adopted  at 
the  Eeformation,  and  they  shoula  avoid 
exciting  people's  minds  on  questions 
which  were,  at  all  events,  very  doubt- 
ful, and  making  them  suppose  that  by 
getting  rid  of  present  arrangements, 
they  could  obtain  a  better,  purer,  and 
more  useful  Church  than  that  which, 
thank  Ood !  had  existed  among  them  in 
its  Beformed  character  for  300  years. 

KiBL  NELSON  pointed  out  that  he 
had  refrained  from  calling  attention  to 
the  working  of  the  Act-— and  he  had 
done  so  because  of  the  absence  of  most 
of  the  members  of  the  Episcopal  Bench. 
He  must  not  be  taken  as  accepting  the 
statements  of  the  most  rev.  Primate,  and 
he  believed  the  Petition  to  be  a  per- 
fectly hondjide  one.  

The  Eabl  of  HAEROWBT  held 
that  the  Petition  had  a  venr  suspicious 
origin.  As  far  as  he  could  judge,  it 
savoured  much  of  having  emanated 
from  the  Socielir  of  the  Hofy  Cross  and 
the  members  of  the  St.  Albans  Mission. 

The  Mabqxtess  op  BATH  disclaimed 
this  statement  as  far  as  the  St.  Albans 
Mission  was  concerned.  He  would  re- 
mind the  noble  Earl  that  no  proceed- 
ings under  the  Act  had  been  taken 
against  any  person  connected  with  the 
St.  Albans  Mission  House;  and  with 
regard  to  the  observations  of  the  most 
rev.  Primate,  his  belief  was  that  he  was 
more  anxious  to  force  his  own  interpre- 
tation of  the  law  upon  the  Church  tnan 
to  accept  that  which  the  Church  gene- 
rally  believed  to  be  the  law.  When 
the  most  rev.  Primate  talked  of  the 
necessity  of  allaying  the  excitement 
which  now  existed,  he  should  bear  in 
mind  that  it  had  been  mainly  caused  by 
the  strong  party  bias  which  he  himself 
had  shown  m  Church  controversies. 

Lord  DINEVOR  said,  that  the  noble 
Marquess  had  observed,  with  reference 
to  the  noble  Lord's  statement,  that  the 
Petition  had  partly  been  got  up  at  the 
St.  Albans  Mission  House,  that  no  pro- 
ceedings had  been  taken  against  the 
dergyof  St.  AlbansunderthePublio  Wor- 
ship Kegulalion  Act.    But  he  would  re- 


mind the  House  that  proceedin^hadbeen 
taken  ag^ainst  Mr.  Mackonochie  under  a 
former  Act,  and  there  was  no  other 
church  in  London  or  England  in  which 
what  had  been  so  happily  called  ''the 
Mass  in  masquerade,''  had  been  cele- 
brated in  sucn  state  as  at  St.  Albans. 
It  was  the  practices  in  this  and  other 
churches  that  had  led  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates to  promote  the  passing  of  the  Public 
Worship  Eegulation  Act.  He  agreed  it 
would  be  better  there  should  be  no  long 
discussion  of  the  subject,  and  he  hoped 
that  all  would  adhere  to  the  Prayer 
Book  as  suggested  by  the  Petition.  But 
as  the  Petitioners  also  referred  to 
« primitive  usage,"  he  asked  whether 
they  could  say  what  was  intended  by 
that  ?  Did  thev  mean  the  Apostolic  Age, 
or  the  first  twelve  centuries  ?  He  thought 
the  appeal  to  ''primitive  usage"  could 
not  have  emanated  firom  working  men, 
but  must  have  been  suggested  to  them. 

The  Abohbishop  of  TOEK  rose  to 
deny  that  the  turmoil  which  had  arisen 
in  the  Church  was  due  to  the  action  of 
the  most  rev.  Primate.  The  Public 
Worship  Beg^ulation  Act  had  not  been 
drawn  up  by  him,  and  it  seemed  to  be 
forgotten  that  the  Act  dealt  with  of- 
fenders much  more  leniently  than  did 
the  old  law.  The  Act  no  longer  treated 
offenders  as  criminals.  The  object  of 
the  Act  was  to  remove  questions  of 
controversy  out  of  the  hands  of  per- 
sonal prejudice  and  place  them  in  the 
hands  of  an  unbiased  Judge.  There- 
fore, it  was  wronfi^  to  assume  that  the  state 
of  affairs  they  deplored  had  been  pro- 
duced by  the  private  opinions  of  the 
most  rev.  Primate.  The  real  fact  was 
that  those  who  were  the  real  promoters 
of  the  Petition  were  always  charging 
those  who  wished  to  preserve  the  old 
laws  of  the  Church  with  party  spirit. 
Did  anyone  suppose  that  these  47,000 
persons  represented  the  opinion  of  the 
country  ?  Could  they  suppose  that  the 
House  of  Commons  would  change  its 
mind  and  suddenly  repeal  an  Act  that 
they  had  passed  almost  unanimously? 
If  it  were  to  be  repealed  something  else 
would  have  to  be  put  in  its  place,  and 
that  something  might  be  much  more 
stringent.  The  best  thing  to  be  done  was 
to  leave  the  Act  alone  for  the  present. 

Lord  FOBBES  rejoiced  that  such  a 
Petition  had  been  presented.  There 
was  a  great  movement  going  on  with 
regard    to    disestablishment ;    and  al- 
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thoQgli  the  Ohorch  of  Engbud,  as  a 
part  of  the  Ghuroh  of  Ohriat,  would 
nold  its  own  whatever  might  happen, 
he  was  glad  of  such  a  proof  that  the 
heart  of  the  people  was  still  faithful  to 
that  Church.  Persons  might  sign  this 
Petition,  and  still  be  sincere  members 
of  the  Church  of  England. 

Motion  offresd  to  ;  Petition  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  Table. 

YEOMANKY  UNIFORMS. 
QUESTION. 

The  Dukb  of  ST.  ALBANS  rose  to 
call  attention  to  the  order  of  1st  April, 
i877,  relative  to  the  alteration  of  xeo- 
manry  Uniform  from  gold  to  silver  lace ; 
and  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  (Government 
whether  they  will  suspend  that  order 
for  a  year  to  enable  the  colonels  of  the 
regiments  affected  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  meeting  and  statins  the  diffi- 
culties attending  the  change  r 

Vi8cx)UOT  GREY  DE  WILTON  said 
that  the  luckless  Yeomanry  had  had  to 
encounter  much  official  discouragement, 
but  he  did  not  think  that  any  slight 
upon  them  was  intended  by  the  War 
Office  in  this  change. 

Thb  EiLBL  OF  GADOOAN  said,  that 
the  change  of  uniform  was  decided  upon 
in  consequence  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  Yeomanry  Committee  of  1874. 
Li  former  days  he  believed  that  great 
latitude  was  allowed,  but  it  was  always 
understood  that  silver  lace  was  the  dis- 
tinctive badge  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces. 
With  reeard  to  the  Question  of  the 
noble  Duke,  his  official  experience  had 
taught  him  that  Colonels  did  not  re- 
quire a  year  to  enable  them  to  frame 
complaints,  and  as  the  change  had  been 
decided  on  he  could  not  hold  out  any 
hope  that  its  being  carried  into  effect 
would  be  delayed. 

Houae  adjoomed  at  a  ooaiter  past 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half-past  Ten  o'olodL 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Tkmnday,  26th  My,  1877. 

inKUTEa]— Nsw  WuT  l8tnsi>— Ar  Ofeat 
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QUESTIONS. 


PABTY  PEOGBSglONS  (IKKLAND>- 
OBAKOE     PROCESSION     AT    LUBGAK. 

QUBsnov. 


Mb.  YEHNEB  asked  the  Chief 
tary  for  Irelaud,  If  he  will  be  good 
enough  to  state  why  a  proceMion  of  biyal 
Orangemen  was  prevented  from  takms 
the  direct  route  throiigh  the  town  of 
Lurgan  on  the  12th  of  wis  month  ;  and, 
if  this  was  done  in  consequence  of  the 
receipt  of  an  information,  by  whom  waa 
that  information  sworn  ? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  A 
large  procession  of  Orangemen »  stated 
to  have  numbered  10,000  persons* 
marched  through  Lurgan  on  the  1 2th  of 
July.  Their  leaders  had  expreaaed  a 
determination  to  march  through  a  street 
inhabited  by  Boman  Catholics,  and  in- 
formations were  sworn  before  the  magis- 
trates by  three  persons  that  if  this  were 
permitted  serious  rioting  would  resnh. 
The  magistrates,  consisting  of  three  sti- 
pendiary and  four  local  magistrates, 
were  unanimously  of  opinion,  not  only 
from  these  informations,  but  from  other 
circumstances,  that  the  proceenon  must 
be  prevented  from  passing  through  the 
street  in  question.  They  culed  in  a  con- 
siderable extra  force  of  military  and 
constabulary,  and  their  decision  was  car- 
ried into  effect  without  any  breech  of 
the  peace.  I  may  state  that  a  similsr 
course  was  fc^owed  at  Lurgan  last 
August  with  reference  to  a  Boman  Ca- 
tholic procession.  I  do  not  think  any 
useful  object  would  be  gained  by  giving 
the  names  of  the  persons  who  swore  the 
informations ;  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  might  render  th^  obnozioas  to  party 
feeling,  which  I  am  sony  to  say  ap- 
pears to  be  very  high  in  Lorgan  st 
present. 
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charged  from  the  BritiBh  Armj  m  1876 
as  medically  unfit  for  Bervice,  and  how 
many  of  them  had  not  seen  three  yeeLrs' 
service  ? 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY,  in  reply, 
said,  the  number  was  3,768.  He  was 
unable  to  say  how  many  of  them  had 
not  seen  three  years'  service,  and  it 
would  take  a  long  time  to  collect  the 
figures  from  the  ££ferent  districts ;  but 
if  the  hon.  Member  really  thought  it  of 
sufficient  importance,  and  he  would  move 
for  the  Eetum,  there  would  be  no  objec- 
tion to  it  on  the  ground  of  expense. 


CHARITY  C0MMI8SI0NBRS— BETTON'S 
CHABITY.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  JAMES  asked  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council,  If  it  is  the  fact  that 
the  revenues  of  John  Betton's  Charity, 
amounting  to  £6,000,  are  as  rearranged 
by  the  Court  of  Chancery  in  1846  at  pre- 
sent distributed  in  small  sums  ranging 
from  £5  to  £10  to  certain  voluntaiy 
schools  in  England  and  Wales ;  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  report 
of  the  Endowments  Committee  of  the 
London  School  Board,  which  states  that 
the  reasons  assigned  for  this  distribution 
of  the  bequest  are  wholly  insufficient; 
and,  if  the  Government  propose  to  take 
any  steps  which  may  lead  to  the  resto- 
ration of  this  property  for  the  purpose  of 
educating  the  children  of  the  metropolis 
co-eztensively  with  the  city  of  London 
and  its  suburbs,  the  area  originally  spe- 
cified under  John  Betton's  will  ? 

ViscouiTT  8AND0N:  The  Charity 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  it  is  a 
fact,  as  the  hon.  G-entleman  imagines, 
that  £6,000  a-year,  being  a  portion  of 
the  revenues  of  Betton's  Charity,  is  dis- 
tributed in  the  manner  he  mentions 
among  ''  charity  schools "  in  England 
and  Wales,  but  they  have  no  informa- 
tion as  to  whether  these  schools  are 
voluntary  or  not.  No  communication 
has  been  made  to  me  respecting  the  Ee- 
port  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  Charity  Commissioners  inform  me 
that  some  misapprehension  appears  to 
exist,  from  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  to  this  Charity.  They 
state  that  there  was  no  direction  of  the 
founder  that  the  benefits  of  the  fund,  to 
which  the  Question  relates,  should  be 
limited  to  the  area  of  the  City  of  London 
and  its  suburbs  ;  but  that  under  the  will 
one-fourth  part  of  the  charity,  being  a 
distinct  fund  from  that  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  is  assigned  to  ''charity 
schools  "  in  the  City  of  London  and  its 
suburbs,  and  that  this  trust  is  strictly 
observed.  In  these  circumstances  the 
Government,  as  at  present  advised,  does 
not  see  any  reason  for  interference  in 
the  matter. 


AHMT— DIBOHARGED  80LDIEB8. 

QUESTIOK. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  he  will  inform  the 
Souse  hov  many   soldiers  were   dis- 


AEMY— MEDALS— THE  MALAY 
CAMPAIGN.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  Sekjeant  SIMON  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  the 
scale  of  the  special  allowances  to  the 
officers  and  men  serving  in  the  late  cam- 
paign in  the  Malay  Peninsula  has  been 
fixed,  and  at  what  rate,  and  for  what 
period  of  service ;  and,  whether  he  can 
say  how  soon  the  allowances  in  question 
will  be  paid  ? 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY,  in  reply, 
said,  the  delay  was  owing  to  the  fact 
that  Indian  as  well  as  English  troops 
were  engaged,  and  the  War  Office  and 
the  India  Office  had  different  rates  of 
allowance ;  but  he  had  sent  a  letter  to 
the  Treasury,  asking  its  sanction  to 
special  allowances  to  these  troops,  and 
as  soon  as  that  sanction  was  obtained 
the  allowance  would  be  paid. 

INLAND  REVENUE— STAMP  OFFICE 
AT  MONAGHAN.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  fat  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Executive  to  restore  the  Stamp 
Office  of  Monaghan  to  its  position  as  a 
head  office,  in  conformity  with  the  Ee- 
solution  in  that  behalf  passed  by  the 
Grand  Jury  of  the  county  of  Monaghan 
at  last  Assizes,  such  Eesolution  having 
been  based  on  the  grounds  of  public 
convenience;  and,  whether,  if  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  comply 
with  such  Eesolution,  the  present  Dis- 
tributor of  Stamps  at  Monaghan,  who 
has  held  that  office  for  sixteen  years, 
will  be  appointed  as  such  Head  Distri- 
butor on  entering  into  proper  securities? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Stamp 
Office  of  Monaghan  has  been  for  up- 
wards of  16  years  in  charge  of  a  sub- 
distributor, who  is  subordinate  to  the 
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head  distributor  at  Dundalk.  No  alte- 
ration in  his  position  has  been  made  or 
is  contemplated  by  the  Board  of  In- 
land Bevenue ;  but  inquiries  have  been 
ordered  as  to  the  recommendation  of  the 
Grand  Jury  that  Monaghan  should  be 
made  a  head  office. 


METROPOLIS— INDIAN  AND  COLONIAL 
MUSEUM— THE  FIFE  HOUSE  SITE. 

QTTESnOK. 

Mb.  GRAira  DUFF  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  can 
eng^e  that  no  decision  will  be  come  to 
during  the  Becess  with  reference  to  the 
'Fife  House  Site,  which  may  render  it 
imarailable  for  the  erection  thereon  of 
a  Museum  which  may  adequately  repre- 
sent the  natural  productions,  manufac- 
tures, and  arts  of  the  Colonies  and  India; 
provided  that  the  Oolonies  and  India  are 
prepared  to  take  their  fair  share  in  an 
imdertaking  which  is  intended  for  the 
common  advantage  of  all  parts  of  Her 
Majesty's  Domimons  ?  

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER, without  expressing  any  opinion 
as  to  the  propriety  of  erecting  a  Museum 
for  India  and  the  Colonies,  said,  that  no 
arrangement  would  be  made  during  the 
Recess  which  would  not  leave  the  Fife 
House  site  available  for  any  purpose  to 
which  it  might  be  desired  to  appro- 
priate it. 

PRISONS  (SCOTLAND)— CATHOLIC  PRI- 
SONERS AT  PERTH.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  (for 
Mr.  Redmond)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  it 
is  a  fact  that  the  Roman  Catholic  paid 
chaplain  of  Perth  Prison  is  not  permitted 
to  say  Mass  on  Sundays  in  the  Prison 
for  the  Roman  Catholic  prisoners,  or  that 
no  facilities  are  provided  to  enable  him 
to  do  so;  and,  if  any  provision  what- 
ever is  made  for  the  religious  wants  of 
Roman  Catholics  in  the  other  prisons  of 
Scotland  ? 

Mb.  A88HET0N  CROSS :  I  have  been 
informed  that  the  Catholic  priest  at  Perth 
has  the  use  of  the  prison  chapel  on  Satur- 
days for  whatever  purpose  he  chooses, 
and  that  he  has  never  complained  to  the 
Governor  about  those  arrangements.  I 
have  received  a  letter  which  enables  me 
to  answer  the  Question.  It  says  that  the 
priest  himself  is  busy  on  Sunday  with 
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his  own  parochial  duties.  Speoal  ^ 
plication  has  been  made,  I  believa,  im 
respect  to  one  or  two  prisons  for  a  roan 
in  which  Mass  could  oe  oelebrmted,  and 
one,  I  know,  has  been  nanted.  Wi& 
regard  to  other  prisons,  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  arrangements  made  by  the  kxsal 
authorities,  nor  could  I  learn  Uiem  with- 
out special  inquiry;  but  I  beHere  ilia 
fact  to  be  that  the  Catholic  dernman  in 
the  neighbourhood  are  entitled  joat  as 
much  as  are  any  other  clergymen  not  of 
the  Established  Church  to  visit  those 
prisoners  who  belong  to  their  religiaQ 
or  Church. 


FISHERIES    (IRELAND)— CHUCKPODfT 
PIER.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  R.  power  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
oretarv  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  carry  out  the  reoommendationa 
of  the  Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheriea  with 
regard  to  the  improvement  of  the  pier  at 
Chuckpoint,  in  the  county  of  Waterfoid; 
and,  wnether,  as  would  appear  from  the 
last  report  of  the  inspectors,  it  is  con- 
templated by  the  Treasury  to  entertain 
no  further  applications  for  grants  for 
fishing  piers  and  harbours  for  some  time 
in  consequence  of  the  proposed  improve- 
ments at  the  harbours  of  Arklow  and 
Ardglass? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
It  is  not  intended  to  carry  out  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Inspectors  of  Irish 
Fisheries  with  respect  to  the  pier  at 
Chuc^>oint  at  present.  All  works  of 
this  kind  cannot  be  proceeded  with  at 
once,  and  some  will  no  doubt  be  post- 
poned until  the  completion  of  Ardglass 
Harbour,  though  ouiers  besides  that 
harbour  are  now  in  course  of  oonatroe- 
tion. 


metropolis;building 
height  of  butldinoa 

QUESTIOK. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  asked  the  honour- 
able and  gallant  Member  for  Troro, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
buildings  of  an  enormous  height  now 
in  course  of  erection  near  St  James's 
Park;  whether  an^  inquiry  has  been 
made  how  far  buildmgs  of  such  height 
are  calculated  to  injure  the  neighboon 
by  shutting  out  air  and  liffht;  and, 
whether  the  Board  of  Works  has  power 
to  place  any   limit  to   the   hei^t  of 
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btuldings ;  and,  if  not,  if  he  proposes  to 
make  application  to  Parliament  lor  such 
powers? 

Sir  JAMES  M'OABEL  HOGG :  In  re- 
ply to  the  Qnestions  of  the  hon.  Member, 
1  beg  to  inform  him  that  the  attention  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  has 
been  directed  to  the  buildings  to  which 
he  refers  near  to  St.  James's  Park.  No 
inquiry  has  been  made  as  to  how  far 
buildings  of  such  height  are  calculated 
to  injure  the  neighbours,  who  would,  I 
apprehend,  be  able  to  assert  their  legal 
rights  if  injuriouslj  i^ected  as  regards 
light  and  air.  The  rules  of  the  Build- 
ing Acts  at  present  in  force  are  calcu- 
lated for  walls  up  to  100  feet  in  height ; 
but,  where  it  is  intended  to  exceed  that 
height  a  discretionary  power  is  given  to 
the  Board,  which  they  nave  not  felt  jus- 
tified in  refusing  to  exercise  in  the  pre- 
sent instance,  having  regard  to  the  un- 
usual strong^  and  stabmty  of  the  build- 
ing. A  Bui  was  introduced  by  me  in 
1874,  which  would  have  dealt  with  this 
question,  but  it  did  not  receive  the 
sanction  of  Parliament ;  and  up  to  the 
present  time  the  Board  has  not  come  to 
any  resolution  to  renew  their  application 
for  further  powers. 


EAST  INDIA  IRBIOATIOK  COMPANT. 

QUSSTIOK. 

Mb.  SMOLLETT  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
the  term  of  three  years  of  grace  given  to 
the  East  India  Irrigation  Company  in 
1874,  for  repayment  of  their  debenture 
debt  having  expired,  that  association  is 
now  prepared  to  repay  by  instalments 
portions  of  the  capital  debt  contracted 
many  years  ago ;  and,  whether,  if 
neither  capital  nor  interest  be  paid,  legal 
measures  will  be  taken  to  enforce  pay- 
ment? 

Lord  GEOBGE  HAMILTON :  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  sufficiently  acquainted 
with  the  past  complicated  transactions 
between  the  Indian  (jK>vemment  and  the 
Madras  Irrigation  Oompanvto  obviate 
the  necessity  of  my  recapitulating  them. 
No  interest  on  the  sums  advanced  by  the 
Government  of  India  has  been  paid,  and 
a  considerable  portion  of  the  principal, 
though  due,  has  not  been  repaid.  In 
dealing  with  the  Company  Lrad  Salis* 
bury's  one  object  has  been  to  diminish 
the  annual  loss  imposed  hitherto  upon 
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the  Indian  Exchequer,  and  if  legal  mea- 
sures will  facilitate  that  end,  he  will  not 
hesitate  to  resort  to  them. 

GIBRALTAE-THE  OEDINANCE. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGES8EN 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether,  considering  that  a  fuller  dis- 
cussion of  the  matters  involved  is  desir- 
able than  can  be  obtained  by  question 
and  answer  in  the  House,  he  will  afford 
facilities  for  the  discussion  at  an  early 
period  of  the  ordinance  affecting  the 
colony  of  Gibraltar  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE-  . 
QUEB,  in  reply,  said,  he  had  been  in 
communication  with  his  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  on  the  subject 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  he  entirely  agreed  that  it  would  be 
desirable  a  discussion  should  be  held 
before  the  ordinance  was  confirmed.  He 
could  not  say  with  much  certainty  whe- 
ther it  would  be  possible  to  find  a  day 
for  the  discussion  during  the  present 
Session ;  but  if  one  should  not  be  found, 
the  noble  Lord  thought  that  the  ordi- 
nance might  stand  over  until  the  begin- 
ning of  next  Session. 

NAVT-.H.M.8.  "INFLEXIBLE." 

QUBSnoN. 

Captain  PIM  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  has  any, 
and,  if  so,  what  objection  to  the  addi- 
tion of  three  Members  of  this  House  to 
the  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  stability  and  safety  of  H.M.S.  **  In- 
flexible?" 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGERTON  :  In  answer  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  I  have 
to  say  that  the  Admiralty  are  satisfied 
they  have  appointed  a  Committee  per- 
fectly competent  to  form  a  just  judgment 
on  the  questions  respecting  the  InJlexihU, 
to  which  the  hon.  and  gfdlant  Member 
has  referred.  Under  those  circumstances, 
I  consider  it  would  be  unnecessary  and 
inexpedient  to  make  any  addition  to  that 
Committee  either  by  Members  of  this 
House  or  by  any  other  persons. 

STREET  TRAFFIC  (METROPOLIS). 
Quxsnoir. 

Mb.  GBEGOBT  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the   Home   Department, 
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Whether  there  is  any  Law  or  Begalation 
relating  to  the  Metropolis  for  preventrng 
waggons  or  carts  stopping  in  the  streets 
for  an  indefinite  time  for  the  purposes 
of  loading  and  unloading,  or  for  pre- 
venting the  public  thoroughfares  being 
blocked  for  a  great  part  of  the  day,  as  in 
Oovent  Garden  ancT  other  places ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  the  police  have  instruc- 
tions to  enforce  such  Law  or  Begulation  ? 
Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  The  poUce 
regulations  for  managing  the  traffic  in 
the  streets  of  the  Metropolis  are  based 
upon  the  Police  and  Highway  Acts. 
Carts  and  wag»)n8  are  not  entitled  to 
remain  longer  man  necessary  for  loading 
and  unloamng,  and  it  is  for  the  police 
to  see  that  such  regulation  is  complied 
with.  Covent  Garden  is  an  exception ; 
the  area  being  wholly  inadequate  for  the 
requirements  of  the  trade.  During  mar- 
ket hours  the  approaches  are  occupied 
by  vehicles,  but  after  market  hours  ihey 
are  cleared  for  ordinary  traffic — a  special 
staff  of  police  being  employed. 

INDIA— AFFAIRS  OF   KHELAT. 

QUEsnoir. 

Mb.  GEANT  duff  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  has 
sent  any  reply  to  the  Despatch  from  the 
Government  of  Lidia  relative  to  the 
affairs  of  Khelat,  dated  23rd  March 
1877 ;  if  so,  whether  there  is  any  objec- 
tion to  laying  it  upon  tne  Table ;  and, 
further,  when  the  Papers  relating  to  the 
new  frontier  administration  will  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members  ? 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON:  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  not  yet  sent  any 
reply  to  the  despatch  referred  to.  The 
Frontier  Ee-organization  Papers  are  in 
the  printer's  hands  in  an  advanced  state, 
and  may  be  expected  to  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  at  an  early  date. 

ARMY  — TROOPS    FOR    FOREIGN 
SERVICE.— QUESTIONS. 

CoLOjTEL  NAGHTEN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  37th  Eegiment  has  been  called  upon 
to  supply  men  to  other  regiments  than 
its  linked  battalion,  and  that  more  than 
100  men  of  that  regiment  have  received 
bounty  to  volunteer,  and  have  embarked 
for  foreign  service  this  week ;  whether, 
in  time  of  peace,  it  is  intended  that 
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regiments  should  be  made  up  to  their 
st^n^h  by  such  means;  and,  whether 
this  demand  for  men  arises  from  there 
being  so  many  youths  in  regiments  at 
'  Aldershot  unfit  for  active  service  ? 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  :  My  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend's  Question  has  been 
entirely  altered  since  he  first  gave  No- 
tice of  it.  It  is  not  the  fact  that  this 
regiment  has  been  called  upon  to  supply 
men  to  any  other  reg^ent  than  its 
linked  battalion,  nor  have  any  of  the 
men .  embarked ;  nor,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware,  are  any  g^ing  to  do  so. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SAMX7ELS0N  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  the 
troops  already  despatched,  and  those 
about  to  be  sent  to  the  Mediterranean, 
have  been  provided  with  the  regulation 
light  helmets  and  light  clothing  for  the 
Mediterranean  and  India  ? 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY;  Ofcourse, 
Sir,  the  regulations  have  been  observed. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS— THE 
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CAIRO."— QUESTION. 


Mb.  MELDON  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  the  in- 
quiry into  the  supposed  loss  of  the 
"Cairo,"  promised  by  him  on  the  12th 
April  to  be  instituted,  has  been  held ; 
and,  if  so,  what  is  the  result;  whether 
he  can  give  any  information  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  loss  or  supposed  loss  of  the 
ship ;  whether  (as  also  promised)  any  of 
Her  Majesiy's  ships  or  any  private  ahip 
has  been  durected  to  call  at  Gbff  Island 
or  elsewhere  to  search  for  the  crew  and 
passengers  of  the  '<Oairo;"  and,  whe- 
ther any  hope  can  be  held  out  to  the 
parents  and  relatives  of  the  persons  who 
were  on  board  that  the  crew  and  pas- 
sengers are  safe  ? 

Sib  OHABLES  ADDEBLEY:  The 
inquiry  into  the  supposed  loss  of  the 
CMro  was  opened  oefore  the  Wreck 
Gonmiissioners  on  the  SOth  of  May,  and 
as  it  appeared  that  important  evidence 
could  be  given  by  the  crew  of  the 
Strafhdon,  an  adjournment  was  made  for 
the  arrival  of  that  ship,  which  may  now 
be  very  shortly  expected.  I  have  no 
information  to  give  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  None  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ships  have  yet  since  visited 
Tristan  d'Acunha  or  Goff  Island,  nor 
has  any  private  vessel  been  engaged  for 
the  purpose ;  but  the  Admiralty  inform 
me  Ihat  they  are  not  losing  sight  of  1}io 
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Bubject.  I  am  quite  unable  to  say  whe- 
ther hope  oan  or  cannot  be  held  out  of 
the  safety  of  the  crew  and  passengers,  as 
no  one  loiows  the  nature,  cause,  or  place 
of  the  disappearance  of  the  missing 
ship. 


ABMY  PHOMOTION  AND  HETIREMENT 
-.INGBEASE  OF  CHABGES. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  TEEVELTAN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  a  Question  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  Notice. 
I  wish  to  ask,  Whether  me  cost  of  the 
(Government  scheme  of  promotion  and 
retirement  for  the  Household  Cavalry, 
Guards,  and  line  will  exceed  or  fall 
short  of  that  of  the  scheme  proposed  by 
the  Commissioners  —  that  is  to  say, 
£1,384,000  annually  for  the  first  five 
years,  as  against  the  present  dxarge  of 
£920,000;  whether  the  permanent  in- 
creased charge  to  the  public  over  and 
above  the  present  expenditure  will  ex- 
ceed or  fall  short  of  £350,000  annually, 
as  estimated  by  the  Commissioners ;  and 
what  proportion  of  these  increased 
charges  will  fall  upon  the  Indian  Ex- 
cheouer  ? 

MsL.  GATHOENE  HARDY :  I  wiU 
reply  as  folly  as  I  can  to  the  Questions 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  addressed 
to  me.  As  far  as  I  can  ascertain  the 
cost  of  the  Government  scheme  of  pro- 
motion and  retirement  will  fall  short  of 
the  Estimate  of  the  Commissioner^,  and 
the  permanent  increased  charges  will 
also  fall  short  of  that  Estimate.  With 
respect  to  what  proportion  of  the  in- 
creased charge  wOl  fall  upon  the  Indian 
Exchequer,  it  is  impossible,  at  present, 
to  ascertain  that  fact,  as  it  depends  upon 
a  variety  of  contingencies  which  will  be 
taken  into  consideration  as  they  arise. 

Me.  TEEVELTAN  gave  Notice  that 
on  going  into  Conmiittee  of  Supply  on 
the  Supplementary  Estimate  for  Promo- 
tion ana  Eetirement  in  the  Army,  he 
should  move— 

''That  this  Honse,  while  fully  prepared  to 
consider  the  question  of  Retirement  with  a  view 
to  secure  a  sufficient  flow  of  Promotion  in  the 
Army,  cannot,  at  tlus  late  period  of  the  Session, 
proceed  to  sanction  a  scheme  which  demands 
mature  and  careful  consideration,  inasmuch  as 
it  entails  a  large  increase  of  expenditure  on  the 
English  and  Indian  Exchequers,  and  materially 
affects  the  future  of  our  Military  system/' 


ELEMENTAEY   SCHOOLS— CASE  OF 
JOHN  JERMY.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  COLMAN  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  If  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
John  Jermy,  a  pauper  child  in  the  county 
of  Norfolk ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  he 
was  more  than  twelve  years  old  when 
the  board  of  guardians  compelled  him 
to  give  up  work  and  attend  school ;  and, 
whether  the  guardians  are  justified  in 
preventing  the  son  of  a  pauper  parent 
m)m  earning  his  livelihood  till  he  is 
fourteen  years  of  age  unless  he  has  passed 
the  third  standard  ? 

Mb.  SCLATEErBOOTH :  Sir,  My 
attention  has  not  been  called  to  this  case 
except  by  the  Question,  and  it  has  been 
impossible  to  make  inquiry,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  specified  the  Union 
to  which  the  child  belongs.  But,  in  truth, 
there  was  no  occasion  to  make  inquiry ; 
for,  on  the  facts  stated,  there  is  no  doubt 
that  the  Guardians  were  not  only  justi- 
fied in  withholding,  but  that  they  are 
prohibited  from  giving  out-door  relief  to 
any  pauper  whose  child,  being  between 
the  ages  of  5  and  14,  has  not  attained 
the  Third  Standard,  and  is  not  provided 
with  elementary  education — that  is,  is 
not  attending  school. 

PARLIAMENT  —  OBSTRUCTION    OF 
PUBLIC  BUSINESS.— QUESTIONS. 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  having  given 
Notice  yesterday  that  he  would,  to- 
morrow, submit  to  the  House  some  pro- 
position on  the  subject  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Business  of  the  House  generally,  I 
wish  to  ask  him  whether  he  is  now  able 
to  state  to  the  House  the  terms  of  the 
proposals  he  intends  to  make  ?  I  wish 
further  to  ask  him  whether,  in  his  opi- 
nion, it  would  not  be  desirable  that  the 
discussion  upon  those  proposals  should 
be  taken  upon  his  proposals,  without 
reference  to  any  personal  matter  what- 
soever; and,  in  that  case,  whether  he 
would  be  prepared  to  consider  the  expe- 
diency of  moving  that  the  Order  for  re- 
suming the  adjourned  debate  on  the 
Motion  submitted  by  him  in  reference 
to  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  be  discharged  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  I  am  not  able,  Sir,  at  the  pre- 
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Bent  moment  to  g^re  the  exact  terms  of 
the  Besolution  which  I  shall  submit  to 
the  House  to-morrow,  but  I  can  state 
the  general  effect  of  them,  and  I  will 
place  the  terms  on  the  Paper  during  the 
evening.  I  intend  to  propose  two  Keso- 
lutions,  which  will  be  in  substance  some- 
thing of  this  kind.  The  first  will  be 
that,  when  any  Member,  afber  having 
been  more  than  once  declared  out  of 
Order,  shall  be  pronounced  by  the 
Speaker,  or  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees, as  the  case  may  be,  to  be  wilfully 
defying  the  authority  of  the  Speaker  or 
the  Chairman,  the  debate  shall  be  at 
once  suspended;  and  on  Motion  being 
made  in  the  House,  such  Member  shall 
not  be  heard  during  the  remainder 
of  the  debate  or  the  sitting  of  the  Com- 
mittee, such  Motion  being  put  after  the 
Member  has  been  heard  witnout  further 
discussion.  I  do  not  pledge  myself  to 
these  exact  words,  but  it  will  be  some 
Motion  of  that  character.  The  second 
Hesolution  will  be  to  the  effect  that  there 
should  be  a  restriction  in  Committee 
upon  Members  being  allowed  to  move 
either  to  report  Progress  or  that  the 
Chairman  do  leave  the  Chair  more  than 
once.  It  will  be  for  the  convenience  of 
the  House  that  I  should  bring  these  Re- 
solutions forward  at  the  commencement 
of  Business  to-morrow,  and  I  shall  move 
that  they  have  precedence  over  the  other 
Orders  of  the  Day.  I  quite  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord  that  it  would  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  that  we  should 
not  mix  up  the  discussion  with  the  Mo- 
tion relating  to  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Par- 
nell,  and  I  will,  therefore,  at  once  move 
that  the  Order  for  the  adjourned  debate 
on  the  proceedings  of  Mr.  Pamell  be 
read  and  discharged. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  read,  and  dieeharged. 
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UNIVERSITY    EDUCATION    (IRELAND) 

BILL— [Bill  66.] 

(Mr.  Butty  The  0*  Conor  Don,  Mr.  MitcheU  Henry, 

Mr.  MaeCarthy,  Mr,  Sullivan.) 

SECOND  IlEADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  butt  said :  In  moving  that  this 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  I  believe 

The  Chancellor  qf  the  Exchequer 


it  would  be  more   convenient  for  tke 
House  that  I  should  aoeompanT  the  Mo- 
tion by  a  statement  not  only  of  the  lead- 
ing features  of  the  meaanre  bat  bIbo  of 
the  principles  and  views  with  which  it 
has  been  framed.    It  will  be  in  the  re- 
collection of  the  House  that  last  year  I 
introduced  a  Bill  on  this  subject  con- 
taining similar  provisions.    I  then  made 
a  statement  of  the  nature  of  thoee  pro- 
visions.   The  Bill,  of  which  I  now  pro- 
pose the  second  reading,  is  easentiaUy 
the  same  as  last  year.    There  have  been 
modifications  in  some  of  its  proviaions* 
Early  ih  the  present  year  a  conference 
took  place  between  myself  and  my  hon. 
Friends  the  Member  for  Galway  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Heniy),  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mallow  TMr.  MacCarthy),  and  four 
Prelates  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Church. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Boe- 
common  (The  0*Conor  Don)  and  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan),  who  have  placed 
their  names  with  mine  at  the  back  of  the 
Bill,  were  unable  to  attend  the  confer- 
ence.   The  four  Prelates  who  were  pre- 
sent were   the  Archbishop  of  Armagh 
(the  Primate),  the  Archbishop  of  Cash^, 
the  Bishop  of  Ardagh,  and  the  Bishop 
of  Elphin.    In  consequence  of  the  con- 
ference some   modifications  have  been 
made,  to  which,  when  I  state  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill,  I  will  call  the  attention 
of  the  House.    But  still.  Sir,  this  Bill  is 
my  own.     I  last  year  carefully  prepared 
it,  after  asking  for  information  from  all 
those  who  I  thought  would  be  most  likely 
to  enable  me  to  form  a  correct  judgment 
upon  the  feeling  and  opinions  of  those 
for  whose  benefit  it  was  intended.     The 
chief  characteristic  is  that  it  provides, 
or  endeavours  to  provide,  for  the  defect 
that  everyone  admits  to  exist  in  the  Uni- 
versity institutions  of  Ireland  by  eetab- 
lishing  and  endowing  a  second  College 
in  the  University  of  Dublin ;  but  I  feel 
also  that  the  question  comes  now  in  a 
different  way  before  the  Houae  from  that 
in  which  I  was  able  to  present  it  last 
year.   It  is  quite  true  that  there  has  been 
no  formal  acceptance  of  this  Bill  by  the 
Boman  Catholic  hierarchy ;  but  yet»  Sr, 
when  we  find  that  Petitions  have  oome 
from  the  people  of  Ireland,  signed  by 
more  than  112,000  persons,  with  the  aa- 
sent  of  the  Boman  Catholic  der^^,  I 
think  we  may  assume  that  the  61  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  who  signed  a  xeqoin- 
tion  on  the  subject  to  the  Chancdlor  of 
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the  Exchequer  were  well  warranted  in 
stating  that  they  had  every  reason  to 
believe  that  this  Bill  would  give  satis- 
faction to  the  Irish  people,  and  would  be 
accepted  by  the  Boqian  Catholic  Pre- 
lates— an  impression,  Sir,  which,  so  far 
as  I  myself  and  my  Friends  are  con- 
cerned, was  more  than  borne  out  by  the 
conference  in  which  we  took  a  part.  I 
am  far  from  saying  that  this  is  a  Bill 
which  the  Boman  Catholic  hierarchy 
would  frame  if  thev  had  the  power  of 
legislating  on  the  subject.  No  collective 
opinion  has  been  pronounced,  and  I  have 
therefore  no  authority  to  speak  for  the 
hierarchy.  I  know  that  there  are  some  of 
them  who  would  prefer  a  separate  Boman 
Catholic  University  as  a  second  College ; 
but  I  have  better  authority  than  any 
mere  verbal  conversations  for  stating 
that  they  are  ready  to  accept  the  institu- 
tion of  a  second  College  in  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin,  provided  that  second 
College  is  formed  m  accordance  with  the 
just  claims  of  the  Catholic  people.  In 
1871  a  Pastoral  was  issued  to  the  Koman 
Catholic  people  of  Ireland,  which  was 
signed  by  all  the  Boman  Catholic  Pre- 
lates,and  in  thatPastoral,  after  stating  the 
points  which  they  considered  necessary 
to  be  observed  in  any  University  insti- 
tution intended  for  the  Catholic  people, 
they  thus  express  themselves — 

**  AU  this  can,  we  beUere,  be  attuned  b^ 
modif3ring  the  constitution  of  the  Dablin  Uni- 
yeraitv,  so  a«  to  admit  of  the  eftabUshment  of  a 
aeoona  College  within  it  in  every  respect  equal 
to  Trinity  College,  and  conducted  on  purely 
OathoUc  principles,  in  which  your  Bishops  shall 
hare  full  control  in  all  things  regarding  faith 
and  morals,  securing  thereby  the  spiritual  in- 
terests of  your  children,  placing  at  the  same  time 
Catholics  on  a  perfect  equality  with  Protestants, 
as  to  degrees,  emoluments,  and  other  advan- 
tagos." 

Now,  Sir,  what  I  ask  the  House  to  do  in 
reading  this  Bill  a  second  time  is  not  to 
sanction  every  detail  in  which  I  have 
endeavoured  to  meet  this  proposal  of 
the  Bishops,  but  only  to  assent  to  the 
principle  that  we  should  endeavour  to 
meet  it.  It  would  be  mat  presumption 
in  me  to  say  that  I  had  succeeded  in 
framing  a  plan  by  which  all  the  diffi- 
culties that  surround  such  an  attempt 
had  been  overcome ;  but  I  can  sincerely 
say  that  I  am  not  without  hopes  that  if 
you  sanction  the  principle,  and  that  if 
either  the  Ministry  by  a  Boyal  Commis- 
sion, or  this  House  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, endeavour  honestly  and  fairly  to 


collect  the  opinions  and  to  meet  the 
views  of  all  those  who  must  be  consulted 
on  such  a  measure,  and  if  all  parties  in 
Ireland  will  act  with  forbearance  and 
moderation,  a  measure  may  be  framed 
upon  the  lines  of  that  which  I  intro- 
duce which  will  give  satisfaction  to  the 
Irish  nation.  I  trust  the  House  will 
permit  me  to  say  one  word  upon  a  sub- 
ject upon  which  I  cannot  say  more.  I 
would  ask  of  every  Member  of  this 
House,  whatever  exasperation  he  may 
feel  at  any  occurrences  that  have  taken 

Elace,  not  to  visit  that  upon  the  measure, 
ut  to  deal  with  it  upon  the  broad  and 
great  principles  upon  which  such  a  mea- 
sure should  be  decided.  No  greater 
calamitv  could  befall  this  House  than  if 
any  feelings  of  resentment  at  the  con- 
duct of  individuals  were  to  influence 
their  vote  upon  a  question  which  con- 
cerns not  individuals  but  a  nation.  In 
approaching  this  question  we  must  first 
consider  the  amount  of  revenue  derived 
from  State  endowments  which  is  now 
applied  to  the  purposes  of  University 
education  in  Ireland.  Ireland  has  two 
Universities  —  the  Dublin  University, 
composed  only  of  Trinity  College,  and 
the  Queen's  University,  instituted  in 
1845,  with  its  three  Colleges  at  Cork, 
Galway,  and  Belfast.  To  use  a  phrase 
which  I  find  commonly  employed  in  the 
Report  of  the  English  University  Com- 
missioners— the  ''external  income" — 
meaning  that  derived  from  endowments 
and  not  from  students'  fees — at  Trinity 
College  does  not  much  exceed  £40,000 
a-year.  In  1854  a  Boyal  Commission 
estimated  its  external  income  at  £30,000 
a-year.  A  more  recent  Betum  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  fixes  it  as 
high  as  £43,000.  I  am  not  concerned 
to  account  for  the  difference.  I  believe 
that  in  the  last  Eetum  there  is  included 
the  annual  produce  of  a  sum  paid  to 
the  College  in  compensation  for  the  loss 
of  ecclesiastical  advowsons.  Possibly 
there  are  also  included  in  it  an  annual 
income  of  £2,000  derived  from  a  gift 
of  an  estate  by  the  corporation  of 
Dublin  at  the  foundations  of  the  Col- 
lege, and  about  an  equal  sums  derived 
from  an  estate  left  to  them  by  Provost 
Baldwin — neither  of  which  may,  per- 
haps, be  properly  called  State  endow- 
ments. But  it  is  enough  for  me  to  say 
that  at  no  time  has  the  income  derived 
from  State  endowments  for  Trinity  Col- 
lege amounted  to  £45,000,  even  includ- 
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ing  an  estate   jieldine    about    £1,000 
a-year  whicli  lias  been  left  separately  to 
the    Provost.      The   Queen's  Colleges 
have  each  £7,000  a-year  settled  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund.    That  is  beyond  the 
control  of  this  House.    This  year  we 
have   voted  in   the    Estimates  for  the 
Queen's  University  £4,634,  and  for  the 
Colleges  £11,800;    but  of  this  latter 
sum  about  £6,000  is  repaid  by  fees  col- 
lected horn  pupils,   and  which,   under 
an  arrangement  with  the  Treasury  are 
paid  into  the  Public  Exchequer.     This, 
therefore,  would  leave  the  grant  voted 
this  year  for  the  Queen's  Colleges  at 
something  like  £10,000.     In  addition 
to  this  there  is  a  small  Vote  for  the 
repairs  and  maintenance  of  buildings 
which  in  the  Colleges  is  borne  by  the 
Public  Exchequer.      This  would  leave 
the  sum   derived  from   public   sources 
of  University  institutions    in    Ireland 
thus: — ^For    Trinity    College,    derived 
firom    endowments    of    land,     £43,000 
a-year ;  for  the  Queen's  University  and 
the    Colleges   composing  it,    £21,000, 
settled    by   Act    of  Parliament;     and 
£10,000  voted  on  the  Colleges;  making 
the  endowment  of  the  Dublin  Univer- 
sity £43,000,  and  of  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges £33,000,  or  altogether,   £76,000. 
It  would  surprise  hon.  Members,  some 
of  whom  had  talked  of  the  enormous 
wealth  of   Trinity  College,  to  be  told 
that  the  University  of  Dublin  has  only 
£10,000  a-year  more  of  endowment  than 
the  Queen's  University  and  its  Colleges. 
Now,  I  will  ask  the  House  for  a  mo- 
ment to  contrast  this  provision  with  that 
made  for  University  education  in  Eng- 
land.   "We  have  voted  this  year  for  the 
London  University  a  sum  of  £10,670 — 
a  little  more  than  we  have  voted  for  the 
Queen's  University  in  Ireland;  but  if 
we  look  to  the  elder  Universities  we 
there  see  a  remarkable  contrast.    I  need 
not  say.  Sir,  that  Trinity  College  has  all 
the  powers  and  bears  all  the  expenses  of 
a  University.  Its  income,  therefore,  is  not 
to  be  treated  as  that  of  a  College.    The 
University  of  Oxford  has,  in  its  separate 
capacity  as  a  University,  an  endowment 
pioducing  £29,000  a-year ;  the  external 
income  of  its  Colleges  and  Halls  derived 
from  land  amounts  to  £307,000  a-year 
— ^making  the  total  income  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford   £336,000.    The  ex- 
ternal income   of   Cambridge  Univer- 
sity amounts  to  £13,000;  that  of  its 
Colleges  and  Halls  to  £264,000— making 

Mr,  Butt 


the  total  income  of  CambridgeUnivvnitf 
£277,000.    The  united  income  of  the 
two  Universities  derived  from  endoir- 
ments    amounts   to    £613,000    a-year. 
That  is  in  contrast  with  ^e  income  of 
£43,000  enjoyed  by  the  Univerntr  <rf 
Dublin,  wmch  of  late  years  has  been 
supplemented  by  £89,000  a-year  voted 
to  U3LQ  Queen's  Colleges.    It  is  right  to 
observe    that  as  a  means   of  making 
provision  for  their  Fellows,  Oxford  Uni- 
versity has  benefices  in  the  eift,  either 
of  the  University  or  its  Ocmegee,  the 
annual  income  of  which   is  £137,000, 
and  Cambridge  has  beneficee  with  an 
annual  income  of  £135,000.    I  might. 
Sir,  be  tempted  to  stop  and  ask  what 
Trinity  College  did  for  many  generations 
on  an  endowment  that  never  amounted 
in  any  year  to  £40,000,  and  how  it 
maintained  an  honourable  competition 
of  which  no  Irishman  need  feel  ashamed 
with  the  two  ffreat  English  Univeraitiee 
endowed    wiw    more    than    £600,000 
a-year  ?    But  I  would  use  the  contrast^ 
as  supplying  me  with  an  unanswerable 
argument   m   fiavour    of  the  proposal 
wmch  this  Bill  makes — that  out  of  a 
fund  which,  in  fact,  represents  the  en- 
dowments provided  by  our  anoeston  in 
ancient  times--I  mean  the  snrDhis  of 
the    property    of    the    DiseetaUished 
Chur^ — provision  should  be  made  for 
the  absolute  necessities  of  Irish  Uni- 
versity education.      This  is  the  same 
class  of  property  from  which  the  endow- 
ments of  the  English  Univeraitiee  are 
derived.    Now  let  me  ask  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  state  of  things  that 
actually  exists  in  Ireland.    From  the 
benefits  of  University  institutions  the 
great  mass  of  the  people  are  praoticaliy 
excluded ;   and  I  may  observe,  in  pas- 
sing, that  in  addition  to  these  Univer- 
sity endowments  there  are  in  Ireland 
some  small  endowments  for  intermediate 
schools;    but    including   these  in  the 
observation  that  I  make,  there  is  not 
in  the  whole  of  Ireland,  from  one  end 
of  it  to  another,  a  single  endowed  edu- 
cational institution  in  accordance  with 
the  convictions  and  reli^ons  belief  of 
the  Irish  people.    I  cannot,  periiaps, 
express  this  better  than  by  quoting  uie 
words  in  which  it  was  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Oladstone),  then  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  a  speeoli  de- 
livered by  him  at  Southport  on  the  19th 
December,  1878 — 
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**  At  the  praent  momoit  no  Univenity  degree 
can  be  eranted  in  Ireland,  except  in  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  where  the  lystem  of  the  Estab- 
liBhed  Church  is  taught,  and  in  the  Queen'i 
Collejges  and  rariouB  plaoee  where  no  system  of 
religion  is  taught  at  all  as  a  part  of  the  system 
of  education;  and  that  if  there  be  Boman 
Gatholics — and  there  are  numbers  of  them — 
who  hold  in  Ireland  the  vexy  same  opinion  that 
we  hold  in  England — namely,  to  prraer  having 
their  children  trained  in  establishments  where 
their  own  religion  is  taught — these  children  are 
deprived  from  the  privilege  of  a  Uniyenity  de- 
gree, and  that  degree  by  a  civil  privilege,  it 
comes  to  this — that  there  are  still  in  Ireland  dvil 
disabilities  on  account  of  religious  opinion. 
Now,  we  would  not  bear  that  ourselves. 

Now,  Sir,  when  I  have  said  that  there 
is  not  an  educational  institution  in  Ire- 
land receiving  a  State  endowment  which 
is  in  accordance  with  the  religiouB  con- 
victions and  belief  of  the  Irian  people, 
I  have  stated  a  national  grievance  of 
no  ordinary  kind.    You  have  endowed 
institutions  founded  on  principles  ad- 
verse  to    those   convictions    and  that 
belief.    You  have  institutions  like  your 
endowed  schools,  and,  like  Trinity  Col- 
lege,   essentially    Protestant    in    their 
duiracter.    You  have  institutions  like 
the  Queen's  CoUe^,  representing    a 
form  of  teaching  still  more  repulsive  to 
the  feelings  of  me  Irish  people — I  mean 
a  form  that  altogether  excludes  religious 
teaching — ^but   a   single    institution  in 
harmony  with  the  feeungs  of  those  who 
constitute  the  majority  of  the  people 
you  have  not.    I  do  not  know  that  I 
ought  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House 
in  adducing  statistical  proofs;  but  the 
result  is  tmtt  a  veiy  small  proportion 
of  Boman  Catholics  avail  themselves  of 
University  education    in   Ireland.      I 
have  no  wish  to  enter  into  any  contro- 
versy as  to  the  Queen's  Colleges;  but 
everyone  knows  that  they  have  failed 
in  attracting  to  them  Boman  Catholic 
students.    I  will  take  the  total  num- 
ber   attending   lectures   in    the    three 
Queen's    Colleges  in    the    sessions   of 
1875  and   1876  as  I  find  them  in  the 
last  Beports  of  those  Colleges.   In  Octo- 
ber, 1876,  Ghdway  had  166  students,  of 
whom  82  were  Beman  Catholics ;  Cork 
had  250,  of  whom  131   were  Boman 
CaUiolics ;  and  Belfast  404,  of  whom  1 1 
were  Boman  Catholics — making  in  all 
224  Boman  Catholics  attending  in  that 
vear's  lectures,  out  of  those  three  Col- 
leges.    At  the  end  of  1874  I  find  a 
st^ement  oontained  in  the  Beport  of  the 
President  of  the  Belfisst  College,  that  the 


total  number  attending  lectures  was  781, 
of  whom  217  were  Boman  Catholics. 
But,  Sir,  I  quite  agree  with  a  remark 
which  was  made  by  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich  in 
1873,  that  the  large  proportion  of  the 
students  attending  the  lectures  at  the 
Queen's  Colleges  are  not  attending  them 
for  the  purpose  of  University  education 
in  its  proper  sense,  but  to  acquire  tech- 
nical or  professional  knowledge.    The 
schools  of  Medicine,  of  Engineering,  and 
of  Law  do  not  represent  persons  who 
come    for   the   purpose  of  University 
training.    It  is  only  the  Faculty  of  Arts 
that  we  ought  to  consider  in  estimating 
the  number  of  persons  really  coming  for 
University  education.     In   Belfast,   at 
the  end  of  1876,  there  were  only  119  in 
the  Faculty  of  Arts;  in  Cork,  51 ;  and 
in  Ghdway,  63 — about  one-third  of  the 
entire  number  of  students  matriculated 
in  the  Faculty  of  Arts.     Now,  if  we 
were  to  take  the  same  proportion  of 
Boman  Catholics  as  are  matriculating  in 
the  Faculty  of  Arts,  the  number    of 
Boman  CaUioUcs  reallv  seeking  Univer- 
sity education  would  oe  about  70.    Of 
fdl  tiie  students  in  the  Colleges,  you 
would  only  have  70  really  students  be- 
longing to  the  Boman  Catholic  Church. 
And  I  believe  this  is  the  real  propor- 
tion of  Boman  Catholic  students  in  the 
Queen's  Colleges.   To  this,  however,  we 
must  add  the  Boman  Catholics  who  are 
receiving  their  education  in  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin.    The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Oreenwich,  in  his 
speech  in  this  House  in  1873,  estimated 
the  number  of  these  at  100.    It  is,  of 
course,  eaiy  to  attain  the  exact  number; 
but  I  should  be  disposed  to  fix  them  at 
70.    But  even  taking  them  at  100,  we 
have  of  the  whole  Boman  Catholic  popu- 
lation of  Ireland  but  170  availing  them- 
selves of  University  education — a  num- 
ber so  disproportioned  to  the  Boman 
Catholic  population  as  to  prove  in  itself 
that  our  university  institutions  are  vi- 
tally defective.    But,  Sir,  this  is  not  a 
religious,  but  a  national  grievance.    U 
we  add  to  the  223  students  in  Arts  in 
the  Queen's  University  all  that  have 
matriculated  in  Dublin,   we  have   not 
altogether  more  than  1,100  persons  in 
Ireland  seeking  for  University  educa- 
tion.   This  is  a  number  whidi  shows 
that  a  laige  proportion  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  So  not  receive  the  brents  of 
a  University  education  who  might  be 
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e  xpected  to  do  so.  Before  I  pass  away 
ftom  this  allusion  to  Trinity  College,  let 
me  say  that  nothing  has  been  done  to 
make  Trinity  College  more  suited  to 
Boman  Catholics  by  the  change  which 
was  made  by  the  Bill  introduced  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Faw- 
cett).  It  is  still  essentially  a  Protestant 
institution.  There  is  within  its  walls  a 
College  chapel  in  which  Divine  worship 
is  conducted  according  to  the  rites  of  the 
Protestant  Church.  There  is  no  building 
in  which  it  is  celebrated  according  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  form.  There  are  70 
Scholarships  in  Trinity  College,  and 
since  the  passing  of  that  Bill  three  only 
of  those  Scholarships  have  been  ob- 
tained by  Eoman  Catholics.  K,  indeed, 
any  of  those  things  which  would  estab- 
lish religious  equality  were  to  happen — 
if  there  were  Homan  Catholic  Fellows 
equal  in  number  to  the  Protestant — if 
Mass  were  celebrated  in  a  building  set 
apart  for  that  purpose;  if  a  Koman 
Catholic  ecclesiastic  or  even  a  Boman 
Catholic  layman  were  nominated  Pro- 
vost, I  am  quite  sure  that  the  effect 
would  be  that  Protestants  would  leave 
Trinity  College,  and  it  would  become 
utterly  unsuited  for  the  purposes  of  a 
Protestant  University  education.  But 
none  of  these  things  have  happened,  and 
none  of  them  will  happen  in  tne  present 
generation,  and  while  the  youngest  of 
us  is  alive  Trinity  College  will  continue 
a  Protestant  institution.  I  think  I  have 
now  gone  far  enough  to  show  that  if  you 
want  to  supply  the  opportunities  of  Uni- 
versity education  to  the  whole  Irish 
people,  some  new  element  must  be  in- 
troduced. But  this  is  a  social  as  well 
as  a  religious  and  national  grievance.  If 
there  be  anything  in  University  educa- 
tion, it  must  give  the  man  who  receives 
it  some  advantages  in  social  life.  It  was 
only  when  I  began  to  study  the  question 
and  to  collect  information  on  the  sub- 
ject, that  I  perfectly  understood  the 
unfair  advantage  which  our  present 
educational  arrangements  give  to  the 
Protestant.  In  every  department  of 
life  he  has  an  advantage.  He  has  the 
means  of  education  supplied  by  the 
State  which  are  not  open  to  the  Eoman 
Catholic.  This  constitutes  a  religious 
ascendancy  of  the  very  worst  kind,  be- 
cause it  rests  upon  condemning  a  large 
proportion  of  the  people  to  inferiority  of 
education.  Every  Protestant  in  Ireland 
would  perceive  the  unfairness  of  that 
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ascendancy,  and  would  wish  to  ghn  to 
the  Boman  Catholics  the  advantages  hs 
himself  possessed.  I  now  oome  to  the 
question  itself,  and  if  the  House  agrees 
with  me  that  150  Boman  Catholics  are 
not  a  fair  proportion  to  receive  a  Uni- 
versity education,  it  remains  only  to 
remedy  the  evil.  That  can  be  done  in 
two  ways— either  by  founding  a  separate 
Boman  Catholic  University,  or  bj  esta* 
blishing  a  second  College  in  the  Dablin 
University,  suited  to  meet  the  wants  and 
the  wishes  of  the  Catholic  people.  I 
myself,  Sir,  am  an  advocate  for  the 
second  College.  A  long  time  most  elapee 
before  any  new  University,  however  well 
and  wisely  conducted,  could  acquire  for 
its  degrees  prestige  which  belongs  to 
those  of  the  elder  University.  That 
University  has  many  ereat  traditions 
and  many  proud  reccnlections.  The 
names  of  Orattan,  of  Burke,  of  Cnrran, 
and  most  of  the  men  whose  names  have 
become  household  words  in  Irish  his- 
tory are  connected  with  it.  I  wish  to 
mal[e  our  Boman  Catholic  oountrymeo 
sharers  in  all  these  traditions — ^traditions 
which  we  have  acquired  as  a  national 
University,  and  in  which,  therefore, 
they  have  a  right  to  share.  Bat,  in 
introducing  this  Bill  in  this  shape,  per- 
mit me  to  re-state  the  position  which  I 
occupy.  I  brought  in  this  Bill  on  my 
own  responsibmty  —  a  responsibility 
shared  only  with  the  Friends  who  al- 
lowed me  to  associate  their  names  with 
mine  in  introducing  it.  I  brought  it  in 
as  a  Member  of  this  House,  as  a'  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  of  Dublin  Univernty. 
I  wished  for  a  second  College  for  the 
sake  of  the  University  itseu — ^fbr  the 
sake  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland — for 
the  sake  of  the  Boman  Catholics  of  Ire- 
land. I  preferred  this  to  the  establish- 
ment of  a  separate  University.  I  think 
the  great  principles  on  which  snch  a 
Bill  ought  to  be  founded  are  theee — 
to  give  the  Boman  Catholics  a  CoUeee 
in  which  they  receive  education  aooora- 
ing  to  their  convictions,  and  it  is  vain  to 
disguise  from  ourselves  that  this  involves 
the  giving  to  the  Boman  Catholic  Bishops 
as  much  control  as  the  Catholic  people 
of  Ireland  believe  that  religion  requires 
they  should  have.  Another  principle 
would  be  to  place  Boman  Oathoucs 
practically  on  an  eqnalibr  with  Protes- 
tants in  endowments,  and,  as  fiu:  as  pos- 
sible, in  the  prestige  that  should  belong 
to  the  degrees  they  would  obtain.     Bat 
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there  are  other  objects  also  to  be  kept 
in  view.  We  are  not  to  impair  the  effi- 
ciency of  Trinity  OoUege  as  an  institu- 
tion for  the  education  of  Protestants. 
We  are  not  to  lower  the  standard  of 
TJniyersity  education ;  nor  are  we  to 
place  Unirersity  education  under  the 
Q-OTemment  control,  which  has  been 
fatal  to  every  University  system  over 
which  it  has  thrown  its  withering 
shadow.  Now  let  me,  in  the  first  place, 
advert  to  the  declaration  of  the  £U)man 
Catholic  Prelates  to  which  I  have  al- 
ready referred.  They  each  stated  what 
they  considered  requisite  for  the  higher 
education  of  the  country.  I  am  quoting 
from  a  Pastoral  which  they  ail  signed 
in  1871— 

'*  As  regards  higher  education  (we  repeat  the 
words  of  Uie  resolutions  adopted  by  the  Arch- 
bishops and  Biidiops  of  Ireland  in  August,  1869), 
since  the  Protestants  of  this  country  have  had  a 
Protestant  University,  with  rich  endowments, 
for  300  years,  and  have  so  still,  the  Catholic 
people  of  Ireland  equally  have  a  right  to  a  Ca- 
thoHc  University.     But  should  Her  Majesty's 
Government  be  unwilling  to  increase  the  num- 
ber of  Universities  in  this  country,  religious 
equality  cannot  be  realized  unless  the  degrees, 
endowments,  and  other  privileges  enioyed  by 
our  fellow-subjects  of  a  different  religion  be 
placed  withui  reach  of  CSatholics  on  terms  of 
perfect  equality.    The  injustice  of  denying  to 
us  a  participation  in  those  advantages,  except 
at  the  cost  of  principle  and  conscience,  is  aggra- 
vated by  the  consideration  that  whilst  we  con- 
tribute our  share  to  the  public  funds  for  the 
support  of  educational  institutions  from  which 
conscience  warns  us  away,  we  have,  moreover, 
to  tax  ourselves  for  the  education  of  our  chil- 
dren in  our  own   Colleges   and  Universities. 
Should  it  please  Her   Majesty's  Government, 
therefore,  to  remove  the  many  grievances  to 
which  CathoUcs  are  subjected  by  existing  Uni- 
versity  arrangements,  and  to  establish  one  na- 
tional University  in  this  Kingdom  for  examin- 
ing candidates    and    conferring    degrees,  the 
Catholic  people  of  Ireland  are  entitled  in  justice 
to  demand  that  in  such  University  or  annexed 
to  it,  they  shall  have  one  or  more  Colleges  con- 
ducted upon  purely  Catholic  principles,  and  at 
the  same  time  fully  participating  in  the  privi- 
leges enjoyed  by  other  Colleges  of  whatsoever 
denomination  or  character ;  tnat  the  University 
honours  and  emoluments  be  accessible  to  Ca- 
tholics equally  with  their  Protestant  fellow- 
subjects;  that  the  examinations  and  all  other 
details    of    University    arrangement    be  free 
from  every  influence  hostile  to  the  religious  sen- 
timents of  Catholics,  and  that  with  this  view 
the  Catholic  element  be  adequately  represented 
upon  tiie  Senate  or  other  supreme  TJniversity 
Body  of  persons  enjoying  the  confidence  of  the 
Catholic  Bii^ops,  priests,  and  people  of  Ire- 
land." 

I  cannot  think  that  those  reqnisitionB 
were  unreasonabloi  and  they  were  fol- 


lowed up  by  the  passage  I  have  already 
quoted,  in  which  the  Prelates  stated 
their  belief  that  they  would  all  be  satis- 
fied by  the  establishment  of  a  second 
OoUege  in  the  Universify  of  Dublin. 
Now,  Sir,  we  have  in  the  City  of  Dublin 
an  institution  called  the  Catholic  Union. 
It  has  been  several  years  in  existence. 
The  Oommissioners  of  Science  and  Art 
reported,  two  or  three  years  ago,  that 
£200,000  had  been  subscribed  by  the 
Catholic  people  in  support  of  the  insti- 
tution. No  doubt,  a  large  proportion  of 
this  has  been  expended  in  the  annual 
support  of  the  institution,  but  a  portion 
stul  remains  available  in  the  biuldings 
and  other  property  of  the  institution. 
That  institution  enjoys  the  ^odwill  and 
confidence  of  the  Irish  Catholic  people. 
It  is  not  easy  to  convey  to  Members  of 
this  Assembly  the  exact  position  which 
it  occupies  in  Ireland.  I  can  only  say 
that  it  nas  among  its  Professors  men  of 
the  highest  eminence  in  several  of  the 
walks  of  science.  It  has  won  the  re- 
spect of  all  classes,  including  the  leading 
men  of  Trinity  OoUege,  and  many  inter- 
changes of  oiviUty  attest  the  readiness 
on  the  part  of  Trinity  OoUege  to  acknow- 
ledge it  among  the  new  institutions  of 
the  country.    It  is  too  common  to  im- 

Sute  to  Boman  CathoUc  education  a  ten- 
ency  to  restrain  the  freedom  of  thought. 
The  CathoUc  Union  has  an  historical 
and  Uterary  society,  in  which  topics — 
as  in  the  kindred  institutions  of  other 
Universities — are  freely  discussed.  It 
has  been  frequently  my  lot  to  be  pre- 
sent at  the  opening  meetings  of  the  so- 
ciety, where  the  President  deUvered  an 
inaugural  address ;  and  I  beUeve  there 
is  no  one  who  has  been  present  on  those 
occasions  who  would  not  bear  me  out  in 
saying  that  nowhere  has  there  been  dis- 
played more  perfect  freedom  and  libera- 
lity of  thought  and  reasoning  than  in  the 
addresses  to  which  we  have  had  the  good 
fortune  to  listen ;  and  I  must  add.  Sir, 
that  among  the  men  educated  at  Catho- 
Uc Universities  I  have  found  as  true 
UberaUty  of  thought,  as  entire  an  ab- 
sence of  sectarianism  and  bigotry,  and  a 
tone  of  thought  as  free  and  enlarged  as 
I  have  met  with  among  any  class  with 
whom  I  am  acquainted.  I  beUeve  it 
would  be  the  extreme  of  foUy  that  could 
induce  us  to  disregard  the  claims  of  this 
institution,  to  be  accepted  as  a  chaUenge 
representing  CathoUc  thought  and  intel- 
lect in  the  University  of  DubUn.     I 
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therefore,  Sir,  propose  in  this  Bill  to 
offer  to  the  Ohiefis  in  that  institution  the 
option  of  a  Charter  and  incorporation  as 
a  second  College  in  the  TTniyersity  of 
Dublin.  I  do  not  propose  to  affiliate 
any  other  seminary  or  institution  with 
the  University.  I  propose  that  Trinity 
College  and  this  Catholic  College  should 
at  present  constitute  the  sole  members  of 
the  Uniyersity,  and  while  the  Bill  pro- 
vides for  new  Colleges  that  may  be 
founded  in  future  times,  it  enacts  that  all 
those  Colleges  should  be  situated  within 
a  short  distance  of  the  centre  of  Dublin. 
I  haye,  Sir,  no  wish  to  discuss  the  Bill 
which  was  introduced  in  1873  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich.  I  am  quite  ready  to  do 
justice  to  the  liberality  of  sentiment 
which  marked  the  framing  of  the  Bill. 
I  belieye  that  it  was  dictated  by  a  sin- 
cere desire  to  do  justice  to  the  Irish 
people  in  this  yital  matter  of  TTniyersity 
education,  and  I  do  not  stop  now  to  in- 
quire into  the  causes  of  its  failure.  But, 
Sir,  I  cannot  help  remarking  that  I  be- 
lieye the  attempt  to  affiliate  to  the  TTni- 
yersity in  Dublin  a  number  of  semi- 
naries in  the  country  was  one  of  the 
causes  of  the  failure,  because  it  was  felt 
by  eyery  Irishman  that  this  must  haye 
the  effect  of  lowering  the  standard  of 
TTniyersity  education.  That  I  am  not 
speaking  this  without  reason  I  think  I 
can  satisfy  the  House.  The  opinion  of 
the  Catholic  laity  was  against  that 
scheme.  I  hope  the  House  will  pardon 
me  if  I  refer  to  an  address  which  was 
presented  to  myself  by  a  large  number 
of  the  Professors  and  students  and  ex- 
students  of  the  Catholic  TTniyersity.  In 
that  address  they  pointed  out  the  pre- 
ference which  they  give  to  the  Biil  I 
haye  framed,  because  it  did  not  lower 
the  standard  of  TTniyersity  education  in 
Ireland.  Speaking  of  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman's  (Mr.  (Gladstone's)  Sill,  they 
say  that  it  proposed  to  associate  witn 
Trinity  College,  under  the  Dublin  TTni- 
yersity, not  a  great  institution,  which 
might  act  as  an  intellectual  centre  for 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland,  and  which 
might  afford  them  some  hope  of  recover- 
ing the  reputation  which  Catholic  Ire- 
land once  possessed  for  learning — in- 
stead of  giyinff  a  centre  of  Catholic 
thought,  it  would  have  tacked  on  to  the 
TTniyersity  of  Dublin  a  number  of 
Bchoolsand  seminaries  scattered  through- 
out the  country,  amongst  which  com- 
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pany  the  Catholic  TTniyeraity  was  ad- 
mitted without  one  penny  of  endowment, 
without  any  one  special  advantage,  wiHi- 
out  anyone 


tic  which  could  enable  it,  as  the  heart  of 
the  Irish  Catholic  educational  system,  to 
diffuse  life  and  vigour  througnoiit  the 
membersof  that  S3r8tem.  And  thej  added, 
that  had  that  BiU  passed  a  central  exa- 
mining Board — a  weak  resemblaaoe  of 
the  London  TTniyersity — ^the  Catholicaof 
Ireland  miffht  thenoeforth  have  had 
education ;  but  University  edncatioii,  m 
the  true  and  high  sense  of  the  tem, 
they  never  could  have  hoped  for.  Aad 
they  contrast  with  this  the  BiU  which  I 
have  introduced,  by  saying  that  my  pro- 
posal is  not  to  drag  the  Cathc^  Uni- 
versity and  a  great  CoUeee  into  an  ill- 
assorted  union  with  a  number  of  wmalW 
seminaries  scattered  throoffhoat  the 
country — a  union  which  mi^t  be  aUe 
to  degprade  the  College  to  the  level  of  a 
seminary,  but  which  never  ooold  ele- 
vate a  seminary  into  the  standard  of  a 
College.  I  have  ventured  to  quote 
these  sentences  as  indicating  what  I  be- 
lieve to  be  the  general  opinion  of  the 
educated  Catholic  laity.  They  desire 
that  the  standard  of  University  educa- 
tion should  be  maintained,  and  that 
whatever  be  the  Collegiate  or  Univeraity 
institution  that  would  give  them  justioe 
in  the  matter  of  higher  education,  h 
should,  in  its  requirements,  be  npon  a 
level  with  the  old  established  Umverai- 
ties  of  the  Eangdom.  As  to  the  consti- 
tution and  government  of  the  two  Col- 
leges, the  Catholic  University  is  at  pre- 
sent under  the  control  of  12  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  Bishops  of  Ireland*  I 
propose  to  preserve  that  body,  under 
the  title  of  Committee  of  Founders,  and 
almost  all  the  powers  which  they  exer- 
cise. There  are  to  be  associated  with 
them  12  lavmen.  The  first  12  are  to  be 
named  in  the  Bill ;  and  in  future,  vacan- 
cies among  those  laymen  are  to  be  filled 
up  alternately  by  an  election  by  the 
Ghraduates  of  the  College  and  of  the 
Senate,  as  the  body  constituted  of  the 
12  Bishops  and  12  laymen  is  to  be 
termed.  This  addition  o£  laymen  to  the 
Council  of  Bishops  has  been  sugratod 
by  the  Prelates  who  met  myseu  and 
my  Friends  in  the  conference  whidi  I 
have  already  mentioned.  In  addition 
to  tliese  there  is  to  be  a  Collegiate 
Ooundl,  oongisting  of  13,  four  to  be 
nominated  by  the  Senate,  fSrar  by  the 
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Professors  of  Dublin  ITniTersity,  and 
four  by  the  Qraduates.  The  Graduates 
are  to  assemble  in  a  separate  body,  to 
be  called  the  Congregation  of  (Graduates. 
These  three  bodies — the  Senate,  com- 
posed as  I  hare  described,  the  OoUegiate 
Council,  and  the  Congregation  of  G^du- 
ates— constitute  the  Governing  Bodies 
of  the  Catholic  University.  The  Pro- 
fessors, who  are  to  hold  their  office  for 
life,  or  during  good  behaviour,  are  to 
be  elected  in  this  way — three  names 
are  to  be  recommended  by  the  Collegi- 
ate Council,  of  whom  the  Senate  is  to 
choose  one.  The  power  of  maldnff 
ordinances  on  certain  subjects  connected 
with  the  discipline  and  arrangements  of 
the  College  is  entrusted  to  the  Senate ; 
other  matters  are  to  be  reg^ulated  by 
the  Collegiate  CounoQ;  but  no  change 
is  to  be  made  in  any  reg^ulation  sanc- 
tioned bv  the  Act  without  the  assent  of 
the  Lora  Lieutenant  and  Privy  Council 
of  Ireland.  Those  are  the  outlines  of 
the  mode  in  which  the  new  Catholic 
College  is  to  be  constituted.  It  is  a 
subject  which  I  think  ought  to  be  left 
greatly  to  the  Boman  Catholic  people 
themselves.  I  believe  that  the  mode  in 
which  the  government  of  the  College  is 
arranged  will  be  found  such  as  will 
meet  with  their  approbation.  I  do  not, 
however,  wish  to  rest  this  Bill  either  on 
this  point  or  any  other  point  upon  a 
perfcKst  agreement  on  its  details.  As  to 
Trinity  College,  the  management  is  stUl 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  Protestant  Senior 
Fellows  of  the  Academic  Council,  elected 
in  the  same  manner  as  at  present,  and 
of  a  Congregation  of  G^raduates  substi- 
tuted for  Convocation.  As,  of  course, 
in  future  the  Graduates  of  the  other  Col- 
lege will  become  members  of  the  Convoca- 
tion, a  Congregation  of  the  (Graduates  of 
the  College  is  substituted  for  Convoca- 
tion. In  the  powers  that  are  to  be  ex- 
ercised over  the  arrangement  of  the 
College  itself  the  University  of  Dublin 
remains  as  at  present,  with  aTlce  Chan- 
cellor elected  by  Convocation,  and  with 
the  addition  of  an  Academic  or  Univer- 
sity Council — seven  to  be  selected  by 
the  Governing  Body  of  each  College, 
two  more  bv  the  Graduates  of  Trinity 
College,  and  two  by  those  of  the  new 
Colleffe.  These,  with  the  Chancellor  and 
Vice  Chancellor,  constitute  the  Academic 
Council ;  and  to  the  Ooundl  is  largely 
entrusted  the  ordinary  management  ot 
University  examinations  and  other  mat- 


ters relating  to  the  daily  life,  I  may  say, 
of  the  University.  Statutes  of  the  Uni- 
versity can  only  be  made  with  the  assent 
of  the  Academic  Council  and  of  Convo- 
cation, and  no  statute  can  be  made  unless 
it  has  obtained  the  assent  both  of  the  Pro- 
testant Senior  Fellows  of  Trinity  College 
and  of  the  Senate  of  the  Catholic  College. 
Now,  as  to  the  mode  of  obtaining  degrees. 
Degrees  are  to  be  conferred,  as  at  present, 
by  the  Convocation  of  the  University. 
The  decree  of  B.A.  is  to  be  obtained 
by  residence  in  either  of  the  Colleges, 
and  attending  lectures,  and  complying 
with  such  other  regulations  as  each  Col- 
lege may  make.  £!ach  candidate  must 
go  throuffh  two  University  examinations, 
one  at  &e  end  of  two  years,  and  the 
othw  when  he  offers  himself  as  candi- 
date for  his  degree.  These  University 
examinations  are  to  be  conducted  by  a 
Board  of  Examiners  appointed  by  the 
Academic  Council,  and  in  the  Bill  itself 
the  course  to  be  uised  at  these  examina* 
tions  is  prescribed.  It  may  seem  an 
unusual  thing  to  include  in  the  Bill  the 
University  course  examination  which 
diall  qualify  a  person  for  a  de^;ree ;  but 
there  are  reasons  which  make  it  expedi- 
ent to  do  so  when  you  are  combining 
two  different  Colleges ;  and,  perhaps,  it 
will  surprise  some  of  you  to  be  told 
that  in  the  course  there  is  to  be  found 
provision  for  examination  both  in  history 
and  moral  philosophy.  As  to  the  quali- 
fication of  the  common  degrees,  I  will 
not  detain  the  House  by  pointing  out 
the  subjects  which  by  the  Bill  are  made 
necessary  for  passing  the  University 
examinations,  and  ^so  prescribed  as 
subjects  to  be  taught  in  the  Colleges ; 
but  I  venture  to  say  that  if  anyone  will 
take  the  trouble  of  looking  over  the 
Schedule  to  the  Bill  he  will  admit  that 
the  course  of  study  prescribed  for  the 
students  is  such  as  m  no  degree  to  lower 
the  standard  of  University  education  in 
Ireland,  and  is  in  liberality  and  complete- 
ness equal  to  the  requirements  of  any 
University  in  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
Bill  leaves  to  the  University  of  Dublin 
all  the  powers  it  now  possesses  of  grant- 
ing degrees,  with  the  exception  of  De- 
flnrees  in  Divinity,  but  it  autnorijEes  each 
CoUe^  to  grant  a  diploma  conferring 
the  title  of  D.D. — a  mploma,  however, 
which  confers  no  University  right.  I 
ought  to  have  mentioned  that  there  is  a 
provision  that  the  Oonnoil  of  Bishops 
may  appoint  in  the  Catholic  College 
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Professors  of  Divinity ;  but  there  is  also 
a  provision  that  none  of  the  revenues 
conferred  upon  the  College  by  the  Act 
shall  be  applied  to  payment  of  such 
Professors,  and  to  prevent  that  same 
thing  beine  done  indirectly  there  is  a 
provision  that  no  theologiciekl  Professor 
shall  hold  any  other  office  or  Professor- 
ship in  the  College.  A  provision  has 
been  introduced  this  year  into  the  Bill 
that  the  Vice  Chancellor,  instead  of 
being  appointed  at  the  absolute  discre- 
tion of  the  Chancellor,  shall  be  selected 
from  three  names  to  be  furnished  to  him 
alternately  by  each  College,  the  Vice 
Chancellorship  to  be  held  for  a  period 
of  three  years.  With  respect,  however, 
to  the  obtaining  of  degrees,  I  ask  the 
particular  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
provision  to  which  I  attach  the  greatest 
value.  The  House  will  permit  me  fully 
to  explain  this.  It  always  has  been  the 
habit  of  the  University  of  Dublin  to 
allow  persons  to  obtain  admission  into 
the  University  of  Dublin  —  to  allow 
persons  to  obtain  degrees  by  attending 
certain  examinations  in  the  year,  with- 
out residence,  and  without  attending 
lectures.  I  propose  to  continue  this. 
Becently,  students  have  been  admit- 
ted into  the  English  Universities  with- 
out entering  any  College ;  and  I 
propose  to  adopt  this  plan  in  the  Irish 
University,  so  that  any  student  who 
does  not  desire  to  enter  either  of  the 
Colleges  may  matriculate  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  University,  without  residence 
or  attendance  on  lectures  at  either  Col- 
lege. By  these  means  any  person  who 
acquires  the  requisite  knowledge  may 
obtain  his  degree,  receiving  his  educa- 
tion in  any  place  he  thinks  fit,  or 
educating  nimself,  the  only  requisite 
being  that  he  will  prove  that  he  is 
following  the  University  course  by  re- 
gular attendance  at  examinations;  and 
Uiat  in  addition  to  this  he  shall  be 
able  to  pass  two  University  examina- 
tions to  which  persons  receiving  their 
education  in  the  two  Colleges  are  sub- 
jected. This  is  obviously  but  the  intro- 
duction of  a  new  element  of  competition 
in  the  two  Colleges;  and,  unless  the 
education  afforded  by  the  two  Colleges 
is  such  as  to  make  it  worth  the  while  of 
the  student  to  undergo  the  expense  and 
inconvenience  of  Collegiate  residence,  it 
is  obvious  that  many,  at  all  events,  will 
avail  themselves  of  the  privilege  of  dis- 
pensing with  it,  and  also  persons  who 
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from  any  motive  may  have  an  ol^eotum 
to  enter  either  of  the  Colleges  will  find 
the  means  of  obtaining  a  degree,  and 
also  admission  to  compete  for  all  the 
emoluments  and  honours  of  the  Umrer- 
sity  without  joining  either  College.  Con- 
sequences will,  no  doubt,  follow  from 
this  upon  which  I  do  not  wish  at  pre- 
sent to  detain  the  House,  and  it  is  pos- 
sible that  in  a  few  years  Halls  may  be 
founded  in  Dublin  in  which  students  be- 
long^g  to  some  particular  denomina- 
tions may  find  a  home  in  the  City  of 
Dublin,  and  take  their  degree  in  the 
University ;  and  I  may  add  that  there  is 
a  provision  in  the  Bill  that  any  student 
who  shall  matriculate  in  the  UniTenity 
may  avail  himself  at  a  small  charge  of 
the  lectures  given  in  any  College.  Having 
thus  briefly  sketched  the  constitution  of 
the  Colleges  and  of  the  University,  I 
will  now  ask  the  attention  of  the  Honae 
to  the  endowments  which  I  propose  for 
them.  Trinity  College  is  already  en- 
dowed, as  I  have  stated,  with  £43,000 
a-year.  In  the  Bill  of  1873  it  was  pro- 
posed that  Trinity  College  should  con- 
tribute in  money  a  sum  of  £12,000 
a-year  to  maintain  the  University.  I  do 
not  purpose  to  impose  any  pecuniary 
contribution  upon  Trini^  UoUege;  but 
I  do  purpose  mat  that  Body  shall  eon- 
tribute  to  the  University  something  thai 
will  be  much  more  valuable  than  money. 
There  are  now  70  Scholarships  in  Trinity 
College,  which,  with  rooms  and  fre« 
commons  and  the  small  stipend,  are 
worth  about  £50  a-year  each.  Tlieee, 
of  course,  can  now  only  be  obtained  by 
students  in  Trinity  College.  They  are 
soug^ht  after  with  an  eagerness  dispro- 
portionate to  their  money  value.  The 
Scholarship  EoU  contains  the  names  of 
many  Irisnmen,  from  Edmund  Borke 
downwards,  who  have  been  illustrious  in 
former  times.  The  Bill  proposes  that 
these  Scholarships  shall  be  thrown  open 
to  all  students  of  the  University.  If  one 
is  obtained  by  a  student  who  is  not  a 
member  of  Trinity  College,  he  has  the 
chance  either  of  becoming  a  member  of 
the  College,  or  of  receiving  from  the 
College  an  annual  sum  equivalent  to  the 
worth  of  the  Soholarship.  It  will  be  to 
him  a  grant  of  £50  a-year  for  five  years 
during  which  the  Scholandiip  can  be 
held,  and  it  is  proposed  that  it  shall 
carry  with  it  the  privilege  of  voting  for 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  University — 
a  privilege  reserved  in  the  Befonn  Bill, 
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eTen  for  Undergraduate  scholars,  and 
which  attaches  a  peculiar  value  to  the 
obtaining  of  the  nonour.    Again,  the 
number  of  Fellows  in  Trinity  Uollege  is 
now  excessire.    I  propose  that    10  of 
these  Fellowships  shall  be  converted  into 
University  Fellowships,  and  that  each 
of  these  10  Fellows  shall  receive  from 
Trinity  College  the  same  stipend  as  would 
be  paid  to  him  if  he  were  elected  a  Fel- 
low of  the  College.    That  stipend  is  a 
very  small  one,  and  will,  of  course,  not 
include  any  of  the  fees  for  tuitions  which 
he  may  have  received  as  a  Fellow  of 
College.    In   addition  to  this   stipend, 
each  of  the  10  Fellows  is  entitled  to 
receive  from  the  University  revenues  as 
much  as  will  increase  the  total  income 
to  £200  a-year.    There  are  also  Pro- 
fessorships which  are  virtuaUy  Univer- 
sityships,  although  the  salaries  of  the 
Pi>ofessors  are  paid  out  of  the  revenues 
of  Trinifrjr  College.    I  propose  that  they 
shall  still  be  so  paid,  but  that  their 
nomination  shall  rest  with  the  Univer- 
sity Professors.   The  Professorships  with 
which  I  propose  so  to  deal  are  the  Boyal 
Professorship    of    Astronomy,    with    a 
salary  of  £700  a-year,  independent  of  a 
residence  in  the  University  and  several 
acres  of  land ;  the  Begins  Professor  of 
Law,  who  has  a  salary  of  £500  a-year ; 
the   Begins   Professor  of   Physio  and 
Surgery;  and   last,  but    not    least,  of 
Music.    These  five  Professorships  will 
continue  on   the  College   revenues — a 
charge  of  more  than  £2,000  a-year  on 
the  transfer  of  the  Fellowships.    There 
is  another  annual  contribution  of  £1,000 
a-year,   and    the  surrender  of  the  70 
Foundation  Scholarships,  taking  each  of 
them  at  £60  a-year,  will  be  a  money 
contribution  of  £4,200   a-year,   impo- 
sing   on    the    revenues    of    Trimty 
CoUege  an  annual  charge  of  £8,000. 
In  addition  to  this  there  are  14  student- 
ships, of   £100  a-year   each,  recently 
founded  by  the  Board.    I  propose  that 
these  shall  be  open  to  all  students  of  the 
University,  maJang  a  fbrther  contribu- 
tion of  about  £  1 ,000  a-year.    So  that  in 
all,  Trinity  College  will  bestow  upon  the 
University  places  maintained  out  of  its 
own  revenues  of  the  value  of  about 
£9,000  a-year.    The  Bill  of  1873  re- 
quired them  to  contribute  in  monev  an 
annual  sum  of  £12,000,  which  I  beueve 
will  not  have  been  of  the  same  value  to 
the  University  as  the  places  which  under 
this  Bill  they  will  bestow.    In  addition, 


there  are  a  number  of  small  prizes  and 
medals  whic^  I  propose  to  uirow  open 
to  all  students  in  the  University,  lliey 
are  small  in  amount,  but  of  great  value 
in  associating  the  University  in  its  re- 
modelled form  with  the  traditions  of  the 
past,  because  thus  the  Bill  gives  to  the 
TJniversity  an  interest  in  the  Library, 
including  a  magnificent  collection  of 
ancient  Irish  manuscripts,  all  of  which 
are  now  the  exclusive  property  of 
Trinity  College.  To  provide  for  en- 
dowment of  the  University  as  dis- 
tinguished from  either  of  the  Colleges, 
the  Bill  proposes  that  there  shall  be  15 
University  Fellowships,  held  for  life, 
and  endowed  each  with  £100  a-year; 
and  the  Bill  also  provides  that  there 
shall  be  given  away  every  year  two 
exhibitions  of  £100  a-year,  tenable  for 
five  years.  There  are  also  exhibitions 
attached  to  some  of  the  endowed  schools 
which  I  propose  to  throw  open  for  com- 
petition among  all  the  students  of  the 
University,  instead  of  their  being  limited, 
as  they  are,  to  pupils  frt>m  those  schools. 
I  propose,  therefore,  that  there  shall  be 

fiven    away  the  following  prizes  and 
ellowships,  open  to  all  its  graduates : — 
25  Fellowships,  worth  £200  a-year,  and 
10  exhibitions,  worth  £100  a-year;  to 
Undergraduates — 70  Scholarships,  worth 
£60,  and  SO  exhibitions  varying  from 
£50  to  £20  a-year.    The  Underflp^uate 
Scholarships  and  Exhibitions  wiU  be  pro- 
vided out  of  funds  independent  of  the 
University,  and  half  of  the  expense  of 
10  Fellowships  will  be  borne  by  Trinity 
College.     So  that  the  charge  upon  the 
University  will  be   15  Fefiowships  at 
£200  a-year  each,  half  of  the  Fellow- 
ships at  £100  a-year  each,  and  10  Exhi- 
bitions at  £100  a-year  each.    All  these 
together  will  make  an  annual  charge  on 
the  University  revenues  of  £5,000 ;  but, 
in  addition  to  these,  Ipropose  to  place 
at  the  disposal  of  the  University  autho- 
rities 50  Exhibitions  of  £20  a-year  each, 
tenable  for  three  years,  to  be  p^ven  to 
young  men  who    may  be  desirous  of 
fitting  themselves  for  the  University, 
and  who  may  require  pecuniarv  assist- 
ance in  their  studies.    This  will  add  a 
charge  of  £3,000,  making  thetotal  charge 
£8,000,  to  be  expended  in  the  manner  I 
have  mentioned.    I  do  not  think  anyone 
will  say  that  I  ask  too  much  for  these 
purposes.    In  propoeinff  that  the  Irish 
Church  OommissionerB  &all  provide  out 
of  their  surplus  a  sum  of  £300,000,  bear- 
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ing  interest  at  the  rate  of  4  per  oent,  if 
it  oontinues  to  produce  the  same  amount 
of  income  after  providing  for  these  Fel- 
lowships and  prizes  and  the  pensions  in 
aid  of  poor  students,  the  TTniversity  will 
have  a  sum  of  £4,000  a-year  at  its  dis- 
posal for  all  other  purposes  under  cer- 
tain restrictions  which  I  need  not  now 
particularize.  I  propose  to  leave  this 
sum  at  the  disposal  of  the  Academic 
Council,  with,  however,  a  provision  that 
none  of  it  shall  be  applied  in  any  way 
except  providing  for  the  ordinary  expen- 
diture of  the  University,  except  by  a  vote 
in  which  two-thirds  of  tne  Oouncilooncur. 
For  the  endowment  of  the  new  College 
I  propose  that  as  soon  as  the  Charter  is 
accepted,  the  sum  of  £30,000  shall  be 
handed  over  to  the  College  to  provide 
suitable  buildings.  It  is  desirable 
that  the  Irish  people  shall  manifest 
their  continued  interest  in  the  main- 
tenance of  a  Catholic  University  institu- 
tion, and  I  therefore  propose  that  before 
any  other  sum  is  handed  over,  the  trus- 
tees of  the  Eoman  Ca^olic  College  shall 
be  able  to  place  at  the  disposu  of  its 
authorities  a  sum  of  £30,000.  The  House 
will  remember  that  nearly  £200,000  has 
been  already  subscribed.  The  £30,000 
will,  therefore,  make  up  £220,000  sup- 

glied  by  the  contributions  of  the  Eoman 
'atholio  people.  Upon  this  being  done, 
the  Bill  proposes  tnat  double  we  sum 
shall  be  handed  over  out  of  the  Church 
surplus  to  form  a  permanent  endowment 
of  the  new  Boman  Catholic  College. 
That  will  make  the  charge  on  the  Church 
surplus  in  all  amount  to  £800,000 — 
namely,  £30,000  for  buildings,  £440,000 
for  endowment  of  the  new  'Eoman  Ca- 
tholic College,  and  £300,000  in  endow- 
ment of  the  University,  together  with 
a  Rrant  of  £30,000  for  University 
buudings.  I  have  now  stated  to  the 
House  the  outline  of  the  Bill,  omit- 
ting, of  course,  minute  details  which 
would  have  wearied  the  House  without 
enabling  them  better  to  understand  the 
proposal.  The  main  principle  of  the 
proposal  is  the  establismnent  of  a  second 
College  in  the  University  of  Dublin, 
making  the  second  College  of  such  a 
character  as  to  provide  education  for  the 
Eoman  Cathoho  people  in  accordance 
with  their  convictions  and  their  Mth, 
and  also  to  offer  to  every  Irishman  the 
power  of  obtaining  a  degree  without 
beiuK  obliged  to  sm>mit  himself  to  any 
pecuUar  instruction.    The  latter  point  is 
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secured  by  the  myrinon  which  I  Iiat* 
pointed  out  of  admitting  persona  to  d»- 
greee  who  matriculate  in  the  Univer- 
sity without  entering  either  GoII«ee. 
Both  Colleges  I  make,  as  £u*  aa  poesHSe* 
independent  and  self-goveming.  I  give 
to  each  of  them  the  equal  share  in  ihm 
management  of  the  University ;  but  leave 
to  earn  College  the  power  of  making 
such  regulations  as  the  College  itself  mmj 
think  expedient  to  advance  within  its 
own  walls  the  interests  of  science  cor 
of  education,  and  to  leave  them  perfeedj 
free.  In  this  I  propose  that  the  Act 
prohibitine  the  requirement  of  the  reli- 
gious qualifications  shall  no  longer  apply 
to  the  Colleges,  although  it  is  retained 
in  full  force  as  to  the  University.  As  to 
the  reg^ulations  of  the  Catholic  College, 
that  is  a  matter  which  we  ought  to  leavo 
almost  entirely  to  the  Eoman  Catholic 
people  themselves.  As  to  the  relations 
which  unite  the  two  Colleges,  th^  are 
of  course  a  matter  open  to  consideration, 
and  upon  which  it  may  be  found  possible, 
and  even  advantageous,  to  modify  some 
of  the  proposals  I  have  made.  AUIask 
the  House  now  to  do  in  reading  the  Bill 
a  second  time  is  to  affirm  the  princi|de 
of  the  establishment  of  a  Eoman  Catholie 
College  in  the  University  of  Dublin,  with- 
out piednng  itself  to  any  of  the  particu- 
lar details  by  which  the  measure  is  pro- 
posed to  be  carried  out.  The  propoeal 
of  the  Eoman  Catholic  College  is  not 
new.  Up  to  the  3rear  1793  Eomaa 
Catholics  were  not  admissible  into  Tri- 
nity College,  Dublin.  They  were  ex- 
cluded, first,  by  the  statutes  of  the  Col- 
lege ;  and,  secondly,  by  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, which  prohibited  them  from  taking 
degrees.  In  that  year  the  statutes  of  the 
CoUege  were  modified  by  Eoyal  autho- 
rity, so  as  to  dispense  in  the  caae  of 
Ecnnan  Catholics  with  an^  observaneea 
which  would  interfere  with  their  reli- 
gion; and  in  the  same  year  the  Irish 
Parliament  repealed  the  Act  which  ex- 
cluded them  m>m  degrees.  I  will  adr 
the  House  to  remember  that  this  was 
done  by  the  exclusively  Protestant  Fu- 
liament  of  Ireland,  long  before  Diseen- 
ters  of  any  kind  were  admitted  to  de- 
gree in  either  of  the  English  Univem- 
ties,  or  even  to  matriculate  at  Oxford. 
But  the  Irish  Parliament  went  forther, 
and  thev  enacted  that  a  second  Collsge 
miffht  be  instituted  in  which  Boman 
Catholics  could  hold  Fellowshipa,  pto- 
vided  that  it  was  not  exolusivdy  for 
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Boman  Oatholios,  and  that  it  was  a 
member  of  the  UniTeni^  of  Dablin.  I 
have  not  the  slighteet  doubt  that,  had 
the  Iriah  Parliament  oontinued  its  exiat- 
enoe  this  liberal  measure  would  hare 
been  carried  out,  and  a  second  Oolleffe 
in  such  a  form  as  would  then  have  satis- 
fied the  Boman  Oatholios  would  have 
been  endowed  out  of  the  revenues  of  Ire- 
land, and  it  is  strange  that  now,  after 
the  lapse  of  84  years,  I  have  stUl  to  ask 
of  the  British  ^Parliament  to  carry  out 
the  act  of  justice  and  liberality  which 
the  Protestant  Parliament  of  Ireland 
had  contemplated.  In  1865  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tralee  (the  O'Donoghue) 
revived  the  question,  and  a  correspond- 
ence ensued  between  Sir  Qeorge  GFrey 
and  the  Boman  Oatholic  Bishops,  whi(£ 
came  to  nothing.  In  1868,  Lord  Mayo 
entered  into  negotiations  witJi  the  Boman 
Catholic  Prelates  on  the  subject  of  char- 
tering a  Boman  Oatholic  Umversity,  but 
it  ended  in  no  result.  In  1 867,  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  Qladstone)  said 
that  the  evil  arising  out  of  the  existing 
mtem  of  Irish  education  was  so  igreat 
tnat  some  way  or  another  must  be  round 
for  putting  an  end  to  it ;  two  g^erations 
of  youths  have  passed  into  the  world 
durine  the  interval,  and  all  this  time  the 
British  Parliament  have  been  hesitating 
to  deal  with  the  matter.  Two  genera- 
tions have  gone  into  the  battle  of  life 
bereft  of  the  advantages  of  Oatholic  ITni- 
versity  education,  to  which  thcry  were 
entitled.  Is  it  not  time  for  Parliament 
to  settle  the  matter?  A  spirit  of  con- 
ciliation has  been  manifested  by  the 
Iriah  Oatholic  Prelates  and  clergy  on 
the  subject,  as  I  have  shown  by  the  Pas- 
torals I  have  quoted.  WUl  not  Parlia- 
ment meet  them  in  the  same  spirit  of 
conciliation  ?  I  appeal  to  them  to  do  so, 
and  to  banish  from  their  minds  the  fatal 
defect  which  has  been  the  blemish  of 
so  many  measures  for  Ireland — that 
thought,  which  thev  may  endeavour  to 
conceal  even  from  tnemselves,  but  which 
nevertheless  prevails — that  they  may 
use  their  legislative  measures  to  altc^ 
the  religious  convictions  of  the  Irish 
people.  I  assure  the  House  that  if  these 
religious  convictions  are  to  be  altered,  it 
will  not  be  by  a  University  BilL  I  ap- 
peal to  all  parties  in  the  House  to  ao 
justice  in  this  question.  I  appeal  to 
those  who  are  pledged  to  support  reli- 
gious education,  aM  I  tell  them  that 


they  cannot  have  it  in  Ireland,  unless 
they  ffive  it  alike  to  Protestant  and 
Oathouc.  They  have  appealed  to  Iriah 
Members  to  support  them  with  regard 
to  religious  education  in  England.  Let 
them  give  it  to  Ireland  also,  and  Irish 
Members  will  support  them.  I  will  ap- 
peal also  to  anotner  Party  in  the  House 
— ^to  a  Party  which  has  laid  Ireland  under 
great  obligations  in  other  matters — the 
party  which  is  in  favour  of  secular  edu- 
cation. I  appeal  to  them,  although  I 
know  their  views  and  mine  are  not  alike 
on  that  one  question,  because  we  have 
worked  together  in  many  others.  My 
views  are  in  favour  of  religious  educa- 
tion, and  I  believe  that  the  man  who  is 
trained  only  in  intoUeotual  qualities,  and 
whose  moral  faculties  are  left  untrained, 
is  half  educated.  Let  me  appeal  to  those 
who  stand  bv  us  on  almost  every  Irish 
question,  and  for  their  support  all  Ire- 
land is  gratofiiL  I  appeal  to  them  on 
their  own  principles,  and  I  ask  them 
who  is  to  be  the  judge  in  this  matter  ? 
Is  it  not  the  father  of  a  child  who  is  to 
judffe  whether  he  should  send  his  child  to 
a  rdiffious  school  or  to  one  from  which 
that  dement  is  excluded  ?  Is  it  not  right 
to  give  him  the  right  to  judge  ?  As  long 
as  they  continue  to  be  m  favour  of  reli- 
rious  education,  I  ask  them  to  allow 
Catholics  to  have  their  own  opinion  and 
the  right  to  educato  their  own  children 
in  their  own  faith.  I  thank  the  House 
for  having  liatoned  to  me  ao  long.  This 
is  the  question  of  all  other  Irish  ques- 
tions upon  which  I  feel  deeply  and 
earnestly.  I  entreat  all  parties  in  this 
House  not  to  allow  any  exasperation 
which  they  may  entertun  against  anv 
individual  Irishman  to  intonere  witn 
their  desire  to  do  justice  to  a  nation.  I 
believe  a  neat  grievance  is  committed 
upon  our  Gt^olic  countrymen  while  the 
Uouse  denies  them  the  rip^ht  to  educa- 
tion which  was  given  me  m  my  young 
dinrs  and  in  my  University  days ;  and  I 
ask  them  in  the  name  of  justice  to  throw 
away  e^erf  other  oonaideration  and  to 
extend  to  the  people  of  Ireland  thia  great 
blessing — a  blessing  which  is  above  all 
others  that  thev  can  bestow— of  an  edu- 
cation that  will  raise  them  and  elevato 
them  in  the  ranks  of  nations. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
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Mb.  PLXTNKET  moTed  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
three  months.  It  was  obvious,  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  speech,  that 
he  cotdd  hardly  mean  serioudy  to  press 
this  particular  measure  upon  the  House, 
and  that  he  had  used  it  rather  as  an  op- 
portimity  for  raising  a  discussion  upon 
the  general  question.  He  had  felt,  and 
he  believed  the  House  must  have  felt 
sympathy  for  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  in  the  difficulties  of  his  task, 
and  admiration  for  the  extraordinary 
skill  of  advocacy  he  had  shown.  Any- 
one might  have  felt  that,  even  though 
they  had  not  read  the  Bill ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Plunket),  having  carefully  studied  it 
must  confess  his  surprise  at  the  elaborate 
ingenuity  with  which,  both  in  the  pre- 
paration of  the  measure  —  containing 
some  1 22  clauses — and  also  in  the  speech 
by  which  its  author  had  introducidd  it 
that  day  to  the  House,  he  had  endea- 
voured to  reconcile  propositions  which 
were,  in  principle  and  practice,  irrecon- 
cilable. He  (Mr.  Plunket)  must  pro- 
ceed to  dispel  this  illusion,  and  vexy 
briefly  to  point  out  only  a  few  of  the 
startling  and  impossible  proposals  con- 
tained in  the  Bill.  He  had  given  Notice 
of  opposition  to  the  Bill  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Gbveming  Bodv  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  which  he  had  me  honour  to 
be  one  of  the  Bepresentatives.  If  the 
Bill  had  only  professed  to  charter  and 
endow  a  wholly  separate  College  or 
University,  whatever  he  might  as  an 
individual  Member  of  the  House  have 
thought  of  such  a  proposal,  he  would,  on 
behalf  of  the  existing  University,  have 
had  comparativelv  little  right  to  inter- 
fere. But  this  Bill  directly  invaded 
Trinity  College,  and  sought  to  reverse  its 
policy  and  revolutionize  its  G^stem,  and 
if  it  became  law,  must  impair  seriously 
its  efficiency,  and  miffht  ultimately  de- 
stroy the  ancient  Umversity  of  Dublin. 
Such  was  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend ;  but  in  his  speech  he  had,  in  a 
very  self-sacrificing  manner,  thrown  over 
the  result  of  his  own  labour  and  spoken 
only  generallyjupon  the  question  at  large. 
What  did  hiis  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
propose  to  do?  He  proposed  the  g^rantin^ 
of  a  Charter  to  the  new  CoUe^,  and 
that  the  Charter  should  be  ffiven  to 
those  who  were  to  be  called  tne  Com- 
mittee of  Founders,  who  were  now  in 
possession  of  considerable  funds.  [Mr. 
Butt  dissented.]    Well,  but  the  ques- 


tion as  to  the  authority  and  infliiffnwi  of 
the  Committee  of  Founders  in  the  new 
Corporation  rave  rise  to  a  point  of  es- 
pecial difficulty.    That  Committee  was  to 
consist  of theBoman  CatholioArchbishc{)a 
and  Bishops  of  Ireland.    To  these  I^ 
lates  was  to  be  confided  the  control  and 
management  of  such  University  ednos- 
tion  as  they  thought  fit  for  their  flocks. 
Such  was  the  College  that  was  to  be 
affiliated,    and   on    equal  terms,    with 
Trinity  College;    such  was  the  Com- 
mittee of  Founders — Prelates  of  whom 
he  desired  to  speak  with  respect,    but 
who  were  to  have — would  tne  Hooas 
believe  it? — the  power  of  vetoing  any 
proposal  that  might  be  made  as  to  the 
course  of  studies  in  the  future  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin !     The  poposed  new 
College  miffht  be  the  beet  in  the  worid 
from    his   hon.  and   learned    Friend*s 
point  of   view;    but    it    was    not  one 
which    could  be   introduced    into    the 
University  of  Dublin  to  work  side  by 
side  with  old  Trinity  College.    His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  made  changss 
in  his  Bill  of  last  year ;  but  as  faa  as 
the  popular  element  was  concerned  it 
lost  considerably  by  the  change.    It  was 
dear  that  the  Committee  of  Founders 
— the  12  Prelates  of  whom   he    had 
spoken — would,  if  not  at  the  outset^ 
certainly  eventually,  have  the  control  of 
eveiythinjp^  connected  with  the  education 
to  be  conferred  by  the  University.    True 
it  was  that  to  Ihe  Senate  wluoh  this 
Bill  proposed  to  create  would  be  en- 
trusted an  overwhelming  influence  in 
eveiy  department  of  the  new  institution. 
But  of  wnom  was  this  Senate  to  be  com- 
posed ? — of  24  persons ;  and  of  these  24, 
12  were  permanently  and  ex-cJUio  to  be 
the  Committee  of  Founders,  whilst  the 
other  12 — the  other  half— should  have 
been  nominated  in  a  Schedule  which  was 
still   a   blank    Schedule  to  this  Bill! 
Whoever  thev  turned  out  to  be,  on  the 
occurrence  of  the  first  vacancy  in  their 
number,  the  new  member  was  to  be 
chosen  by  theCongregationof  Oraduatss; 
but  on  the    occurrence  of  the  second 
and  every  alternate  vacancy,  the  election 
was  to  be  made  by  the  Senate — that  was 
to  say,  by  the  23  members  of  the  Senate 
whose  seats  were  not  vacant — ^in  other 
words,  by  the  12  ecdedasticsl  ^^^fjflem 
members,  as  Ag&uist  1 1  of  the  other  naif 
of  the  body.  Tnus  in  the  course  of  a  few 
years  the  Committee  of  Founders  would 
constitute  a  pennanent  majority  of  abovt 
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tluree-foorths  of  the  Senate,  and,  in 
fact,  abeorb  all  the  influence  and  func- 
tions of  the  Senate.  The  body,  there- 
fore, which  was  to  control  the  new  Col- 
lege was  to  be  mainlj  composed  of,  or 
to  be  nominated  by,  the  Boman  Catholic 
Archbishops  and  Bishops  of  Ireland. 
Now,  what  would  be  the  effect  of  in- 
troducing the  new  College  into  the 
UniTersityof  Dublin  under  the  condi- 
tions proposed  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  ?  It  was  not  an  ordinary  case 
of  a  newly  founded  Colleffe  being  affi- 
liated with  Oxford  or  CanH>ridfl;e.  The 
proposal  was  to  take  a  small  CoUege 
and  connect  it  with  a  great  one,  on 
terms  of  complete  ecjuality,  in  the  go- 
Tomment  of  the  TTrnversity  and  all  its 
studies.  He  did  not  desire  to  speak 
of  the  small  College  at  all  disrespect- 
fully ;  he  knew  that  amonp;8t  its  Pro- 
fessors were  men  of  emmence,  and 
that  it  had  an  excellent  school  of  medi- 
cine connected  with  it.  He  did  not, 
therefore,  speak  in  the  least  degree  dis- 
paragingly of  it,  but  he  did  say  that  it 
was  simply  ridiculous  to  compare  it  with 
Trinity  Colle^.  How  could  the  one  be 
associated  with  the  other  on  terms  of 
equality?  The  Eoman  Catholic  Pre- 
lates would  consider,  in  the  first  place, 
what,  in  their  opinion,  was  necessary 
for  the  protection  of  the  faith  and 
morals  of  their  flocks,  and  by  that 
rule  they  would  direct  the  course  of 
education.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
Unirersity  of  Dublin  did  not  shrink 
from  iuTCstigation  in  any  department  of 
Science.  Which  section,  then,  was  to 
hare  the  control  ?  It  was  not  a  ques- 
tion of  introducing  a  non-sectarian  Col- 
lege^-a  proposal  whidi  might  be  re- 
sisted on  the  ground  of  expediency — 
but  here  was  a  question  of  principle, 
and  one  which,  in  his  opinion,  involved 
a  strict  limitation  of  the  higher  educa- 
tion of  the  vouth  of  Ireland.  There  was 
no  probabuitv  that  the  new  University 
Council  would  be  able  to  agree  about 
the  Fellowships  to  be  created,  the  course 
of  studies  to  be  pursued,  and  the  various 
other  subjects  which  they  would  be 
inmiediately  called  u^n  to  discuss.  But, 
apart  from  that  consideration,  the  con- 
trol which  the  Archbishops  and  Bishops 
of  the  Boman  Catholic  Church  were  to 
be  allowed  to  exercise  over  the  course 
of  studies  in  the  University  was,  in  his 
opinion,  sufficient  to  condemn  the  Bill. 
Two  theories  of  education  had  prevailed 
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in  Ireland  during  the  last  quarter  of  a 
century.  One  was  in  favour  of  mixed 
education,  and  the  other  in  favour  of 
sectarian  education.  These  two  principles 
were  necessarily  opposed  to  each  other, 
and  if  brought  together  they  must  pro- 
duce estrangements  running  through 
all  classes,  lather  than  that  they  should 
thus  be  brought  together  it  would — if 
the  necessity  for  a  new  policy  should 
ev-er  be  conceded  on  this  question — be 
far  better  to  establish  a  separate  Uni- 
versity. So  far  as  he  coiud  see,  the 
necessary  effect  of  the  Bill  wotdd  be  to 
condemn  the  University  to  an  inter- 
necine feud.  The  authorities  of  Trinitjr 
College  would  be  most  eager  to  do  aU 
they  could  to  promote  the  resort  of 
Catholic  students  to  that  institution  con- 
sistently with  the  princi^es  on  which  it 
was  now  constituted.  Me  might  add, 
in  conclusion,  that  he  believed  the  figures 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  as  to 
the  number  of  Boman  Catholic  students 
in  Trinity  College,  were  not  altogether 
correct.  He  was  informed  the  average 
number  from  1872  to  1876  was  122.  If 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  went  to 
a  division  he  hoped  the  House  would 
reject  the  Bill  by  a  decisive  majority. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr.  David  Flunkei.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  now '  stana  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  LOWE  said,  that  ever  since  he 
took  part  in  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church  and  the  disestablishment 
of  Maynooth,  he  felt  strongly  that  this 
country  lav  under  a  heavy  debt  to  Ire- 
land, which  ought  to  be  paid  in  one  way 
or  the  other.  They  had  withdrawn  from 
that  country  a  large  sum  of  money, 
which,  although  they  might  object  to 
the  way  in  which  it  was  expended,  was 
nevertheless  expended  for  public  pur- 
poses. That  being  so,  he  felt  then  a 
ereat  deal  of  anxiety,  and  the  same 
feeling  influenced  him  now  as  to  how 
they  might  repair  the  injury  which  they 
then  inflicted  upon  Ireland.  The  late 
Government  attempted  to  do  so  in  the 
University  Bill  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Greenwich ;  but  as  they 
had  failed  in  that  attempt,  it  was  not 
likely  that  the  experiment  would  be  re- 
newed.   It  was,  therefore,  with  much 
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interest  he  had  taken  up  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick, 
whose  great  knowledge,  practised  in- 

fenoity,  and  influence  in  Ireland,  might 
aye  been  expected  to  solve  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  he  felt  bound  to  confess  to  a 
feeling  of  disappointment.  Of  the  rea- 
sons which  might  be  cited  for  this  one 
appeared  tp  him  all-suflicing.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  seemed  to  think 
that,  after  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church  and  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Maynooth  Grant,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, representing  the  constituencies  it 
did,  could  be  induced  to  devote  a  sum  of 
no  less  than  £440,000,  and  probably  a 
good  deal  more  afterwards,  towards  the 
foundation  of  a  strictly  Eoman  Catholic 
College.  The  thing  was  simply  impos- 
sible, and  therefore  he  would  not  argue 
whether  it  was  wise  or  right  or  expe- 
dient, to  accept  this  Bill.  There  was  no 
power,  he  believed,  to  induce  the  con- 
stituencies of  this  country  to  consent  to 
such  a  denominational  grant  for  any 
purpose  whatever.  At  all  events,  if  they 
ever  felt  disposed  to  break  the  rule,  it 
would  certainly  not  be  in  favour  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church.  The  thing 
was  so  manifestly  impossible,  that  but 
for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  evi- 
dent sinceri^,  he  could  hardly  have  be- 
lieved the  iBill  to  have  been  brought 
forward  seriously.  The  problem  berore 
them  was  how  they  could  do  something 
to  promote  education  in  Ireland  and 
give  it  an  impulse,  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  wrong  to  grudge  a  considerable 
sum  for  that  purpose,  provided  they 
could  hope  to  attain  the  end  they  had  in 
view.  He  had  always  held  that  the 
question  of  education  was  just  as  much 
a  question  of  abstract  science  and  as 
capable  of  demonstration  as  any  other 
branch  of  political  economy.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  when  people  wanted  to  do 
something  for  education,  they  always 
began  at  the  wrong  end — namely,  by 
endowing  teachers.  But  providing  teach- 
ers did  not  at  all  make  it  follow  that 
people  would  go  and  be  taueht  by  them ; 
and,  further,  so  far  from  we  giving  of 
handsome  salaries  to  persons  who  were 
to  teach,  whether  they  taught  well  or 
not,  promoting  education,  that  was  the 
way  to  put  education  to  sleep.  There- 
fore, what  should  be  done  was  to  work 
on  the  minds  of  the  parents  and  of  the 
young  who  were  to  be  taught  by  giving 
them  some  motive  beyond  what  &ey  had 
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already  to  indnoe  them  to  seek  edncatiaa. 
And  when  that  had  been  done  the  pro- 
blem had  been  solved^  becauae  vienaoB 
were  sure  to  spring  up  who  woold  sappl  j 
the  artide  that  was  wanted,  and  aapp^ 
it  well.  When  the  Indian  Qvil  Serrioe 
and  the  Civil  Service  of  this  country 
were  thrown  open  to  the  oompetition  of 
the  best-educated  persons  who  wished  to 
enter  them,  it  was  never  suppoeed  that 
by  that  they  were  doing  anything  for 
education  beyond  piddnff  out  the  best 
young  men  for  the  Services.  But 
its  effect  on  education  had  been  rtay 
great  indeed.  That  sjrstem  of  competi- 
tion had  re-acted  on  teaching  in  the 
most  extraordinary  manner,  raising  up  a 
class  of  men  who,  without  any  endow- 
ment whatever,  were  able  to  teach  what 
people  wanted  in  the  best  wav.  These 
men  were  accumulating  wealth,  and  ha 
had  heard  of  a  **  crammer,''  as  he  was 
called,  who^as  making  £11,000  a-year, 
which  was  much  more  than  was  ever 
made  by  a  Professor  at  a  XTniveni^. 
Where  did  that  come  from  ?  Why,  the 
teacher  was  really  endowed  by  means  of 
the  prizes  which  were  given  to  the  pupils 
— the  money  passed  through  the  popQ 
into  the  hands  of  the  teacher.  If  there- 
fore they  would  hold  out  to  the  youth  of 
Ireland  handsome  rewards  for  profidencj 
in  knowledge  of  any  kind  that  they 
chose  to  prescribe,  they  might  trust  to 
the  efficacy  of  that  process  for  calling 
into  existence  a  system  of  edacation 
which  would  have  the  advantage  over 
all  other  systems  that  could  be  framed 
of  being  spontaneous,  and  not  beuig 
under  the  control  of  the  Oovenunent,  it 
wotdd  be  free  from  all  those  heart- 
burnings which  made  the  problem  of 
education  in  Ireland,  as  lonff  as  it  was 
provided  by  the  State,  an  absolate  im- 
possibility. He  suggested  whether  tt 
would  not  be  better  at  once  to  give  up 
these  unpractical  notions  with  regard  to 
providing  money  for  the  foundation  of 
an  educational  institution  in  Ireland  or 
elsewhere.  If  they  were  to  take  a  system 
such  as  the  late  Government  planned  in 
1873,  minus  the  common  system  of  teadi- 
ing,  to  which  it  was  then  found  impos- 
sible to  give  effect,  would  not  that  be  a 
very  considerable  improvement  oa  the 
present  state  of  things?  If  thej  had  an 
llxamining  Board,  by  which  young  men 
could  be  examined,  and  if  those  who 
passed  with  distinction  oould  be  provided 
with  Scholarships  or  salaries  adequaie 
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to  enable  them  to  defrajthe  expenses  of 
education  wherever  thej  choose  to  seek 
it,  and  if  they  underwent  another  ex- 
amination after  a  certain  period  corres- 
ponding with  that  for  the  Bachelor's 
degree  in  our  TTniYersities ;  and  those, 
again,  who  distinguished  themsehres  re- 
oeired  ''  idle  Fellowships,"  as  they  were 
called,  for  a  certain  number  of  years — 
if  that  were  done  with  sufficient  liber- 
ality, and  those  prizes  were  open  to  all 
IriiSmien,  without  distinction  of  creed  or 
position,  ther  would  have  done  not  all 
that  could  be  wished,  but  something 
valuable  towards  stimulating  education 
in  Ireland  without  any  interference  of 
the  Government,  and  without  raising  any 
of  those  bumingquestions  of  religion  and 
of  race  with  whidi  it  was  impossible 
to  deal ;  while  the  wants  and  wishes  of 
mankind  themselves  would,  in  the  way 
he  had  indicated,  call  into  existence  a 
sort  of  voluntary  University  to  spve  the 
education  which  people  required.  He, 
therefore,  threw  out  for  the  considera- 
tion of  Irish  Gentlemen  the  suggestion 
that  pupils  who  distinguished  themselves 
should  receive  prizes  which  would  make 
it  worth  while  for  persons  who  were  com- 
petent to  teach  to  organize  themselves 
spontaneously  in  bodies,  and  then  pupils 
would  naturally  go  where  they  thought 
they  would  be  best  off.  Thus  Ihey  would 
obtain  the  best  teachers  who  could  be 
ffot,  and  he  had  no  doubt  there  would 
be  an  emulation  among  them  which 
would  greatly  raise  the  standard  of 
teaching. 

GAPTAor  NOLAN  said,  he  thought 
the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  GbnUe- 
man  (Mr.  Lowe)  would  not  be  altogether 
unacceptable  if  the  people  of  Ireland 
could  not  get  anything  else,  but  they 
would  obj^  to  it  under  present  con- 
ditions. What  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposed  was  a  Ghrand  National 
Handicap,  in  which  the  Catholics,  who 
were  three-fourths  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, were  to  be  enormously  nandicap- 
ped  by  Trinity  College  and  ue  Queeirs 
Clolleges.  For  the  next  three-quarters  of 
a  century  the  Oatlu^c  literary  talent  in 
Ireland  would  be  nowhere  under  the 
scheme  sketched  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, because  it  would  idlow  Secular- 
ists and  Protestants  to  retain  the  advan- 
taffes  which  thejr  had  in  the  Queen's 
OoUeges  and  Trinity  Odlege,  and  then 
to  ooapete  ton  open  prins  with  Ca- 
tholics, who  woula  have  no  correspond- 


ing means  of  being  trained  for  the 
competition.  They  could  not  divide  the 
people  of  Ireland  into  two  classes — 
the  Uterary  and  the  land  proprietary 
class — because  between  them  an  inter- 
mediary line  should  be  drawn,  taking 
in  those  who  went  to  a  University,  not 
knowing  whether  in  the  future  they 
would  have  to  work  for  their  own  living. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  quoted  the 
case  of  the  Indian  Civil  Service,  and 
that  he  (Captain  Nolan)  believed  to  be 
the  most  successful  instance  of  competi- 
tive examination.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman quoted  an  instance  of  a  successful 
teacher  making  £  i  1,000  a-year,  and  had 
said  that  successful  institutions  would 
spring  up  in  Ireland  if  only  sufficient 
time  were  given.  He  (Captain  Nolan) 
did  not  know  the  precise  teacher  alluded 
to ;  but  about  eight  or  ten  years  ago  he 
did  know  a  teacher  who  corresponded  to 
the  description  given,  and  he  was  said 
to  pass  one-half  of  the  men  for  the 
Indian  Civil  Service.  The  special  por- 
tion of  that  education  did  not  take 
long;  but  he  would  ask  if  it  would 
be  for  the  benefit  of  the  moral  and  re- 
ligious training  of  their  sons  to  send 
them,  say  for  two  or  three  years,  to 
join  in  learning  where  no  religion  was 
taught  ?  That  was  the  scheme  proposed 
by  &ie  riKht  hon.  Gentleman,  insteiad  of 
that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
(Mr.  Butt).  They  would  endeavour  to 
have  a  College  or  University  for  them- 
selves»  where  the  sons  of  the  Boman 
Cathdies  could  obtain  the  best  teaching 
in  science  and  literature  with  a  proper 
amount  of  care  for  their  morals  and 
religion.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket)  was  that  of  a  man 
who  desired  nothing  beyond  the  educa- 
tion of  the  Protestant  youth  of  Ireland, 
the  Boman  Catholics  to  submit  them- 
selves entirely  in  this  respect  to  Protes- 
tant control,  and,  in  short,  to  give  up  all 
claim  to  free  and  equal  treatment  in 
educational  matters.  The  real  difficulty 
of  Catholics  was  in  the  teaching  at  Uni- 
versities, and  one  who  took  an  interest 
in  science  found  that  the  teaching  of 
geology  and  other  branches  of  science 
was  supposed  to  have  an  important  bear- 
ing on  the  fundamental  teaching  of  reli- 
gion. It  was  often  not  merely  a  question 
between  Catholics  and  Protestants,  but 
there  were  teachers  of  science  whose  ob- 
ject it  was  to  eliminate  all  religion  firom 
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Ireland.  That  was  the  real  foe  they  had  to 
contend  aeainst  in  the  future.  A  young 
man  who  nad  got  old  traditions  of  reli- 
gion without  having  studied  its  contro- 
yersial  aspects  was  very  likely  to  be  led 
away  by  a  teacher  of  geology,  or  natural 
history,  or  chemistry,  who  could  show 
that  these  were  facts  entirely  opposed  to 
his  religious  belief.  He  £d  not  deny 
that  there  were  secularists  who  were 
moralists  in  the  highest  sense  and  good 
citizens,  and  who  had  brought  up  chil- 
dren to  follow  in  their  footsteps.  But  it 
was  different  in  the  case  of  a  young  man 
who  had  been  taught  as  a  child  the 
Ohristian  religion ;  &r  if  he  was  left  in 
a  College  without  any  one  to  look  after 
his  religious  life  he  wotdd  probably  be- 
come immoral,  when  the  reason  assigned 
him  in  childhood  for  being  moral  had 
been  vanquished.  The  Queen's  Colleges 
in  Ireland  had  been  practically  rejected 
because  there  was  a  belief  that  if  science 
was  taught  without  religion  they  not 
only  destroyed  the  religion  of  the  young 
men  but  their  capacity  for  becoming 
good  citizens.  The  only  useful  purpose 
which  the  Queen's  Colleges  served  was 
to  teach  medical  science,  in  which  he 
believed  they  had  been  very  successful. 
Trinity  College,  Dublin,  to  a  slight  ex- 
tent, was  accepted  by  Catholics.  He 
had  no  complaint  to  make  as  to  attempts 
being  made  in  Trinitv  College,  Dublm, 
to  tamtiper  with  the  religion  of  Catholics, 
but  he  did  complain  that  so  small  a 
number  of  Catholics  went  there.  It  ap- 
peared that,  in  proportion  to  the  popu- 
lation, SO  times  as  many  Protestants  as 
Catholics  received  a  high  education  in 
Ireland.  Was  that  because  Catholics 
did  not  like  a  University  education? 
Not  at  all.  In  the  classical  schools  in 
Ireland  there  were  about  5,000  Catholic 
pupils  and  about  5,000  Protestant  pupils. 
The  reason  of  the  great  difference  be- 
tween the  number  of  Protestant  Univer- 
sity students  and  that  of  Catholic  Uni- 
versity students  was  that  there  were 
endowments  for  Protestants  and  no  en- 
dowments for  Catholics.  Private  enter- 
prize  could  establish  secondary  schools 
for  the  children  of  wealthy  parents ;  but 
there  had  been  no  instance,  even  in 
England,  of  private  enterprize  being 
able  to  provide  University  education. 
It  was  not  fair,  therefore,  to  expect  that 
this  should  be  done  by  the  poorest  part 
of  the  population  of  the  Kingdom,  and 
that  was  the  reason  why  State  assistance 
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was  asked  for.  They  did  not  wiA  to 
put  any  taxation  upon  the  State  for  ihm 
purpose,  and  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  limeridc  did  not 
ask  for  any  such  contribution ;  but  there 
was  a  sum  of  £5,000,000  due  to  Ir«Uiid 
from  the  old  Established  Church,  whldi 
was  originally  Catholic,  and  they  aaked 
for  10  per  cent  of  that  to  be  devoted  to 
Cathobc  University  education.  It  would 
be  an  advantage  to  the  Empire  to  hftv« 
its  intellectual  wealth  increased  by  the 
extension  of  a  Universitv  education  to  a 
laree  class  who  up  to  the  preeent  tiino 
had  not  been  hignly  educated*  He  Ac- 
knowledged that  the  Protestants  in  Ire- 
land were  wealthier  than  the  Catbolica, 
but  it  was  absurd  to  suppose  that  thej 
were  30  times  as  rich.  The  reason  (^ 
the  enormous  disparity  between  the 
number  of  the  Protestants  and  that  of 
the  Catholics  who  received  a  good  Uni- 
versity education  was  veiy  simple :  the 
people  of  Ireland  did  not  wish  tketr 
children  to  lose  their  faith  and  morals 
by  beine  in  an  indifferent  and  secular 
University.  At  present  the  Catholiosde- 
clined  to  avail  themselves  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges  because  they  were  purdj  se- 
cular, and  for  the  same  reason  thej 
could  not  fully  avail  themselves  of  this 
advantages  of  Trinity  College,  beoaase 
for  Roman  Catholics  it  was  very  neariy 
secular.  The  result  was  that  a  Catholic 
had  no  choice  except  to  go  to  a  tho- 
roughly secular  College  or  to  one  whieh 
for  him  was  very  lar^y  secular,  or  to 
dispense  with  the  Umversity  edueatiaa 
altogether.  He  believed  that  if  we 
founded  a  College  which  would  receive 
the  support  of  the  whole  Catholic  deigj 
and  of  me  Catholic  laity  it  would  draw 
in  a  large  number  of  the  Catholic  popula- 
tion.  This  Bill  would  still  allow  the  Pro- 
testants  to  mix  with  Catholics,  and  wcmld 
place  them  in  a  fair  position  with  regaid 
to  each  other.  It  was  said  that  it  was 
good  for  the  Catholics  to  mix  with  the 
Protestants,  but  under  the  existing-  syi- 
tem  only  one-thirtieth  of  the  Cat&olka 
had  an  opportunity  to  mix  with  tbs 
Protestants.  The  principle  of  mixed 
education,  therefore,  came  to  this — that 
to  enable  a  few  Catholic  students  to  mix 
with  the  Protestants  the  large  propovtioa 
of  Catholics  were  excluded  from  educa- 
tion. He  believed  that  the  oppodtka 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  London  (Mr.  Lowe)  proceeded 
firom  two  reasons — first,  his  theoxy  of  aa 
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Examining  Board ;  and,  secondly,  to  a 
certain  Borenees  which  existed  on  the 
front  Opposition  Bench  in  consequence 
of  their  defeat  upon  the  question  of  Irish 
Unirersity  Education  in  1873.  He 
(Captain  Nolan)  and  those  who  thought 
with  him  were  in  favour  of  perfect  free- 
dom of  education ;  but  what  they  con- 
tended for  was  that  without  endowments 
it  was  impossible  to  have  University 
education.  It  was  only  by  establishing 
a  Catholic  University  that  a  fair  share 
of  education  could  be  secured  for  the 
Boman  Catholics  of  Ireland.  In  these 
circumstances,  he  should  support  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  :  Sir,  in  the  few 
words  that  I  have  to  say  I  shall  go  straight 
to  what  I  conceive  to  be  the  point  of  the 
subject  we  are  now  conducting.  The 
Bill  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  city  of  Limerick  (Mr. 
Butt)  seeks  to  place  the  advantages  of 
University  education  within  the  reach 
of  the  Catholics  of  Ireland.  With  this 
object  he  proposes  that  the  Queen  may 
be  graciously  pleased  to  charter,  and 
the  State  adequately  to  endow,  a  College 
under  the  direct  control  and  constant 
supervision  of  the  authorities  of  the 
Catholic  Church  in  Ireland.  This  is, 
shortly,  the  aim  and  scope  of  the  Bill  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Fnend.  I  imagine 
that  if  there  is  anyone  ignorant  of  the 
history  of  the  connection  of  England  and 
Ireland  that  he  would  at  once  ask,  in  the 
first  place,  Is  it  possible  that  the  Irish 
Catholics  do  not  enjoy  the  benefits  of 
University  education ;  and,  in  the  next, 
that  he  would  inquire  however  this  come 
to  pass.  Sir,  as  a  Catholic,  I  will  tell 
him  that  it  is  perfectly  true  that  the 
Irish  Catholics  do  not  enjoy  the  benefits 
of  University  education,  because  the 
State  persistently  refused  to  recognize 
an  educational  bodv  in  Ireland,  essen- 
tially Catholic  in  its  constitution.  It 
was  owinff  to  the  adoption  of  this  policy 
that  the  nostility  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land has  been  excited  to  the  different 
measures  dealing  with  the  subject  which 
have  been  introduced  into  Parliament. 
All  those  measures  have  indicated  an 
intention  to  weaken  the  influence  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Clergy  over  the  people; 
but  it  will  be  for  the  Gbvemment  and 
for  Parliament  to  see  that  the  enemy  of 
revelation  and  of  faith  is  not  allowed  to 
enter  into  the  minds  of  youth  under  the 
guise  of  learning.    I  believe  that  the 


Bill  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  pro- 
poses to  recognize  this  claim,  but  it  also 
proposes  to  give  it  the  official  recogni- 
tion— the  legal  stamp — the  absence  of 
which  has  hi&erto  proved  a  erievous  im- 
pediment to  the  progress  of  University 
education ;  and,  believing  this  to  be  the 
case,  I  am  able  to  give  the  Bill  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  my  most  earnest 
support,  without  fear  of  being  contra- 
dicted by  anyone  who  has  the  slightest 
title  to  speak.  I  lay  down  the  proposi- 
tion that  the  Catholics  cannot  conscien- 
tiously promote  any  system  of  education, 
and,  least  of  all,  any  system  of  Univer- 
sity education  that  is  not  under  the 
direct  control  and  constant  supervision 
of  the  ecclesiastical  authorities  of  the 
Catholic  Church.  There  have  been  two 
courses  open  to  the  State  to  follow — one 
plainly  indicated  by  the  spirit  of  justice 
and  toleration,  which,  if  it  had  not  its 
source  in  the  true  spirit  of  justice,  might 
have  sprung,  one  would  have  thought, 
from  habits  of  long  association;  the 
other  course  pointed  out  by  the  spirit  of 
sectarian  and  national  antipathy,  of  in- 
tolerance rendered  more  intolerable  by 
the  arrogant  pretence  that  it  was  the  in- 
tolerance of  truth,  of  virtue,  of  a  desire 
to  save  those  whom  it  cruelly  oppressed. 
Unfortunately,  in  due  conformity  with 
the  perverse  disposition  of  human  nature, 
the  latter  spirit  prevailed  and  prevails, 
and  the  result  has  oeen,  and  is,  the  denial 
of  University  education  to  the  Catholics 
of  Ireland.  When  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  introduced  his  Bill  for  the 
settlement  of  the  Irish  University  ques- 
tion I  saw  at  once  that  it  did  not  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  case,  inasmuch 
as  it  did  not  recognize  the  rightful  posi- 
tion of  the  Church  in  the  matter.  I  saw 
with  disappointment  that  it  was  a  trim- 
ming measure,  originating,  no  doubt,  in 
a  desire  to  do  for  us  as  much  as  it  was 
thought  the  intolerant  spirit  of  English 
and  Scotch  Badicallsm  would  permit. 
There  was  a  predisposition  to  consider 
favourably  every  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gendeman.  He  had  disestablished 
the  Irish  Protestant  Church.  He  had 
practically  disendowed  it.  He  had,  in  a 
I  certain  extent,  disbanded  it — that  is,  he 
had  rendered  it  difficult  to  know  when 
I  or  what  it  was  as  an  aggressive  Body. 
'  His  policy  had  destroyed  it  by  develop- 
ing a  curious  and  insatiable  mania  of 
internal  controversy,  which  was  gradu* 
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ally  weaning  awaj  that  principle  of  co- 
hesion without  which  a  Church  cannot 
exist,  and  which  is  quite  incompatible 
with  the  assertion  of  the  ri^ht  of  every 
man  to  have  a  religious  theory  of  his 
own.  He  had  also  carried  a  grand 
measure  of  Isrnd  reform,  and  in  so  doing 
had  established  principles  of  inoaloulable 
value  upon  which,  still,  reforms  are  to 
be  built  up.  But  in  all  this  I  saw  no 
reason  why  we  should  accept  an  inade- 
quate Bill,  a  bad  Bill,  a  Bill  manifestly 
n*amed,  not  upon  the  first  principle  of 
giving  us  our  rights,  but  of  giving  us 
such  a  modicum  of  them,  and  giving  us 
that  modicum  in  such  a  roundabout 
way,  as  would  not  irritate  by  wounding 
the  religious  susceptibilities  of  the  fre- 
quenters of  conventicles  and  tabemades 
in  England  and  Scotland.  In  every 
relation  of  life  I  felt  myself  aggrieved 
as  a  Catholic,  as  a  teacher,  and  as  an 
Irishman,  that  strangers  should  assert 
a  right,  and  that  right  should  be  recog- 
nized by  a  Government  professing  to 
govern  Ireland  justly — that  strangers 
should  assert  a  right  to  decide  the  cha- 
racter of  the  education  that  I  was  to 
give  my  children  at  the  most  critical 
moment  of  their  lives.  I  desire  that 
my  sons  should  have  the  advantage  of  a 
University  course;  but  as  I  desire, 
before  all  things,  that  they  shall  be 
Catholics,  I  wish  their  University  course 
will  be  under  the  control  and  super; 
vision  of  the  authorities  of  the  Church. 
The  Dissenters  of  England  and  Scot- 
land are  kind  enough  not  to  obiect  to 
our  calling  ourselves  Catholics ;  but  as 
the  Dissenters  of  England  and  Scotland 
wish  to  make  Catholics  that  will  reject 
the  infallibility  of  the  Pope,  that  will 
deny  the  Divine  mission  of  Bishops, 
that  all  think  it  fair  to  talk  about  priest- 
craft, the  Dissenters  think  the  best  way 
to  do  this  is  to  withhold  from  us  a  Uni- 
versity system  subject  to  ecclesiastical 
influences.  You  are  always  boasting  of 
being  the  friends  of  civil  and  religious 
liberty ;  but  while  you  are  talking  and 
bragging  in  this  way,  you  are  inflicting 
on  Uatholic  Ireland  disabilities  in  that 
all  importcmt  matter  of  education  to 
which  she  has  to  submit  for  conscience 
sake,  and  which  it  taxes  her  patience  to 
the  utmost  to  endure.  Then,  Sir,  when 
I  saw  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  lacked 
either  the  wul  or  the  courage  to  do  us 
Ml  justice,  I  gave  his  Bill  ever^  opposi- 
tion in  my  power.    I  opposed  it  m  my 
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place  in  this  House;  I  opposed  it  in  the 
Lobby ;  I  opposed  it  whwever  its  meriti 
were  the  sabjeot  of  disoiiMioa;  and  I 
flatter  myself  I  materially  aansted  to 
throw  it  out.  When  eome  of  the  Biahope 
wrote  to  me  to  know  if  the  Bifl  ooaJd 
not  be  amended,  I  answered  that  it  ooqU 
not;  that.  Sir,  at  the  time  I  was  writin^y 
all  that  was  good  in  it  had  been  aacn- 
ficed  to  anti-Catholic  bigotir.  To  those 
who  counselled  expediency  I  replied  tluii 
the  days  of  half  measoree  were  eone ; 
that  the  Bepresentatives  of  the  Oatnoliee 
were  here  in  full  force ;  that  we  did  not 
now  owe  our  position  to  the  fbt«e  of 
landlords,  but  to  the  free  votes  of  the 
people,  who  were  sound  to  the  eore  on 
this  question ;  and  that  we  should  go 
for  the  fuU  measure  of  our  edncntional 
rights — ^that  is,  for  a  system  of  Uni- 
versity education  that  was  thorooghhr 
Catholic.  I  recommended  that  we  should 
seek  the  alliance  of  all  those  who  woold 
join  us  in  opposing  the  anti-CSnistian 
f eelinf^  that  sought  the  overtiizow  of  all 
ecclesiastical  authority — the  spread  of 
godless  education.  WeU,  Sir,  as  the 
Bill  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
does  propose  to  eive  us  a  thorooghly 
Catholic  system  of  University  ednoatian 
— as  it  is  exclusively  framed  with  a  view 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  fathers  and 
mothers  of  Oatholio  Ireland,  without  any 
reference  to  the  religions  vagaries  of 
those  whose  interference  in  the  matter 
at  all  is  a  most  unjustifiable  aggression 
upon  our  most  sacred  rights — ^I  oome  to 
its  support  with  all  the  ardour  with 
which  I  hastened  firom  Ireland  to  op- 
pose the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich.  The 
first  Schedule  of  the  Bill  contains  the 
names  of  the  trustees  to  be  incorpo- 
rated as  the  Committee  of  Fonndeis  of 
the  College.  I  find  the  name  of  the 
Most  Eminent  and  Most  Bev.  Paul  Car- 
dinal Cullen,  D.D.,  Boman  Oatholie 
Archbishop  of  Dublin ;  that  of  the  Most 
Eev.  Daniel  M'G^ttigan,  D.D.,  Boman 
Catholic  Archbishop  of  Armagh;  that 
of  the  Most  Bev.  Dr.  MaoHale, 
Boman  Catholic  Archbishop  of  Tnam ; 
that  of  the  Most  Bev.  Thomas  W. 
Croke,  D.D.,  Boman  Catholio  Arch- 
bishop of  CasheL  Then  follow  the 
names  of  several  other  Boman  Ca- 
tholic Bishops.  Sir,  these  names  are  a 
sufficient  guarantee  to  us  that  in  this 
institution  religion  and  learning  will  go 
hand-in-hand.  There  cannot  be  a  doubt 
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about  its  being  essentially  ecclesiasti- 
cal and  Catholic  in  its  constitution — 
"priestly,"  if  you  will.  I  anticipate 
bearing,  by  way  of  a  reproach  to  our  in- 
telligence and  our  manhood,  that  we  were 
and  are  to  be  priest-ridden.  I  have  heard 
this  before,  but  I  never  notice  it,  though 
I  always  regard  it  as  a  most  offensive 
and  gratuitous  piece  of  rudeness.  I  would 
no  more  think  of  explaining  and  justi- 
fying the  sentiments  that  unite  us  to 
our  priests  than  I  would  think  of  ex- 
plaining and  justifying  the  filial  senti- 
ment that  binds  our  families  together. 
I  say  with  pride  that  Ireland  is  for  and 
with  her  priests ;  and  it  is  in  order  that 
she  may  continue  to  be  for  and  with 
them  that  we  who  are  responsible  for 
the  legislation  of  our  day  are  resolved 
that  she  shall  have  a  system  of  Uni- 
versity education  such  as  that  proposed 
in  the  Bill  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
There  is  one  thing,  at  all  events,  upon 
which  we  are  agreed — that  a  University 
education  may  be  very  useful  for  the 
purposes  of  Hfe.  Some  hold  that  a 
man  is  worth  nothing  who  has  not  gone 
through  a  University  course;  others, 
indeed,  hold  that  it  is  not  every  man 
who  has  the  capacity  to  derive  any  ex- 
traordinary ana  exceptional  advantages 
from  a  University  course.  I  have  heard 
them  maintain  that  when  men  of  small 
brains  ascend  into  the  higher  regions 
of  study  that  they  become  mere  think- 
ers— that  is,  inventors  of  puzzles  for 
themselves  and  everybody  else — and 
that  they  afterwards  infest  society  in  the 
shape  of  prigs.  Some  go  so  far  as  to 
argue  that  every  man  in  the  community 
should  have  a  University  education. 
This,  however,  seems  to  me  to  be  going 
much  too  far.,  I  see  nothing  derogatory 
to  the  reputation  of  our  agricultural 
labourers  in  their  confounding  the 
science  of  nature  with  the  very  useful 
physics  that  are  to  be  found  in  the  local 
dispensary;  or  in  their  being  entirely 
ignorant  of  the  reasons  that  made  vege- 
tarians of  the  Pythagoreans ;  or  of  the 
speculations  of  certain  other  philoso- 
phers as  to  the  gyrations  of  the  planets, 
as  to  what  the  sun,  moon,  and  stars  por- 
tend in  various  conditions  of  obscurity 
or  vividness;  for  our  complaint  is  not 
that  your  anti-Catholic  prejudices  have 
kept  us  in  complete  ignorance  of  the 
higher  branches  of  knowledge,  but  that 
your  prejudices  stay  us  in  the  pursuit 
of  those  higher  studies ;  that  we  have  a 


right  to  the  advantages  you  confer  upon 
others ;  and  that  you  withhold  from  us 
that  official  recognition,  that  legislative 
stamp  which  confers  upon  University 
education  its  value  in  the  estimation  of 
society,  and  enables  a  man  to  utilize  to 
the  very  utmost  his  superior  attainments. 
To  my  mind  it  is  only  in  the  matter  of 
University  education  that  we  have  a 
very  substantial  and  very  grievous 
charge  to  bring  against  the  Government. 
In  every  essential  particular  the  primary 
schools  are  Catholic;  vast  numbers  of 
the  patrons  are  priests;  the  school- 
masters and  schoolmistresses  are  all 
Catholics,  who  frequent  the  sacrameiifts, 
who  say  the  Rosary,  who  teach  the  Ca- 
techism in  an  admirable  manner,  and 
who  would,  I  am  confident,  rather  die 
than  by  word  or  deed  call  in  question 
or  in  any  way  disparage  the  articles  of 
faith  or  the  practices  we  reverence  and 
love.  It  is  true  that  we  are  not  permit- 
ted to  hang  upon  the  walls  of  our  pri- 
mary schools  these  emblems  of  our  faith 
we  hold  dear;  but  as  we  know  they 
have  already  been  impressed  upon  the 
foreheads  and  hearts  of  the  children  by  a 
mother's  hand  and  a  mother's  words,  and 
generally  form  the  sole  decoration  of  the 
peasant's  home,  this  is  not  a  point  about 
which  we  deem  it  necessary  to  quarrel 
with  you.  I  am  convinced  there  is  not 
a  parish  in  the  South,  Centre,  East,  or 
West  of  Ireland  where  the  presence  of 
a  schoolmaster  or  mistress  who  availed 
themselves  of  th^r  position  to  circulate 
opinions  at  variance  with  Catholic  teach- 
ing would  be  tolerated  by  the  people 
for  a  week.  The  schools  of  the  Nuns 
and  Christian  Brothers  are  of  course  all 
that  could  be  desired  for  the  purposes 
of  intermediate  education.  There  are 
the  diocesan  seminaries,  and  the  Col- 
leges throughout  the  United  Eangdom, 
to  which  the  children  of  the  middle 
classes  of  the  gentry — of  all  those,  in 
fact,  who  can  aiford  to  spend  somewhat 
largely  in  education — are  exclusively 
sent,  and,  mark !  they  are  all  under 
ecclesiastical  management.  These  latter 
institutions  may  be  said  to  combine  the 
primary  and  intermediate  systems.  The 
House,  I  think,  will  see  in  a  moment 
that  there  is  nothing  irrelevant  in  my 
directing  its  attention  to  the  circumstance 
that  the  primary  and  intermediate 
schools  which  the  fathers  and  mothers 
of  Catholic  Ireland,  of  all  classes,  select 
of  their  own  tree  choice,  and  to  which 
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only  tHey  will  send  their  oliildreny  are 
iinder  ecclesiastical  management.  My 
object  is  that  you  should  draw  the  in- 
eyitable  inference  that  the  fathers  and 
mothers  of  Catholic  Ireland  desire  for 
their  sons  a  University  system  under 
similar  management.  It  is  preposte- 
rous to  tell  us,  because  incredible,  that 
you  think  that  we  wish  for  a  breach  at 
the  very  culminating  point  of  the  well 
of  knowledge.  There  is  impregnable 
testimony  that  we  wish  the  education  of 
our  children  to  be  completed  subject  to 
the  influences  under  which  it  began; 
and  it  is  for  you  to  reconcile,  if  you  can, 
with  justice,  with  principles  of  equality, 
and  of  the  due  exercise  of  our  parental 
authority,  your  withholding  from  us  a 
Universify  system  we  conscientiously  ap- 
prove, in  order  to  force  upon  us  one 
you  yourselves  prefer.  What  you  are 
doing  amounts  purely  and  simply  to  an 
attempt  to  supersede  us  in  the  manage- 
ment of  our  children.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment (Mr.  Plunket)  not  unnaturally 
puts  forwards  the  idea  that  we  ought 
to  be  satisfied  with  Trinity  CoUeg^. 
Over  and  over  asain  we  have  shown 
that  we  cannot  oe  satisfied  with  it, 
but  he  still  perseveres  in  his  view,  as 
if  he  thought  we  did  not  know  our  own 
minds.  But  few  Catholics  avail  them- 
selves of  Trinity  College.  Some  bodies 
agree  in  disliking  us  as  Eoman  Catho- 
lics, £md  their  principal  bond  of  union 
is  hostility  to  all  ecclesiastical  authority. 
As  those  sentiments  can  have  no  place 
in  the  minds  of  hon.  Qentlemen  oppo- 
site, I  turn  with  some  confidence  to 
them,  and  I  can  say,  speaking  for  myself 
as  a  Catholic,  that  I  never  shall  be  found 
amongst  the  assailants  of  the  honour  or 
emoluments  of  the  Episcopal  Church  of 
England.  I  also  have  confidence  in  the 
great  mass  of  the  English  people,  arising 
from  my  firm  reliance  in  their  love  of 
justice  and  fair-play.  I  will  only  ask 
them,  now  that  tney  can  read,  to  turn  to 
history,  and  learn  from  their  own  Pro- 
testant historians  —  from  Hume  and 
others — that  when  the  State  conferred 
wealth  and  power  upon  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church,  that  her  wealth  she 
distributed  amongst  the  poor,  that  her 
power  she  used  in  their  defence.  I  will 
then  ask  them  to  close  the  book,  and 
see  with  their  own  eyes,  if  now,  when 
she  has  neither  wealth  nor  riches,  when 
her   position,    fortunately,    places   her 
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above  the  suspicion  of  being  actoatgd 
by  selfish  considerations,  her  minisl«n 
are  not  as  eager  to  be  at  the  aide  of  the 
poor  man  in  all  his  struggles  and  trials 
as  in  the  days  of  her  wealth,  and  sta- 
tion, and  auUiority  ?  We,  on  our  part, 
are  anxious  fidthiully  to  discharge  all 
the  duties  of  citizenship.  I  feanatalj 
assert  that  in  all  the  wide  range  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions  there  are  no  more 
loyal  citizens  than  thoee  propoeed  to  be 
incorporated  by  this  Bill  as  the  Oom- 
mittee  of  Founders  of  this  Cathobr 
College;  that  are  loyal  to  the  Throne 
from  their  profound  veneration  for  the 
ffreat  principle  of  Monarchy;  that  are 
h)yal  to  your  institutions,  from  their 
convictions  that  they  are  better  cakn- 
lated  than  any  other  to  contribute  to  and 
ensure  the  happiness  of  mankind.  I 
shall  conclude  by  reading  a  few  words 
delivered  from,  the  pulpit  of  the  Cathnlici 
pro-Cathedral  of  Dublin  on  the  oocaooii 
of  the  celebration  of  0'Connell*s  oen- 
tenary.  That  audience  was  compleCelj 
representative  of  the  Catholicity  of  Ire* 
land.  All  the  Archbishops  and  Biahopa 
were  present,  together  with  repreeeota- 
tives  m)m  all  the  municipal  and  ootpo- 
rate  bodies  and  every  section  of  sooie^. 
The  preacher  said — 

**I  beg  of  you  to  look  at  our  poatioii  •• 
Irishmen  and  as  Catholics  to-day.  At  Iridmon 
we  all  stand  on  the  same  platlonn  of  the  lav. 
The  massce  of  our  people  are  being  edncatful 
mostly,  it  is  tme,  nnoer  a  State  system,  vhich, 
though  ho[  "from  being  all  that  can  be  desipd, 
has  in  many  respects  and  in  Tarioos  localities 
been  eminently  osefuL  The  foreign  Church  has 
been  humbled,  the  ri^ts  of  the  oocnpMn  c^ 
the  soil  have  to  some  extent  been  reoogmiKL 
Other  minor  adrantages  have  been  ■ecored,  and 
we  are  fast  woridnff  oorselyes  into  that  poaitiaB 
of  equality  and  independence  whidk  ererr  sob- 
ject  should  occupy  under  the  protection  of  what 
I  am  not  afraid  to  designate  as  the  best  balanced 
Constitution  in  the  woiid.  As  Ostholici  we 
haye  every  reason  to  be  proud." 

These  are  the  words  of  the  Most  Bev. 
Thomas  W.  Croke,  Boman  Cathc^ 
Archbishop  of  Cashel,  one  of  thoee 
proposed  by  this  Bill  to  be  incorpaimted 
as  one  of  the  Committee  of  Founders 
of  this  Catholic  College.  These  words 
are  endorsed  by  the  whole  of  the  GathoUe 
hierarohv,  and  yet,  Sir,  the  State  reftitee 
to  oommission  them  to  educate  the  Toatht 
of  Ireland.  Why  is  this?  Their  loyalty 
you  cannot  doubt ;  their  virtne  yon  do 
not  impeach.  With  the  beet  of  yoathey 
are  prepared  to  enter  the  lists  aa  aoholare. 
Why,  then,  do  you  reAise  to  place  them 
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in  that  poeitioii  for  which  they  are  so 
pre-eminently  qualified,  and  which  our 
unqualified  trust  caUs  upon  you  to  confer 
upon  them  ?  I  blush  to  have  to  men- 
tion the  reason — it  is  because  they  are 
Archbishops  and  Bishops  of  the  Catholic 
Church.  This  is  conduct  that  sorely  tries 
those  who  advise  the  Irish  people  to  hare 
faith  in  the  Imperial  Parliament.  When 
challenged  on  this  question  I  hang  my 
head  with  shame,  and  have  nothing  to 
say  but  that  I  cannot  bring  myself  to 
bwere  that  firom  mere  prejudice  the 
Parliament  and  people  of  England  will 
perserere  in  a  pohcy  of  injustice.  I 
shall  give  n^  vote  for  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  ^ill. 

Mb.  ERRINGTON:  Mr.  Speaker- 
It  is  very  often  said  that  Irish  questions, 
and  consequently  Irish  Members,  occupy 
a  somewhat  undue  share  of  the  time  and 
attention  of  the  House.  I  think  it  is 
important  to  consider  for  a  moment  the 
exact  meaning  of  this ;  for  it  must  mean 
one  of  two  thiuKs.  Either  it  must  mean 
that,  in  the  opmion  of  this  House,  and 
of  the  public  out-of-doors,  there  really  is 
not  at  present  in  connection  with  Ire- 
land any  question  of  such  vital  and  im- 
mediate importance  as  to  justify  us  in 
pressing  ourselves  as  we  do  on  the  at- 
tention of  the  House;  or  else  it  must 
mean  that,  no  matter  how  urgent  or  im- 
portant Irish  questions  may  be,  the 
House  has  neither  the  time,  nor  the  in- 
clination to  devote  itself  to  Uiem.  Now, 
let  me  at  once,  for  my  own  part  at  least, 
entirely  repudiate  the  latter  interpreta- 
tion. I  have  not  long  had  the  honour  of 
a  seat  in  this  House ;  but  even  a  shorter 
time  than  I  have  been  here  would  have 
been  enough  to  convince  methatthe  House 
is  always  ready  and  willing  to  consider 
Irish  questions  in  the  fairest  and  most 
friendly  manner.  It  must  then  be  the 
casCj  that  after  all  that  has  occurred, 
after  all  that  has  been  said  and  done  for 
years,  in  Ireland  and  in  England,  in  this 
House  and  out  of  it,  in  the  public  Press, 
and  throuffh  all  the  various  channels 
by  which  Sie  feeling  of  a  nation  is  ex« 
pressed,  this  country  has  not  yet  realized 
the  fact,  that  the  question  of  Education, 
and  especially  University  Education,  is, 
as  regards  Ireland,  one  which  admits  of 
no  further  delay ;  that  it  cannot  continue 
for  ever  to  be  bandied  about  firom  Party 
to  Party,  to  be  treated  year  after  ^ear 
like  some  second  or  third-rate  adminis- 
trative  measure,  a  Bankruptcy,  or  a 


Valuation  Bill.  But  if  this  is  so,  if  the 
importance  of  this  question  is  so  little 
understood,  can  we  who  come  here  under 
the  heavy  responsibility  of  knowing  what 
it  really  is — that  it  affects  not  omy  the 
present  and  future  of  our  own  country, 
but  also,  and  mostmaterially,  Uieinterests 
of  England  as  affected  by  its  relations 
with  Lreland— do  otherwise  than,  ful- 
filling the  pledges  given  to  our  constitu- 
ents, press  this  question  by  ^Y&rsf  means 
in  our  power  (evenr  fair  means  of  course) 
on  the  attention  of  the  House  ?  and  the 
more  so  when,  as  I  have  observed,  so 
many  of  us  believe,  that  it  only  re- 
quires to  be  fully  known  and  under- 
stood here,  in  order  to  obtain  immediate 
redress.  Surely  no  stronger  justification 
than  this  is  needed  for  the  way  in  which 
we  have  urged — and  in  which,  I  say  it 
plainly,  we  must  continue  to  urge — this 
matter  until  the  necessary  redress  is  ob- 
tained. Sir,  within  the  last  two  months 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  Gh^nwich,  in  one  of  those  addresses 
to  which  his  great  eloquence  and  great 
position  give  a  national  importance, 
spoke  at  some  length  on  the  condition 
of  Ireland ;  and  in  a  tone  rather  of  sor- 
row than  anger  alluded  to  the  want  of 
appreciation  and  gratitude  we  in  Ireland 
had  shown  for  the  various  measures  he 
and  his  Friends  had  in  late  years  passed 
for  our  benefit.  I  merely  mention  this 
as  one  of  the  few  points  on  which  it  is  a 
pleasure  to  me  to  differ  from,  and  even 
to  contradict,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  can  assure  him  he  is  quite  mistaken  in 
thinking  that  his  measures  of  redress 
have  not  been  most  gratefully  appre- 
ciated in  Ireland ;  and  let  me  say  they 
are  none  the  less  so,  because  he  did  not 
succeed  in  doing  all  we  hoped  he  would 
do,  and  all  he  tried  most  fairly  and  loyally 
to  do.  Our  gratitude,  let  me  add,  is  en- 
tirely disinterested,  it  refers  to  what  has 
been  done,  and  it  is  not,  as  gratitude  is 
sometimes  defined,  a  lively  expectation 
of  future  favours.  Why,  daily  we  feel 
more  and  more  how  much  we  owe  to 
these  measures  and  to  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  who  carried  them.  Within 
the  last  fortnight  we  have  had  a  striking 
illustration  of  their  effect.  The  12th  of 
July,  the  great  Oranse  anniversary,  so 
long  the  occasion  of  diameful  scenes  of 
riot  and  bloodshed,  has  this  year  passed 
off  with  entire  tranauillity.  It  was,  as 
usual,  celebrated  with  the  flying  of  flags 
and  the  beating  of  drums;  in  fact,  as 
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UBual,  with  all  the  pomp  and  circum- 
stance of  glorious  war ;  but  fortunately, 
and  most  unusually,  without  any  of  the 
other  accompaniments  of  war.  The 
reason  of  this  is  so  fairly  and  so  admi- 
rably put  in  a  few  lines  in  The  Times  of 
the  14th,  that  I  venture  to  quote  them, 
and  the  more  so  as  they  are  from  the 
pen  of  one  whose  judgment  and  know- 
ledge of  Irish  matters  are  well  known. 
The  writer,  after  stating  that  the  cele- 
brations passed  off  quietiy,  says — 

"  This  result  was  not  due  to  any  disposition 
on  the  part  of  the  Roman  Catholic  popalation  to 
reg^ard  the  demonstrations  in  some  places  as  too 
insignificant  to  he  worthy  of  notice,  and  in  others 
as  too  f ormidahle  to  be  attacked  with  impunity, 
hut  rather  to  the  influence  of  their  clergy,  and 
the  abatement  of  sectarian  rancour,  which  is 
more  hitter  in  a  subject  race.  With  the  con- 
sciousness of  power  derived  from  the  possession 
of  equal  rights  and  privile^,  with  a  prepon- 
derance of  numbers  even  m  'the  Protestant 
North,'  they  can  afford  to  look  with  equanimity, 
if  not  a  generous  indulg^ce,  on  displays  whidi 
were  exasperating  so  long  as  they  wore  regarded 
as  the  triumphs  of  an  insolent  asoenduLoy.  They 
are  now  divested  of  this  character,  and  are  looked 
on  as  having  little  more  significance  than  mere 
holiday  pastimes.  Orange  flags  floated  from  the 
steeples  of  many  churches,  and  even  private 
houses  were  festooned  with  lilies." 

Sir,  I  would  ask — Could  the  right  hon. 
Q^ntleman  have  hoped  for  happier  or 
speedier  results  of  his  legislation  ?  And 
if  these  are  the  results  of  a  partial  redress 
of  our  grievances,  what  may  we  not  fairly 
and  reasonably  hope  from  that  more 
complete  redress  for  which  we  have  so 
long  prayed,  and  for  which  we  are  now 
once  more  Petitioners  to  Parliament? 
In  the  Birmingham  speech  to  which  I 
have  alluded,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman, 
after  glancing  at  certain  Parliamentary 
incidents  doubtless  in  the  recollection  of 
most  hon.  Members,  and  which  he  termed, 
I  think,  ''little  inconveniences  and  se- ' 
condary  evils/'  went  on  to  speak  in  these 
remarkable  terms  of  the  condition  of 
Ireland.     He  said  he  had  an — 

'*  UndoubUng  and  cheerful  confidence  that 
the  Union  of  tbeee  two  countries  may  be  said 
now  to  rest  on  something  like  a  firm  foundation; 
and  the  aspect  which  Uiey  will  present  to  the 
world  will  be  no  lon^  one  open  to  ungenial 
criticism,  but  one  which,  on  the  oontranr,  will 
draw  from  every  enlightened  foreigner  the  ad- 
mission that  we  endeavour  in  our  legislation, 
and  in  our  institutions,  to  secure  justice  to  all, 
and  to  g^ve  to  every  man,  so  far  as  depends  on 
us,  the  means  of  the  healthful,  beneficial,  suo- 
oessful  employment  of  the  faculties  with  whidi 
God  haa  endowed  him." 

These,  Sir,  are  noble  words ;  they  seem 
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to  me  singularly  applicable  to  the  pre- 
sent question,  and  they  are  so  eloquent 
as  almost  to  delude  us  into  the  belief 
that  they  are  actually  being  reeliied.  I 
only  wish  they  were.  I  folly  admit  the 
force  of  the  appeal  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman makes  to  foreign  eritacism;  bo 
one  values  more  than  I  do  what  a  Smtck 
poet  calls  the  fairy  gift — ''T6  see  our* 
selves  as  others  see  us;"  bat  I  take 
liberty  to  question  whether  the  enligfat* 
ened  foreigner  appealed  to  would  take 
this  very  cauUHr-de-roee  view  of  the  nts- 
ation.  Why,  I  will  suppoee  him  here 
present  this  evening,  seated  in  that  Gal- 
lery opposite  you,  Sr.  I  would  sappow 
him  te  be  fairly  conversant  with  the 
general  state  of  the  question ;  I  would 
suppose  him  to  know  uiat  all  parties  are 
unanimous  as  to  the  necessity  of  some 
sort  of  University  education  for  Ireland ; 
I  would  suppose  him  to  know  how  ear- 
nestly and  how  anxiously  the  people  of 
Irelsjid  have  long  been  praying  for  this 
education,  but  praying  to  have  it  under 
the  only  conditions  under  whidi  they 
can  or  ought  oonscientiouBly  to  avail 
themselves  of  it ;  I  would  suppose  him, 
last  but  not  least,  to  know  that  to  grant 
what  they  ask  would  not  cost  the  Briti^ 
taxpayer  one  sixpence.  Well,  I  venture 
to  think  that  after  listening  to  this  de- 
bate, the  enlightened  foreigner  would  be 
somewhat  puzzled ;  he  womd  be  inclined 
to  ask  some  such  question  as  this — "How 
is  it  that  the  English  House  of  Oom- 
mens,  which  not  only  has  the  reputation  of 
being  one  of  the  most  enlightened  and 
liberal-minded  Assemblies  in  the  world, 
but  has  given  proofs  of  this  in  its  recent 
legislation  for  Ireland,  hesitates  so  long 
to  complete  the  redress  it  has  beg^,  hj 
concessions  apparently  so  just,  so  all  im- 
portant to  Ireland,  so  easy  to  £kigland 
to  grant?  What  is  the  mysterious  cause, 
the  secret  difficulty,  which  hinders  the 
accomplishment  of  this  redress?"  Prob- 
ing the  question  to  the  bottom,  and  pass- 
ing over  side  and  irrelevant  issues,  this 
is  the  answer  he  would  at  length  rearh, 
and  it  is,  I  am  convinced,  the  real  root 
of  the  question.  He  would  be  t<dd — 
"We  have  laid  down  for  oureelTes  a  role 
that  in  foture  no  public  money  shall  be 
granted  for  any  purpose  which  can  by 
any  means  be  construed  as  fkvoniing  or 
supporting  religion,  or  any  form  of  r^- 
g^on ;  this  rule  suits  the  present  tone  of 
our  public  opinion,  and  we  are  deter- 
mined to  force  it  on  the  people  of  Irdand, 
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although  we  know  it  entails  eonsequences 
abhorrent  to  the  whole  spirit  and  con- 
soienoe  of  that  nation,  and  that  it  offends 
and  insults  their  most  oherished  and  most 
respectable  convictions."  I  think,  Sir, 
that  enlightened  foreigner  would  return 
to  his  country  a  sadder,  if  a  Viser  man ; 
sadder  to  think  that  no  amount  of  fairness 
or  generosity  shown  in  the  ordinary  affedrs 
of  ufe,  will  guarantee  that  even  common 
justice  or  common  prudence  will  prerail 
when  these  questions  come  to  be  compli- 
cated with  religious  considerations.  For 
we  have  it  here— a  rule  purely  specu- 
lative, which  from  the -nature  of  things 
never  can  be  demonstrated  to  be  right  or 
wrong,  is  to  be  forced  on  us  in  matters 
of  the  most  practical  and  gravest  impor- 
tance and  obligation ;  and  this  although 
we  have  just  as  much  right,  and  are  just 
as  likely  to  be  right,  in  considering  that 
rule  injurious  and  wrong,  as  you  can 
possibly  be  in  thinking  it  beneficial  and 
right.  I  never  like  to  use  strong  words, 
for  they  do  not  advance  an  argument; 
but  I  cannot  help  feeing  veiy  strongly 
on  this  point.  It  does  seem  to  me  so 
intolerant  to  force  a  mere  opinion  on 
those  who  differ  from  it  when  the  ques- 
tion is  one  of  the  most  practical  and 
conscientious  obligation  perhaps  in  this 
world.  I  believe  the  intolerance  of  this 
will  one  day  be  recogniised,  and  that 
then,  as  we,  when  we  read  history^  look 
back  with  wonder  at  what  we  call  the  in- 
tolerance of  our  ancestors,  so  will  those 
who  come  after  us  wonder,  and,  per- 
haps, with  more  reason,  considering  our 
greater  enlightenment  and  civilization, 
that  even  in  this  19th  century,  and  in 
this  country  of  so  much  real  freedom, 
that  in  religious  questions  we  could  not 
rise  above  the  pettiest  and  most  miser- 
able jealousies.  People  often  talk  of 
P^veming  Ireland  according  to  Irish 
ideas.  I  never  liked  the  expression,  be- 
cause it  suggests  the  absurdity  that  Irish 
ideas  of  justice  and  right  are  different 
from  those  of  the  rest  of  the  world. 
What,  of  course,  it  really  means  is,  that 
Ireland  oueht  to  be  governed  by  laws 
suited  to  the  circumstances  of  Ireland. 
We  ask  you,  in  &ct,  to  govern  Ireland 
as  you  would  have  governed  England, 
had  the  conditions  of  England  been 
similar  to  those  of  Ireland.  This  has 
been  done,  to  a  certain  extent,  in  secular 
matters.  The  land  laws  of  Enelaad,  if 
any  laws,  were  deeply  tooled  in  tiie  insti- 
tutions of  this  country,  so  much  so  as  al-  I 


most  to  have  the  sacred  character  of  the 
proverbially  unchanging   laws  of  the 
Modes  and  Persians ;  yet  when  a  liberal- 
minded  Assembly  came  to  realize  that 
those  laws,  however  suited  to  this  coun- 
try, were  entirely  unsuited  to  the  con- 
ditions of  Ir^and,  they  were  modified  to 
suit  Ireland,  with  the  happiest  and  most 
promisini^  results.   When  the  same  prin- 
ciples of  justice  are  allowed  to  prevail  in 
questions  affecting  religion,  then  the  re- 
oress  for  which  we  ask  will  be  complete. 
When  England  not  only  admits  grudg- 
ingly the  Ieu^  that  Ireland  is  Catholic, 
but  is  prepared  frankly  to  recognize  that 
she  must  remain  so,  and  that  i£e  should 
be  allowed  to  develop  herself  fairly  ac- 
cording to  her  Oatholidsm,  as  England 
is  allowed  to  develop  herself  according 
to  its  Protestantism ;  then,  in  the  words 
I  have '  quoted,  the  union  of  these  two' 
countries  will  rest  on  something  like  a 
firm  foundation,  and  will  need  no  Co- 
ercion Acts  to  defend  it  against  disaffec- 
tion and  disloyalty,  which  will  then  no 
longer  exist.    Sir,  I  wish  I  could  hope 
tiiat  this  would  be  the  last  debate  on 
Irish  University  Education  we  may  ever 
have  to  listen  to.    I  know,  of  course, 
that  under  no  circumstances  can  the  Bill 
before  us  become  law  this  year ;  it  will, 
however,  have  done  good  service  if  it 
has  helped  to  bring  home  to  English  and 
8ootch  Members,  and  to  the  leaders  of 
Party,  that  justice  and  expediency  both 
demand  this  question  should  be  settled 
once  for  all,  and  disposed  of.    Let  me 
say  also  that  while  recogniring  the  ereat 
ability  with  which  this  Bill  has  been 
drawn,  and  while  perfectiy  willing  to 
accept  it  as  a  solution  of  the  question,  I 
am  not  prepared  to  maintain  that  it  is 
the  only  possible  solution,  or  even  the 
best  that  could  be  devised.    On  the  con- 
trary, I  see  many  difficulties  in  its  way : 
I  see  it  array  against  itself  the  opposi- 
tion of  one  most  formidable  body.    If, 
then,  other  plans  are  proposed  by  which 
these  difficulties  and  oppositions  can  be 
diminished  or  obviated,  we    ought  to 
consider  them,  and  I  should  do  so  in  the 
fullest  and  fairest  way.    I  know  it  is 
often  said  that  this  question  is  of  so 
ticklish,  so  dangerous  a  kind  that  no 
prudent  Minister  would  venture  to  touch 
it.    Sir,  the  danger — if  danger  there  is — 
is  not  in  touching  tiie  question,  but  in 
leaving  it  so  long  and  so  hopelessly  un- 
settled.   It  is  now  ripe  for  solution*  and 
I  am  convinced  that  m  the  present  state 
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of  feeling,  a  Minister  needs  only  the 
courage  to  approach  it,  in  order  ''from 
the  nettle  danger  to  pluck  the  flower  of 
safety,"  and  this  not  only  for  his  coun- 
try's benefit,  but  especially  and  pre- 
eminently for  the  benefit  of  his  Party. 
No  one  who  knows  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  the  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  suggest  for  a  moment  that,  in  con- 
sidering his  course  on  such  a  question, 
he  would  be  governed  entirely  by  Party 
interests ;  at  the  same  time,  we  all  know 
that,  in  addition  to  higher  motives,  he 
would  have  to  g^ve  due  weight  to  Party 
considerations.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, then,  if  we  have  convinced  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman— or  if ,  as  I  cannot 
help  thinking,  he  has  long  been  con- 
vinced— that  to  settle  this  question  would 
be  a  great  act  of  justice,  as  it  certainly 
would  be  one  of  the  most  statesmanlike 
expediency,  I  feel  that  I  can  appeal  to 
him  in  the  interests  of  his  Party,  al- 
though I  do  not  belong  to  it,  as  well  as 
in  the  interests  of  his  country  and  of 
mine,  to  give  us  this  evening  some  as- 
surance that  this  question  shall  have  his 
early  attention,  and  that  he  will,  by 
dealing  with  it,  help  to  bring  about  the 
reality  of  those  eloquent  words  I  have 
already  quoted — 

**  That  we  endeavour  in  our  legislation  and  in 
oar  institutions  to  secure  justice  to  all,  and  to 
give  to  every  man,  so  far  as  depends  on  us,  the 
means  of  the  healthful,  beneficial,  successful 
employment  of  the  faculties  with  which  God 
has  endowed  him." 

Mb.  a.  MOORE:  Sir,  at  this  late 
period  of  the  Session  many  will,  doubt- 
less, feel  reluctance  in  opening  this  great 
and  difficult  question,  and  were  it  not  of 
transcendent  importance,  the  House 
would  not  now  be  easily  moved  to  con- 
sider it.  The  position  of  Irishmen,  as 
regards  University  education,  we  were 
told  three  years  ago  by  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  late  Prime  Minister  is 
*  *  bad, "  "  scandalously  bad ; ' '  but  what 
are  our  feeling^  when  we  turn  to  the 
Beport  of  the  Census  Commissioners, 
published  last  year,  and  we  find  that  we 
are  actually  in  a  state  of  retrogression  ? 
They  tell  us  that  of  the  whole  population 
of  the  country  only  24,170  persons. are 
in  receipt  of  superior  education.  Now, 
this  superior  education  includes  all  of 
both  sexes,  from  the  little  boy  of  10  or  12 
years  of  ag^  who  is  wearily  turning  over 
the  pages  of  his  Latin  grammar^  or  the 
young  girl  who  is  learning  her  first 
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words  of  French,  to  the  student  of  meta- 
physics or  higher  mathematics ;  bat  un- 
satisfactory as  these  figures  are,  we  are 
further  told  that  they  indicate  a  decrease 
upon  the  figures  of  the  previous  decade. 
We  are  fmrther  told  that  daring  the 
same  period  (1861  to  1871)  155  inter- 
mediate schools    have    dosed.      These 
figures  are  not  very  encouraging ;  bat  if 
we  turn  to  England  for  a  moment  and 
consider  the  jrenerous  efforts  that  have 
been  made  of  late  years  in  the  cause  of 
education,  our  feelings  of  anxiety  are 
intensified  to    exasperation.      In   1866 
there  were  600,000  children  in  the  Qo- 
vemment  schools  of  England ;  now  there 
are  1,800,000;  the  average  attendance 
during  the  same  period  has  grown  from 
1,000,000  to  2,000,000.    I  mention  these 
figure  to  show  the  energy  with  which 
the  cause  of  education  has  been  poshed 
forward  in  England ;  and  if  we  torn  to 
Scotland  we  find  still  greater  effoite — 
four  Universities  for  3,000,000  of  people, 
all  thrown  open  to  all  comers,  and  giving 
all  a  chance  in  the  battle  of  life.    And 
now,  Sir,   what  is  our  own  position? 
We,  too,  have  Universities  and  CoUegee, 
and  schools  of  Boyal  foundation,  en- 
dowed schools,  and  free  schools  belo&g- 
ing  to  various  societies,  and  many  of  them 
richly  endowed,  and  still  the  resoU  is 
most  miserable.    The  reason  is  not  far 
to  seek.    All  these  treasures  of  learning 
are  offered  to  the  Irish  Catholic  at  the 
price  of  what  is  feir  dearer  to  him — his 
truest  conviction.    That  the  Irish  will 
never  accept  any  system  other  than  de- 
nominational is  perfectly  certain ;  and  if 
proof  be  required  of  it,  abundant  proof 
may  be  found  in  their  continued  absten- 
tion from  Trinity  College  and  from  avail- 
ing themselves  of  the  Queen's  CoUeces. 
In  the  former.  Catholics  attending  lee- 
tures  during  the  years  1870  to  1873,  for 
which  I  have  calculated,  were  about  in 
the  proportion  of  1  to  8.    As  regards 
the  Queen's  CoUeges,  we  find  in  Uiem, 
in  some  instances — take,  for  example^ 
the    Queen's  College   at   Belfast — ^less 
than  3  per  cent  Catholics  during  the 
same  period.    Again,  look  at  the  enor- 
mous amount  oofiected  in  private  sab« 
soriptions  to  sustain  the  Catholio  Uni- 
versity   established    by   the    Bishops, 
amounting  to  something  over  £200,000 ; 
but  more  than  this,  Uie  Irish  people 
have  left  no  stone  untamed  in  thetr 
efforts  to  impress  upon  England  and 
upon  this  House  their  answenring  in- 
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tention  of  aooepting  only  a  purely  de- 
nominational system.  Over  and  oyer 
again  this  earnest  desire  has  been  ex- 
pressed by  Petitions  and  by  publio  meet- 
ings. It  has  been  made  a  test  question 
with  Members  seeking  admission  to  this 
House.  Nor  is  this  merely  the  feeling 
of  the  lower  orders,  for  in  the  year  1870 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bos- 
common  (The  O'Conor  Don)  was  en- 
trusted with  a  Petition  of  the  same  pur- 
port, signed  by  960  noblemen  and  gen- 
tlemen. But  if  arguments  were  wanting 
to  establish  my  point,  we  need  not  go 
further  than  the  National  system,  which 
was  instituted  on  a  perfectly  secular 
basis,  and  has  gradually  merged  into  a 
purely  denominational  system.  And 
now,  Sir,  if,  as  I  feel  sure  is  the  case, 
you  are  convinced  upon  this  point  that 
only  a  denominational  system  will  be 
accepted  by  the  great  hvSk  of  Irishmen, 
it  seems  to  me,  Sir,  that  you  must  ask 
yourself  this  question — not  whether  we 
are  right  or  wrong,  so  much  as  whether 
such  being  the  case,  it  is  wise  or  politic 
in  you  to  refuse  higher  education  alto- 
gether, merely  because  you  cannot  agree 
as  to  the  basis  of  that  education.  The 
Irish  people  are  most  anxious  for  Uni- 
versity education;  they  know  their 
own  deficiencies  in  this  regard,  and 
they  lay  the  blame  upon  you.  They  are 
most  anxious  to  raise  the  standard 
of  education  throughout  their  cotmtry. 
They  know  well  that  no  nation  can  be 
great  or  prosperous  which  is  not  edu- 
cated ;  and  they  all  know  well  there  are 
no  shackles  so  strong  and  no  fetters  so 
tight  as  those  forged  by  ignorance ;  and 
they  believe  that  in  the  past  your  poHcy 
was  to  keep  them  in  darkness  and  ig- 
norance, that  you  might  more  easily  hold 
them  in  subjection ;  and  some  there  are 
who,  perhaps,  still  think  that  in  the 
present  hapless  plight  of  higher  educa- 
tion in  Ireland  there  lingers  still  a  trace 
of  that  same  narrow  policy.  I  appeal  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  take  this 
question  in  hand,  and  to  come  to  our 
assistance  with  a  generous  though  tardy 
measure  of  justice.  How  can  they, 
themselves  Denominationalists,  refuse  to 
us  what  for  themselves  and  their  children 
they  insist  upon?  Even  while  we  are 
talking  time  is  speeding  on,  a  genera- 
tion is  passing  away,  and  thousands  of 
careers  are  being  thwarted  and  bliehted 
in  the  bud.  The  loss  to  Ireland  is  not 
a  pecuniary  loss,  which  is  easily  made 


good.  It  is  a  loss  which  none  can  re- 
pay— time  itself.  The  effects  of  this 
measure  are  beyond  calculation.  I  be- 
lieve it  would  result  in  a  great  acces- 
sion of  strength  to  the  Empire.  Only 
education  can  conquer  prejudice.  And 
I  believe  that  under  a  fair  system  of 
higher  education  many  of  the  prejudices 
of  centuries  would  disappear.  Irishmen 
would  see  the  hopelessness  of  revolution 
and  the  necessity  of  union.  I  believe. 
Sir,  it  would  result  in  the  more  efficient 
administration  of  justice.  Centuries  of 
misrule  have  caused  the  Irish  peasant  to 
look  upon  the  law  as  his  natural  enemy, 
and  to  shield  the  criminal  even  in  cases 
where  he  detests  his  crime.  Education 
would  teach  him  that  the  law  is  only  the 
arm  of  society  raised  in  self-defence. 
But  far  above  these  results  I  look  for  a 
fresh  accession  of  strength  to  the  national 
life  in  the  uniting  of  aU  Irishmen  in  one 
mind  and  one  purpose,  for  the  welfare  of 
their  country — a  union  only  to  be  looked 
for  on  the  firm  basis  of  equal  rights  and 
privileges — a  union  impossible  as  long 
as  the  great  mass  of  the  people  labour 
under  grave  civil  disabilities;  but  re- 
move this  one  last  link  in  the  chain  of 
ascendancy,  and  I  believe  the  result  will 
be  a  prosperous  and  united  people. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  tiie  question 
was — Was  history  to  be  entirely  for- 
gotten in  this  matter?  When  Gentle- 
men, speaking  on  behalf  of  the  GathoHo 
Church,  talked  of  education,  what  they 
meant  was  to  prevent  secular  education, 
the  emancipation  of  the  mind,  invariably 
attended  with  some  loss  of  the  ecclesias- 
tical authority  which  was  the  most 
damaging  to  national  and  social  interests. 
Notwithstanding  all  the  concessions 
which  had  been  made  to  the  Eoman 
Catholics  of  Ireland,  their  disaffection 
had  increased ;  and  not  satisfied  with  all 
they  had  obtained,  the  heads  of  that 
Church  were  now  demanding  full  con- 
trol over  the  higher  education  of  the 
country.  Hitherto  they  professed  to 
be  content  with  claiming  equal  civil 
rights,  which  had  been  granted  them ; 
but  they  were  now  claiming  the  public 
money  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
the  object  which  they  had  in  view  in 
connection  with  University  education. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  main- 
tain the  bulwarks  which  our  ancestors 
had  erected,  and  the  grand  results  which 
they  had  secured  not  only  for  this  coun- 
try but  for  the  whole  world.    He  gave 
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Us  moBi  deteimined  opposition  to  the 
present  Bill,  though  he  feared  that  op- 
position would  prove  ineffectual. 

Mb.  O'BEILtiY  said,  if  the  hon.  (Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  were  to 
be  regarded  as  an  enlightened  example 
of  the  education  which  he  advocated 
and  would  enforce  on  others,  he  trusted 
that  his  (Mr.  O'Eeilly's)  children  would 
be  spared  from  the  blighting,  dwarfing, 
and  stunting  influence  which  had  pro- 
duced such  a  result ;  and  that  some  ac- 
curate knowledge  of  the  truth  of  history 
might  save  them  from  an  ignorance  which 
was  almost  inconceivable,  out  which  must 
be  genuine,  for  he  thought  nobody  pos- 
sibly could  feign  it.  The  present  Bill  was 
a  proposal  to  deal  with  a  problem  which 
had  occupied  the  attention  of  the  country 
for  years,  and  which  was  well  worthy  of 
consideration.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  who  opposed  the  second 
reading  (Mr.  Flunket)  had  directed  his 
speech  entirely  to  a  criticism  on  the 
details  of  the  Bill  as  they  affected  the 
interests  of  the  well-endowed,  long-es- 
tablished, and  powerful  institution  of 
which  he  was  the  Representative.  He 
did  not  intend  to  follow  him  into  thbse 
details,  but  would  consider  the  general 
question,  of  University  education.  He 
was  disposed  to  agree  with  many  of  the 
proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Lon- 
don (Mr.  Lowe).  He  agreed  with  him 
that  much  benefit  mi^t  be  derived 
from  what  might  be  termed  the  eys- 
tem  of  payment  by  results,  but  it  was 
open  to  this  great  criticism — that  unen- 
dowed and  unfavoured  institutions  were 
heavily  handicapped  in  contests  with 
well-endowed  and  long-established  ones. 
Notwithstanding  this  disadvantage,  he 
believed  the  Eoman  Catholic  schools 
need  not  shrink  from  the  oonteet.  There 
was  but  one  arena  in  which  the  Bo- 
man  Catholic  schools  could  test  their 
efficiency — namely,  in  the  examination 
of  the  London  University.  At  the  ex- 
amination of  that  University  in  July, 
1877,  10  out  of  75  Honours  men  came 
from  Catholic  schools,  and  most  of  them, 
he  was  proud  to  say  were  Irishmen.  In 
the  First  Division  34  out  of  222  came 
from  Catholic  schools ;  but  in  the  Second 
Division  he  admitted  that  these  sdiools 
were  not  so  successful,  having  had  only 
three  out  of  80.  The  highest  compe- 
tition in  England  was  that  for  the 
Indian  Civil  Service.    He  was  educated 


in  a  Boman  Oatholio  06Deg%  one  of  tkft 
students  of  which  oamm  up  to  oooip^to 
for  the  Indian  Civil  Service,  and  having 
had  only  a  few  months  ^peoial  tnuning 
obtained  the  first  place.  These  exam- 
ples showed  that  the  students  of  Boman 
Catholic  schools  need  not  shrink  from 
competition  with  others,  ahhougli  in 
many  respects  the  conditions  were  onfistr 
to  them.  When  he  was  making  some 
inquiries  into  the  state  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice in  Dublin,  he  found  many  young 
men  employed  as  writers  in  the  ^blio 
Service  at  lOd,  an  hour  who  were  keep- 
ing their  terms  at  Trinity  College.  If 
these  young  men  had  beenBoman  Catho- 
lics they  would  have  found  that  practi- 
cally, a  University  education  was  denied 
them.  The  hon.  and  learned  Memb^ 
for  Dublin  University  Chit.  Pinnket) 
would  have  said — "We  nave  no  tests; 
why  do  they  not  oome  to  Trinity  Col- 
lege?" The  question  whether  there 
was  a  want  of  superior  education  io 
Ireland  need  not  be  debated  so  far  as 
Boman  Catholics  were  concerned,  be- 
cause since  1873  it  had  been  admitted 
by  successive  Oovemments  that  it  was 
g^evously  and  scandalously  bad.  Thej 
were  ofifered  a  ''united  mixed  educa- 
tion," and  what  was  their  objection  to 
it  ?  It  was  thought  by  many  that  it  was 
a  pux^y  ecclesiastical  objection,  raised 
by  their  ecclesiastical  superiors,  and  ac- 
cepted without  consideration,  because  it 
was  so  presented  to  them.  It  was  nodiinff 
of  the  sort.  It  was  an  objeotiiHi  founded 
on  reason  and  common  sense,  on  their 
own  knowledge,  and  by  the  great  mass 
of  educated  Koman  Catholics.  What 
was  the  history  of  the  question?  In 
1845  Sir  Bobert  Peel,  with  that  wide 
grasp  of  statesmanship  which  distin- 
guished him,  saw  that  there  was  a  de- 
ficiency of  superior  education,  and  to 
meet  that  want  proposed  a  measure  by 
which  what  were  known  as  the  Qoeen'a 
CoUeees  were  founded  in  Ireland.  On 
introducing  that  measure.  Sir  James 
Gbaham  explained  in  two  words  what 
had  been  the  cause  why  all  wevious  at- 
tempts had  failed.  He  said  that  there 
should  no  longer  be  any  intedaieuce, 
positive  or  negative,  with  conscaentioms 
scruples  <m  matters  of  religion.  Fosi* 
tive  interference  might  have  been  pre- 
vented, but  not  negative ;  thai  was  im- 
possible. The  tfln^hing  of  the  tfarae 
"  B's  "  was  a  mere  mecmanical  act ;  but 
the  higher  branches  of  edncation  tondked 
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religian  at  a  thooBand  points,  entexixiK 
into  the  fonnation  of  the  mind,  and  aU 
theprinoiples  andprejudicee  which  gave 
it  form  and  oolour.  History,  for  in- 
stance, was  not  a  mere  string  of  dates 
and  facts — if  so  PinnoehU  Catsehum  and 
Ths  Oautt$0r  were  histories.  But  it 
was  a  narration  of  the  actions  of  men 
with  the  principles  and  motives  which 
dictated  and  guided  those  actions. 
Would  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  take 
the  history  taught  by  Linsard ;  and  yet 
eveiyone  admitted  that  Lingaxd  was  a 
great  historian.  So  was  Macaulay ;  but 
they  all  knew  how  essentially  different 
was  their  treatment  of  the  Bevolution, 
Lingard  dismissing  it  with  scorn,  and 
Macaulay  filling  pages  with  apologies 
for  the  English  statesmen  who  were  base 
enough  to  take  bribes  &om  the  French 
Court.  Would  they  take  D'Aubign6's 
Suiory  of  ih$  ReforwMtion^  or  Bossuet's 
work  on  the  variations  of  the  Protestant 
Churches  ?  Would  they  adopt  Bobert- 
son's  view  of  society,  taught  to  this  day 
in  the  Scotch  Universities,  or  Maitland's 
Corr$ct%on  f  What  without  the  voice  of 
the  livixiff  teacher  would  be  mental  phi- 
losophy? Nothing  but  a  string  of 
maxims  and  dry  forms  of  logic.  Boman 
Catholics  objected  to  ''united  mixed 
education"  because  practically  it  must 
be  in  the  hands  of  one  school  of  phi- 
losophy and  history  or  the  other — in 
their  hands  or  in  those  of  their  opponents 
— or  it  must  be  emasculated  and  cut 
down  to  a  mere  mechanical  business  of 
dates  and  facts — a  bone-dry  education 
which  it  would  not  be  worth  the  while 
of  any  young  man  to  obtain.  That  was 
why  the  Catholic  youth  of  Ireland  had 
not  been  able  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
advantages  of  the  Queen's  CoUegee,  and 
why,  too,  they  asked  to  be  put  upon  a 
footing  of  equality  with  their  P^testant 
fellow-countrymen.  Why  should  not 
all  social  as  well  as  political  disabilities 
be  removed  ?  Why  should  not  all  the 
honours  of  University  education  be  avail- 
able to  them  ?  Why  should  it  not  be 
open  to  them  to  obtain  that  teaching 
and  that  knowledge  to  which  young  men 
of  Protestant  families  oould  aspire  ?  It 
had  been  said  that  the  Catholic  Univer- 
sity was  a  failure.  Well,  he  admitted 
that  it  had  not  been  as  great  a  success 
as  they  could  wish ;  but  that  fact  was 
readily  accounted  for  by  the  difficulties 
under  which  it  had  had  to  labour.  In 
the  consideration  of  this  question  he  I 


hoped  the  House  would  bear  in  mind 
that  the  efforts  of  successive  Govern- 
ments since  the  year  1845  to  settle  it 
was  a  recognition  and  admission  that 
something  was  required  to  be  done  in 
the  direction  indicated  by  the  Bill  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  The  Boman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  asked  that  their  in- 
stitutions should  receive  fair  treatment, 
and  they  offered  in  return  to  submit  to 
any  test  of  teaching  which  the  jealousy 
of  Parliament  might  devise.  They  also 
offered  that,  in  the  event  of  Boman  Ca- 
tholic institutions  for  teaching  beiug  put 
into  the  positions  of  the  older  Colleges, 
their  independence  and  self-government 
should  be  as  complete  as  those  of  any 
other  similar  establishments.  What  he 
asked  on  behalf  of  the  Bishops  and 
the  other  ecclesiastical  superiors  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  Church  was,  not  the 
entire  control  and  management  of  educa- 
tion but  a  sort  of  visitonal  power  simply 
in  matters  of  faith  and  morals.  He 
asked  whether  it  was  wise  of  any  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  for  the  time 
being  to  continue  this  condition  of  ad- 
mitted disadvantage  to  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic Hierarchy,  which  resulted  on 
their  part  in  a  deling  of  injury  and  of 

injustice  ?  

Mb.  MACABTNEYsaid,  thatalthoueh 
he  came  from  the  North  of  Ireland,  he 
approached  this  question  in  a  spirit  of 
conciliation,  and  not  of  bigotiy.  He 
had  been  educated  personfOlv  at  the 
Universities  of  Bonn  and  Munich,  both  of 
which  were  situated  in  the  midst  of  a 
Boman  Catholic  population,  and  in 
neither  had  he  ever  heard  an  allusion  to 
religion  as  a  topic  of  discussion.  With 
this  experience  of  two  Universities,  in 
which  a  godless  or  mixed  system  was 
foUowed,  he  confessed  that  he  had  failed 
to  perceive  in  it  the  slightest  danger  to 
religion  or  morals.  The  students  lived 
in  a  friendly  way,  and  appeared  not  to 
forget  the  religion  of  their  youth.  They 
acquired  information  on  an  equal  foot- 
ing, all  studying  alike,  and  as  know- 
ledge advanced,  the  curriculum  was 
alt^^.  He  objected  to  this  Bill,  be- 
cause it  drew  a  hard-and-fast  line  as  to 
the  curriculum  to  be  enforced,  and  which 
was  not  to  be  altered  without  the  express 
authority  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Bishops. 
If  this  Bill  were  passed  it  would  prohibit 
Protestant  students  from  pursumg  any 
course  of  study  they  might  deem  it  ad- 
visable to  enter  upon.    He  objected  to 
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the  Bill  for  another  reason — namdy, 
that  the  Ohtiroh  of  which  he  was  a 
member  had  been  disestablished  in  order 
to  conciliate  our  Boman  Catholic  fellow- 
subjects,  and  to  attain  that  end  a  huge 
confiscation  had  taken  place.  Now,  it 
was  sought  to  cive  a  large  sum  of  monej 
to  another  Body  for  an  exclusive  course 
of  teaching.  He  objected  to  that,  as  did 
also,  he  befieved  the  people  of  England, 
the  people  of  Scotland,  and  all  the  people 
in  Ireland  who  were  not  followers  of  Uie 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  Butt).  The  2nd  clause  of  the  Bill 
provided  that  the  first  Professors  should 
be  the  persons  therem  named,  and  that 
the  graduates  should  not  be  eligible,  un- 
less they  obtained  a  certificate  from  the 
existing  Catholic  University.  Conse- 
quently the  new  Body  would,  in  fact,  be 
instituted  by  the  mere  certificate  of  12 
Boman  Catholic  Bishops.  The  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  body  of  the  University 
of  Dublin  had,  on  the  contrary,  passed 
their  examinations  and  taken  their  do- 
nees. Consequently,  the  provision  in 
the  present  measure  was  one  of  the  most 
extraordinary  he  had  ever  seen  in  an  Act 
of  Parliament. 

Mb.  butt  said,  the  hon.  Member 
was  entirely  mistaken.  The  Crown 
would  nominate  a  veiy  small  number  of 
graduates,  because  they  would  be  essen- 
tial for  the  first  institution  of  the  Col- 
lege. This  was  the  common  form  that 
been  adopted  ever  since  Charters  were 
first  granted.  In  the  present  instance 
there  was  to  be  some  check,  and  the 
Queen  was  not  to  nominate  anyone  who 
did  not  cret  a  certificate  of  fitness  from 
the  Professors  of  the  present  Catholic 
University  in  Dublin. 

Mb.  MACABTNEY  remarked  that 
that  was  the  same  as  getting  a  certi- 
ficate from  12  Bishops  of  the  Bomish 
Church.  

Mb.  butt  said,  the  Bishops  would 
have  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the 
matter.  The  Bector  and  Professors  were, 
apart  from  the  Bishops,  to  grant  the 
certificates.  

Mb.  MACABTNEY  pointed  out  that 
those  persons  were  under  the  direct  cen- 
tral of  the  Bishops.  Then,  what  was 
going  on  upon  the  Continent  ?  Upon  one 
side  they  saw  ranged  the  Ultramontanes 
of  Bome ;  and  upon  the  other  side,  those 
who  were  the  supporters  of  free  thought. 
In  France  a  great  contest  had  ffone  on, 
and  the  former  party  had  gained  a  posi- 

Mr,  Macartneif 


tion ;  so  in  Belgium  it  had  ffai&ed  a 
tory,  but  it  was  so  resisted  that  blood 
ran  in  the  streets.  In  Switierlaiid  ihen 
had  been  a  contest  for  many  years,  and 
in  Spain  and  Austria  that  party  had 
grained  the  upper  hand ;  and  ne  wished 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  Spain 
it  had  so  far  earned  its  toleration  that  it 
had  prevented  the  name  of ' '  Protestant  ** 
from  being  put  up  in  that  coun^.  [''Oh, 
oh!"]  lliat  was  a  fact,  llien  the 
scheme  proposed  was  one  which  would 
not  give  satisfaction  to  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholics, though  it  was  one  to  smother 
liberty  of  thought  in  the  University  of 
Ireland,  and  to  prevent  education  having 
the  force  which  it  now  had.  Therefore, 
he  should  oppose  the  Bill  to  the  utmost 
of  his  power.  But  it  must  not  be  said 
in  Ireland  that  because  they  would  not 
pass  this  measure,  the  House  would  not 
grant  University  education  in  that  coun- 
tiy.  The  fact  was  that  because  the  Bo- 
man Catholics  would  not  have  any  edu- 
cation but  that  controlled  by  priests, 
they  would  not  have  any  at  alL  TIm 
Degrees,  Scholarships,  and  Fellowships 
of  Trinity  College  had  been  thrown  open 
to  Boman  Catholics,  whose  morals  ecmld 
not  be  in  danger  in  an  institutioa 
where  seven  out  of  the  nine  Boman  Ca- 
tholic Judges  received  their  education. 

LoBD  BOBEBT  MONTAGU  said, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Macartnev)  had  referred  to  his  educa- 
tion on  the  Continent,  and  yet  he  had 
come  back  an  Orangeman  ai^  a  red-hot 
Protestant.  

Mb.  MACABTNEY  said,  that  he  was 
not  an  Orangeman,  but  that  he  was  a 
red-hot  Protestant. 

LoBD  BOBEBT  MONTAGU:  The 
hon.  Member  had  come  back,  and  now 
adorned  the  House  with  his  eloquence 
as  a  red-hot  Protestant  The  hon. 
Member  had  stated  that  in  Spain  the 
name  of  Protestant  was  not  tolerated. 
The  principle  of  the  Catholics  was  that 
there  was  one  religion — the  true  reli- 
gion— and  that  every  other  was  false. 
Therefore  it  was  their  business  to  teach 
that  religion  where  they  could,  and  to 
hope  to  prevent  the  teadiing  of  a  false 
rehgion.  But  the  Protestant  prinGi{de 
was  that  there  was  no  true  rdigion ; 
that  every  religion  had  some  truth  and 
some  falsehood  in  it;  and  that  it  mat- 
tered very  little  what  rdigion  you  pro- 
fessed, smce  the  road  to  Heaven  was 
broad,  and  the  road  beneath  was  narrow. 
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But  referring  to  this  debate,  was  there 
any    reality    about   it?    Why  was   it 
onreal  ?    Because  they  thought  the  Bill 
had   no  chance  of  passing;  that  in  a 
ahort  time  it  would  be  dead,  and  that  in 
a  week  it  would  be  no  more  thought  of. 
W^by  had  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt)  asked  for  a  day 
for  disoussinff  it  ?  and  why  had  the  Go- 
vernment, which  had  so  little  time  at 
its  command,  granted  it  ?    Not  because 
the  details  were  to  be  agreed  to,  but 
because  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
wiahed  to  obtain  a  sanction  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  BilL    The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  been  eminently  success- 
ful in  attaining  that  end,  for  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Lon- 
don (Mr.  Lowe)  had  admitted  that  since 
the   disestablishment  of  the  Protestant 
Church  in  Lfeland  and  the  taking  away 
of  the  Maynooth  Qrant  we  owed  a  great 
debt  to  the  Lish  people.    The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Glad- 
atone)  honourably  tried   to    pay   that 
debt ;  he  said  that  Uniyersity  education 
was  scandalously  bad,  and  that  it  was  an 
imperious  necessity  to  remedy  that  evil. 
This  was  a  great  gain  for  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick,  and  should 
it  be  said  that  the  great  Liberal  Party 
would  refiise  to  pay  that  whidi  they  ad- 
mitted the^  owed?    He  believed  that 
when  the  tune  came  they  would  be  ready 
to  pay  the  debt    But  Timeo  Danaoi  et 
don4  ftr$nt4i — he  mistrusted  the  Greeks 
when  they  offered  presents.    What  was 
now  offered  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  London  was  nothing 
but  his  own  system  of  payment  by  re- 
sults carried  to  its  legitimate  conclusion, 
and  it  would  be  a  death-blow  to  reli- 
gious education.    Why  did  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  propose  such  a  system 
for  England  last  yoar  in  order  to  get  rid 
of  religious    differences   in   England? 
Because  he  knew  the  English  people 
would  not  accept  it  when  it  touched 
themselves.    Nor  did  he  escape  those 
differences  bv  his  system,  because  eveiy- 
thing  depended  on  the  Examiners,  and 
students  would  learn  all  subjects  in  a 
Catholic  or  Protestant  sense,  according 
as  the  Board  of  Examiners  were  Catho- 
lics or  Protestants.    If  the  Examiners 
were  Oathdios,  students  would  not  go  to 
Protestant  teachers*  lest  they  should  be 
plucked;   and  if   the  Examiners  were 
Catholics,  the   Protestants   would   not 
stand  it.     While  receiving  the  admission 
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of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  they  re- 
fused his  plan,  because  they  knew  it 
would  fail.  It  had  failed  from  a  secular 
point  of  view  in  this  country,  because  it 
encouraged  "cramming  "  to  the  sacrifice 
of  good  training.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman suggested  his  plan  because 
£11,000  a-yearwas  made  by  one  man 
who  was  a  ''  crammer,"  but  not  a  true 
Professor  and  a  learned  man.  The  fun- 
damental question,  which  could  not  bo 
escaped  by  any  nostrums,  was  whether 
education  was  to  be  regarded  as  a  mere 
increase  of  learning  or  as  a  training  of 
the  mind.  Up  to  1848  at  Cambridge  it 
was  said  that  mathematics  and  classics 
were  not  worth  remembering,  and  were 
only  a  means  of  discipline ;  but  that  was 
now  said  to  be  a  fatal  error,  and  people 
valued  learning  because  it  made  clerks 
at  15«.  a- week,  instead  of  ploughmen  at 
25«.,  and  economists  wished  to  make  us 
all  shopkeepers.  That  was  the  ruin  of 
the  country,  and  it  made  discontented 
workmen  who  joined  unions.  We  could 
alter  all  that  only  by  forming  and  train- 
ing the  mind,  which,  in  the  interest  of 
the  State,  was  everything.  Last  vear 
the  people  of  this  country  recoiled  m>m 
payment  by  results,  and  determined  to 
take  steps  in  favour  of  religious  educa- 
tion. The  Irish  parhr  supported  the 
Government  in  doing  that  lor  England, 
and  they  now  asked  that  the  same  prin- 
ciple might  be  carried  out  in  Ireland. 

The  O'CONOE  DON  said,  he  would 
not  weary  the  House  by  stating  the 
many  attempts  made  since  the  passing 
of  Catholic  Emancipation  to  five  a  good 
system  of  University  education  in  Ire- 
land, but  none  of  these  attempts  had  as 
yet  been  successful.  Instead  of  being 
surprised  at  the  subject  being  again 
brought  forward,  what  he  wondered 
at  was  that  it  had  not  been  long  since 
forced  on  the  attention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  In  1873  it  was 
stated  by  the  then  Prime  Minister  that 
the  condition  of  the  Catholics  in  Ireland 
in  the  matter  of  University  education  was 
scandalous ;  but  since  then  the  scandal 
had  not  been  removed,  nor  had  the 
grievance  complained  of  at  that  time 
been  lessened.  He  would  remind  the 
House  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt) 
did  not  propose  an  abstract  Besolution, 
but  a  definite  plan,  to  remedy  the  evil ; 
and  as  hon.  Members,  in  tne  course 
of  the  discussioD,  strayed  away  some* 
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what  from  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
he  would  call  their  attention  to  the  real 
question  before  them.  The  principle 
of  the  Bill  was  to  redress  the  existing 
grievance  of  the  Roman  Catholic  popu- 
lation of  Ireland  by  the  establishment 
of  a  Roman  Catholic  College  in  connec- 
tion with  the  University  of  Dublin  on 
principles  which  would  be  agreeable  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  and  laity. 
That  was  the  principle  of  the  Bill ;  and 
its  main  details  he  argued  were  of  a 
character  which  ought  to  receive  the  ap- 
proval of  the  House.  Combating  the 
objections  taken  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  to 
the  provisions  of  the  measure,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  proposed  con- 
stitution of  the  Roman  Catholic  College. 
The  powers  conferred  on  the  Bill  by  the 
Committee  of  Founders  were  not,  he 
maintained,  of  that  sweeping  character 
described  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber. The  Committee  of  Founders  were 
to  constitute  a  moiety  of  the  Senate ; 
they  were  to  have  the  appointment  of 
the  theological  Professors,  and  they  were 
to  have  the  nomination  of  a  certain 
number  of  visitors.  A  veto  was  also 
proposed  to  be  given  to  the  Committee 
of  Founders,  or  as  he  would  call  it  at 
once  the  Committee  of  12  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Bishops,  upon  any  changes  which 
might  be  made  in  the  curriculum  of  the 
University.  This  was  the  full  extent  of 
the  powers  to  be  conferred  on  them,  and 
there  was,  he  contended,  no  justification 
for  believing  that  those  powers  would 
be  exercised  unreasonably,  or  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  Bishops  would  be  op- 
posed to  knowledge  and  enlighten- 
ment. The  Provost  and  Fellows  of 
Trinity  College,  he  was  reminded,  were 
to  have  an  exactly  similar  power. 
If  this  Bill  were  candidly  considered 
it  would  be  seen  that  it  was  not  a  Bill 
of  that  extreme  character  which  it  had 
been  represented  to  be.  The  ground- 
work of  objections  to  this  Bill  was  the 
dread  of  ecclesiastical  influence.  That 
was  the  real  difficulty  that  had  always 
rested  in  the  way  of  University  educa- 
tion in  Ireland.  Ever  since  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Emancipation  the  Roman  Catholic 
laity  had  been  treated  as  if  they  were 
children,  and  not  able  to  use  their  own 
freedom  to  protect  themselves.  Parlia- 
ment told  tnem  that  they  would  protect 
them  against  their  ecclesiasticar  supe- 
riors.   What  had  been  the  result  of  that 
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system?  In  the  first  place  thej  had 
prevented  generations  of  young'  mes 
from  receiving  a  Univermty  edacatioo. 
Not  only  was  the  number  of  Catholks 
who  now  received  a  University  edncA- 
tion  miserably  small  in  proportion  to 
their  wealth,  their  position,  and  their 
population,  but  it  was  smaller  than  tbe 
number  of  Catholics  who  received  m,  Uni- 
versity education  40  years  aeo.  In  the 
second  place,  the  system  of  protecting 
the  Roman  Catholic  laitv  against  eccle- 
siastical influence  left  them  no  dioict 
but  that  of  going  into  schools  and  Col- 
leges which  were  entirely  under  ecdeci- 
astical  control,  or  of  goin|^  into  institn- 
tions  against  which  their  eonacJaDccs 
rebelled.  That  sjrstem  achieved  a  result 
the  very  opposite  of  that  intended  by  its 
authors.  vDie  Roman  Catholics  of  Ire- 
land could  not  accept  the  only  institu- 
tions offered  them,  and  it  could  not  be 
denied  that  they  desired  the  system  of 
education  provided  for  in  the  BilL  In 
former  years  it  had  been  nsnal  to  say 
that  the  laity  were  opposed  to  that 
system;  but  considering  how  large  a 
sum  of  money  had  been  subscribed  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  College,  it  was  now 
impossible  to  employ  tluit  argument. 
The  present  (Government  was  supposed 
to  be  the  guardian  of  the  system  ox  reli- 
gious education,  and  he  might  natnraOy 
expect  them  to  sapport  a  proposal  of 
this  kind.  It  might,  perhaps,  be  eiuier 
to  create  a  separate  u  niversity,  rather 
than  adopt  the  plan  proposed  by  the 
Bill,  but  ne  did  not  think  tnat  this  voaM 
be  the  most  beneficial  course  to  take. 
However,  if  the  plans  now  proposed 
were  rejected  they  might  have  to  fall 
back  on  the  establishment  of  a  separate 
Catholic  University,  and  it  dbonli  not 
be  forgotten  that  such  a  Unirenity 
already  existed  in  one  part  of  Her  ICa- 
jesty's  dominion,  and  what  had  been 
granted  to  Canada  could  not  be  perma- 
nently refused  to  Ireland. 

Mb.  CHARLES  LEWIS  opposed  the 
Bill  upon  the  ground  thatit  oontainedpro- 
posals  of  a  retrogressive  character.  In  the 
first  place,  it  proposed  to  erect,  at  the  pub- 
lic expense  a  new  sectarian  OoDege;  and« 
in  the  second  place,  it  proposed  to  repeal 
the  Act  passed  hj  the  Legislatore  in 
unsecularizin^  Trinity  GoUege,  DabUn. 
The  Bill,  besides  being  thus  retiogies- 
sive,  was  one  that  should  be  lookra  at 
in  its  wider  aspect,  and  considsred  in  its 
relation  to  primary  and  inteimedials 
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education.  All  that  conld  be  urged  in 
farour  of  the  Bill  might  also  be  lued  as 
an  ar|^ument  for  the  alteration  of  the 
conditions  of  primary  and  intermediate 
education,  beta  of  which  were  still,  to  a 
certain  extent,  unsettled.  The  neces- 
sary consequence  of  the  passing  of  the 
Bill  would  be  that  Eoman  Oatholics 
would  also  be  entitled  to  separate  schools. 
He  denied  that,  as  regarded  the  higher 
or  UniTersity  education,  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholics had  practically  any  ground  of 
complaint  since  the  establishment  of  the 
Queen's  Colleges,  which,  notwithstanding 
M.  the  difficulties  they  had  had  to  contend 
against,  were  doing  excellent  work  in  the 
cause  of  education.  The  proposal  was 
to  endow  a  new  sectarian  College  for  the 
Boman  Catholics  out  of  the  confiscated 
property  of  the  Irish  Church ;  but  such 
a  thing  was  impossible  at  a  time  like  the 
present,  when  one  of  our  Law  Courts 
had  the  other  day  decided  that  it  was 
not  competent  for  an  English  Protestant 
gentleman  to  endow  out  of  his  own  funds 
a  purely  Protestant  College  at  Oxford, 
as  it  was  opposed  to  the  spirit  of  the  Act 
passed,  extendins^  the  adyantages  of  that 
Uniyersity  to  aU  HasHOs  irre^>ectiye  of 
creed.  As  for  the  proposed  endowment 
of  a  new  Boman  Catholic  Uniyersity,  he 
should  like  to  know  what  denominations 
could  in  these  days  make  such  a  demand 
upon  Parliament  with  any  chance  of 
success.  The  real  deficiency  in  Ireland 
was  not  in  the  supply  of  means  for 
an  Uniyersity  education,  but  in  willing- 
ness on  the  part  of  a  certain  section 
of  the  community  to  take  adyantage  of 
the  opportunities  for  Education  which 
were  so  widely  giyen.  From  the  first 
the  Queen's  Colleges  had  been  slandered 
and  obstructed  in  eyenr  possible  way, 
and  it  would  not  haye  been  surprising, 
under  the  circumstances,  had  they  proy^l 
to  be  a  failure.  He  did  not  admit,  how- 
eyer,  that  they  had  failed,  or  that  there 
was  any  statistical  proof  of  a  deficiency 
of  Uniyersity  education  in  Ireland.  On 
the  contrary,  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Uniyersity  of  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair)  pointed  out 
in  1878  that  Ireland  in  the  matter  of  Art 
degrees  stood  higher  than  either  Eng- 
land or  Scotland,  the  proportion  for 
England  being  one  Art  degree  to  eyery 
30,000  of  the  population,  and  that  for 
Scotland  one  to  eyery  26,000,  while  Ire- 
land showed  one  to  eyery  16,000.  There 
were  830  Boman  Catholic  students  in  the 


three  Colleges  of  Belfast,  Cork,  and  Qal- 
way ;  and,  regard  being  had  to  the  rela- 
tiye  populations  of  the  Three  Kingdoms, 
and  especially  to  the  limited  class  from 
whom  in  Ireland  University  students 
were  necessarily  drawn,  it  might  safely 
be  affirmed  that  Ireland  was  in  some 
respects  at  the  head  of  the  list,  and  was 
in  no  case  at  the  bottom.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  pro- 
posed in  his  Bill  tne  destruction  of  Gal- 
way  CoUege.  The  College  surviyed  that 
blow;  and  whereas  the  number  of  its 
students  was  in  1872-3  138,  it  had  in- 
creased last  year  to  177,  while  the  toted 
number  of  students  at  the  three  Colleges 
was  approaching  yery  nearly  to  the 
maximum  number  eyer  obtained.  He 
objected  to  this  Bill  as  an  act  of  retro- 
gression, and  he  believed  that  a  vast 
national  advantage  would  be  attained 
by  holding  fastly  and  firmly  to  the  sys- 
tem of  umted  secular  education  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  COGAN  said,  that  the  principle 
that  religious  disabilities  existed  which 
prevented  the  Boman  Catholic  people  of 
Ireluid  £rom  availing  themselves  of  the 
benefits  of  University  education  had  been 
affirmed  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone).  It  had  also 
been  declared  in  an  address  signed  by 
many  leading  Boman  Catholic  Peers  and 
public  men.  All  persons  of  all  creeds 
and  classes  ought  to  be  placed  on  terms 
of  perfect  equidity  in  the  matter  of  edu- 
cation. There  ought  to  be  one  great 
national  University  in  Ireland  with  com- 
peting CoUeges,  and  he  could  not  but 
think  that  the  question  before  the  House 
would  sooner  or  later  be  settled — as  he 
felt  it  ought  to  be— on  that  basis. 

SiK  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
said,  he  fully  admitted  the  importance 
of  the  proposals  made  in  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  Butt) ;  but  he  must  add  that  they 
appeared  to  him  to  be  a  total  reversal  of 
the  policy  with  respect  to  University 
education  which  had  of  late  years  been 
adopted  for  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  Bill  proposed  first  to 
alter  the  present  constitution  of  Trinity 
College ;  secondly,  to  adopt  the  existing 
Catholic  University,  and  establish  it  as  a 
new  College ;  and,  thirdly,  to  unite  this 
new  College  with  Trinity  College  into  a 
University.  The  proposal  to  alter  the 
constitution  of  Trinity  CoUege  had  been 
so  folly   dealt  with  by  his   hon.   and 
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learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket)  Uiat  it 
was  hardly  necessary  for  him  to  go  into 
that  part  of  the  question;  but  it  ap- 
peared to  him  at  least  strange,  that 
within  four  years  after  Trinity  College 
of  its  own  motion  had  obtained  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  to  the  abolition 
of  tests  they  should  be  asked  to  re- 
verse that  proceeding-r-to  close  Trinity 
College  again  and  make  it  entirely  a 
Protestant  College,  with  the  exception  of 
certain  Professorships,  Scholarships,  and 
other  emoluments  which  were  to  be 
taken  from  it  and  devoted  to  University 
purposes.  But  this  was  not  all ;  for  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  further  pro- 
posed to  lower  the  College  from  its 
present  status  as  a  University — to  de- 
prive it  of  its  prestige  and  of  its  power 
of  conferring  academical  degrees,  and 
also  of  a  certain  portion  of  those  re- 
venues which  were  not  more  than  suffi- 
cient for  the  purposes  for  which  they 
were  now  used.  This  old  and  famous 
Trinity  College  was  then  to  be  formed 
into  a  University  with  an  institution  of 
which — he  meant  to  speak  with  no  dis- 
respect— but  which  must  be  admitted  to 
be  a  new  and  comparatively  unknown 
College,  and  which  was  to  be  endowed 
with  £470,000  from  the  surplus  funds 
of  the  Disestablished  and  Disendowed 
Church.  It  was  admitted — and  it  re- 
quired no  argument  to  prove — that  this 
St.  Patrick's  College  was  to  be  a  purely 
denominational  College,  and  it  would  be 
even  more  than  denominational  in  the 
ordinary  sense  of  the  term.  Those  on 
the  Government  side  of  the  House  had 
been  urged  to  support  this  measure  on 
the  ground  of  their  sympathy  with  reli- 
gious education.  For  years  they  had 
resisted  the  abolition  of  tests  in  the 
English  Universities;  but  he  failed  to 
see  how  an  endeavour  to  maintain  the 
connection  between  the  English  Uni- 
versities and  the  National  Church  could 
be  said  for  a  moment  to  be  the  same 
thing  as,  after  you  had  disestablished 
and  disendowed  your  National  Church, 
endowing  and  establishing  another 
Church,  so  far  as  University  education 
was  concerned.  He  had  never  heard 
that  even  the  most  ardent  advocate  of 
the  retention  of  tests  and  of  religious 
education  in  our  English  Universities 
had  for  a  moment  desired  that  the  con- 
trol of  the  education  not  only  of  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  but 
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ot  all  students  in  our  Englfah  Uor 
ties  should  be  handed  over  to  the 
of  the  Choioh  of  England.  Yet  this 
practically  the  result  which  would  be  at- 
tained by  this  BilL  It  was  said  that  no 
system  of  Univenihr  education  would  b« 
acceptable  to  the  Catholics  of  Ireland 
which  was  not  under  the  control  and 
supervision  of  the  authorities  of  their 
own  Church.  The  hon.  and  leaned 
Member  for  limerick  had  laid  a  good 
deal  of  stress  on  his  proposal  to  intto- 
duoe  a  lay  element  into  the  Senate  or 
(jk>veming  Body  of  the  Unrrenity ;  hoi 
there  was  as  much  left  to  the  imagina- 
tion in  his  mode  of  carrying  out  tliat 
proposal  as  there  was  in  the  oonatitvtioa 
of  the  Council  of  the  Bill  of  1873«  In 
both  cases  blanks  were  left  for  the  names 
of  the  jGirst  Qoveming  Bodies,  though 
upon  those  names  the  whols  eehsme 
really  depended.  But  let  the  lay  element 

S reposed  in  this  Bill  be  ever  so  indepen- 
ent  at  first,  it  had  been  dearly  shown 
that  in  a  few  years  it  must  oome  luider  the 
control  of  the  Committee  of  Foondsn — 
in  other  words,  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
Bishops.    Strange  to  say,  this  point  was 
not  alluded  to  by  any  supporter  of  the 
Bill  before  the  speech  of  tM  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bosoommon  (the  COonor  Don), 
who  said  the  provisions  with  regard  to 
it  were  not  an  essential  featare  of  the 
Bill;  an  argument  which  recalled  the 
history  of  the  debate  on  the  Bill  of  1873. 
But  would  the  Bishops  agree  to  that  in- 
terpretation, and  consent  to  this  being 
considered  not  to  be  an  essential  featars 
of  the  Bill?    In  spite  of  what  had  been 
said  as  to  the  lay  element,  he  conld  not 
but  think  that  it  was  n^Dy  intended^ 
though  it  was — and  he  did  not  mean  it 
offensively — to  some   extent  disguised, 
that  the  Committee  of  Founders  ahonld 
entirely  control  this  new  Oc^en;  and 
besides  the  government  of  the  CoUers^ 
should  also,  either  direoUy  or  indirecdy, 
have  the  absolute  power  of  dismissing 
any  offioer,  including,  he  believed,  the 
Bector.      That  was  Uie  case  with  regard 
to  the  proposed  St.  Pfeitrick's  Col&ge. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  pro- 
ceeded, out  of  two  denominational  Ccd* 
leges,  to  constitute  an  undenominational 
University ;  thouffh  from  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  me  Member  vat  Wssi- 
meath  (Lord  Bobert  Montan),  it  wonld 
seem  that,  in  the  opinion  <n  some  mem- 
bers of  the  Boman  Oathohe  Ohnrdi,  aooh 
an  idea  was  as  hopslem  of  aueoeas  as 


1929        Uhivertiijf  JSdueation      (Txtly  26^  1877] 


{Ireland)  BM. 


1930 


an  attempt  to  combine  oil  and  water. 
There  was,  however,  an  important  pro- 
vision under  which  no  statute  of  the 
ITniTersity  could  be  passed  without  the 
approval  of  the  Oommittee  of  Founders 
of  St.  Patrick's  College,  which  clearly 
showed  it  was  intended  that  this  was  not 
to  be  an  undenominational  University  in 
the  ordinary  sense  of  the  word ;  on  the 
contrary,  tiie  University  examinationB 
and  prizes  would  be  controlled  through 
this  power  of  veto  by  the  Committee  of 
Founders  of  St.  Patrick's  Colleffe ;  and 
this  control  would  apply  in  the  U  niver- 
sity  and  in  Trinity  College,  not  only  to 
members  of  their  own  faith,  but  also  by 
way  of  a  regpilation  or  check  upon  the 
studies  of  undergraduates,  of  whom  a 
majority  might,  and  probably  would, 
for  some  time  belong  to  ano&er  com- 
mimion.  This  was  a  power  which  the 
Boman  Catholic  Bishops  had  never  yet 
claimed,  but  it  was  practically  conceded 
to  them  under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill. 
This  was  the  University  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  proposed  to  endow 
with  £330,000  of  the  surplus  funds  of 
the  Disestablished  Church.  He  had  en- 
deavoured to  state  fEurly  the  proposals 
of  the  Bill,  which  appeared  to  him  to  be 
a  distinct  and  complete  reversal  of  the 
policy  that  Parliament  had  for  years 
past  adopted  in  the  matter  of  University 
education.  The  hon.  Member  for  Tralee 
(the  O'Donoghue)  stated  that,  in  his 
opinion,  if  this  measure  were  rejected  it 
would  be  because  of  dislike  to  the  Boman 
Catholic  religion ;  but  did  the  hon. 
Member,  who  knew  the  history  of  Uni- 
versity legislation,  suppose  that  what 
was  aisked  in  this  Bill  would  be  con- 
ceded to  any  religious  body  in  the 
United  Kingdom?  Objections  might 
have  been  urged  to  this  proposal  before 
1869;  but  after  the  disestablishment 
and  disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church 
these  objections  had  increased  ten-fold. 
Was  it  quite  consistent  in  hon.  Members 
who  in  1869had  strenuously  promoted  the 
disestablishment  and  disendowment  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  on  the  ground  of 
religious  equality,  to  ask  ParHament  in, 
1877,  on  a  similar  ground,  to  endow  a 
denominational  Boman  Catholic  College 
out  of  the  sur^dus  funds  of  that  very 
Church,  and  thus  to  place  one  denomi- 
nation, in  this  respect,  in  a  totally  dif- 
ferent position  from  tiiat  which  the  others 
desired?  It  was  possible,  of  course, 
on   this    or    any    other    matter    that 


Parliament  might  reverse  a  system  of 
policy,  and  those  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House  were  not  responsible  for 
the  policy  that  was  adopted  in  1869. 
But  it  would  be  admitted  that  such  a 
policy  so  clearly  defined  and  so  long  ad- 
hered to,  could  not  be  reversed  except 
for  the  most  cogent  reasons;  and  he 
had  heard  no  such  reasons  put  forward 
in  the  debate  of  that  night.  He  remem- 
bered that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Oreenwich,  on  introducing 
the  University  Bill  in  1873,  stated  that, 
in  his  opinion,  the  condition  of  Uni- 
versity education  in  Ireland  was — at  any 
rate,  as  regarded  Boman  Catholics — 
scandalously  bad.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick  had  made  a  very 
similar  statement  to-night.  He  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  was  bound  to  say 
that,  in  his  humble  opinion,  that  state- 
ment was  full  of  exaggeration.  What 
were  the  facts  of  the  case  ?  The  whole 
argument  for  the  Bill  in  1873,  and  the 
whole  argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick  for  this  Bill,  was 
based  upon  the  view  that  the  education 
given  in  the  Faculty  of  Arts  was  all  that 
could  be  really  considered  as  University 
education.  He  did  not  think  that  could 
for  a  moment  be  maintained.  K  it 
could  be  maintained,  he  believed  it  was 
the  fact  that  graduates  in  Arts  were 
greater  in  proportion  to  the  population 
of  Ireland  than  they  were  in  England 
or  Scotland  in  proportion  to  the  popula- 
tion of  those  two  Eangdoms.  But  he 
demurred  altogether  to  such  a  view ;  and 
he  might  add,  with  regard  to  the  Queen's 
University,  at  any  rate,  the  number  of 
graduates  in  Arts  was  no  test  whatever 
of  the  usefulness  of  that  University. 
At  the  Queen's  University  certain  stu- 
dies in  Arts  were  included  in  the  cur- 
riculum for  professional  degrees;  and, 
therefore,  there  was  no  temptation  for 
persons  intending  to  follow  professional 
pursuits  to  gramiate  in  Arts.  Was  it 
not  one  of  the  leading  doctrines  of 
University  reformers  that  studies  of  the 
kind  not  hitherto  included  in  the  Faculty 
of  Arts  should  be  more  and  more,  day 
by  day,  regarded  as  the  highest  part  of 
a  University  education?  If  that  ap- 
plied to  England  it  applied  far  more  to 
a  poor  country  like  Ireland.  There  you 
found  comparatively  few  whose  means 
enabled  them  to  follow  Art  studies 
alone ;  for  there  was  a  natural  tendency 
on  the  part  of  those  intending  to  adopt 
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a  professional  life  to  graduate  in  pro- 
fessional Faculties.  JI  you  looked  upon 
TJniyersities  in  Ireland  solely  with  re- 
gard to  their  Faculties  of  Art,  you 
would  practically  omit  all  consideration 
of  the  poorer  class  of  students  and  re- 
gard them  solely — as  he  thought  was 
said  by  the  rifi^ht  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  t£e  University  of  EcUn- 
burgh  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair)  in  1878 — as 
the  monopoly  of  the  rich.  But  if 
all  Faculties  were  taken  into  account, 
he  believed  that  the  number  of  students 
in  the  Universities  in  Ireland  were 
more  in  proportion  to  the  populafion 
of  Ireland  than  the  students  in  the 
English  Universities  were  to  the  popu- 
lation of  England.  But  he  tiiought 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  would  agree  with  him  that 
population  was  no  real  test  at  all.  [Mr. 
]dutt  :  Hear,  hear !  ]  In  ihis  matter, 
there  was  only  one  class  of  the  people  to 
be  considered — those  who  oould  avail 
themselves  of  a  University  education. 
Now,  what  were  the  classes  whose  sons 
would  benefit  by  the  BiU?  The  mer- 
cantile, the  professional,  and  the  land- 
owning classes;  and  everybody  knew 
that  in  them  there  was  an  actual 
preponderance  of  Protestants,  so  that 
if  there  were  a  comparatively  small 
number  of  Catholic  graduates,  it  might 
be  because  the  Catholic  parents  were 
numerically  inferior.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry  (Mr.  C.  Lewis) 
had  referred  to  otner  causes  which 
would  diminish  the  number  of  Boman 
Catholics  able  to  benefit  by  the  Bill; 
but  he  would  also  mention  that,  at 
any  rate  at  present,  the  Boman  Catholic 
Church  did  not  appear  to  encourage  her 
students  for  Orders  to  attend  any  Uni- 
versity at  all,  but  preferred  that  the 
education  of  those  students  should  be 
separate.  He  need  not  refer  to  the  Pro- 
testants; for  they  had  no  g^evance,  and 
were  quite  satisfied  with  the  present 
system,  finding  either  in  Trinity  College 
or  the  Queen's  CoUeges  the  facilities  for 
education  which  they  required.  K  they 
wanted  anything  beyond  these,  rich  en- 
dowments, and  wide  curricula,  and  mo- 
dem facilities  for  locomotion,  might 
well  attract  their  sons  to  Oxford  or 
Cambridge.  Nor  were  aU  Boman 
Catholics  at  a  disadvantage,  for  some 
went  to  the  Queen's  CoUeges  and  to 
the  Dublin  University,  and  consequently 
it  was  not  fair  to  say  Uiat  they  laooured 
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under  any  disabiUtiee,  in  the  sense,  at 
least,  in  which  the  word  had  been  for- 
merly used.  All  the  Unxversitiea  wen 
now  open  to  all  religions  alike ;  and  it 
the  Boman  Catholics,  from  oonseieotioQS 
scruples,  did  not  choose  to  avail  them- 
selves of  the  benefits  of  them,  they  were 
certainly  not  under  the  same  kind  of 
disability  as  in  former  days,  whan  the 
Universities  were  altogether  doeed 
against  Boman  Catholics.  He  roroected 
their  scruples,  and  would  be  ^lad  if 
they  were  not  incompatible  with  the 
advantages  of  a  University  eduonikm; 
but  he  questioned  very  much,  if  aneh 
a  College  as  the  hon«  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick  desired  wen 
established,  whether  he  wonld  find 
any  considerable  number  of  the  dass 
he  desired  to  benefit  qualified  for 
admission  to  a  University.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  paucity  of  Boman 
Catholic  students  was  entu^sly  dueto  the 
want  of  an  endowment,  or  the  inabilxty 
to  confer  a  degree,  but  rather  to  the 
want  of  a  sjrstem  of  intermediate  edn- 
cation.  In  introducing  the  Bill  of  1873, 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  had  stated  that  strong  re- 
presentations had  been  made  to  him  of 
the  very  pressing  necessity  for  imjoore- 
ment  in  tne  system  of  intermediate  edu- 
cation in  Ireland;  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  had  m^ 
predated  that  want  to  some  extent, 
and  had  proposed  to  devote  a  small 
sum  to  mtermediate  education;  bat 
he  thought  it  was  clear  that  the  two 
subjects  could  not  be  dealt  with  toge- 
ther, and  that  the  hon  and  learned 
Member,  in  attempting  to  found  an 
University  without  constructing  a  ^s- 
tem  of  intermediate  education,  was 
practically  attempting  to  put  on  a  roof 
oefore  building  the  walls.  There  was 
no  evidence  to  prove  that  there  was  any 
considerable  number  of  voung  pereons 
in  Ireland  who  would  benefit  oy  the 
BiU ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  he  feared  it 
was  only  too  true  that  many  of  those 
who  came  to  the  Queen's  Colleges  were 
youths  whose  previous  education  wonld 
not  qualify  them  for  admission  to  an 
Universilnr,  or  even  to  the  senior  rliserM 
of  a  gooa  school.  If  that  were  so,  and 
the  opinion  met  with  much  assent,  was 
it  not  clear  that  the  question  of  inter- 
mediate education  was  uie  mf»e  pressing 
of  the  two?  He  had  ah^y  stated  that 
this  was  a  question  to  which  he  b<^»ed, 
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next  Semon,  to  call  the  earnest  attention 
of  the  House ;  but  until  it  was  dealt 
withy  there  was  no  real  necessity  for  the 
passing  of  any  University  Bill,  and  he 
could  not  approve  of  the  measure  which 
had  been  laid  before  the  House,  or  re- 
commend Parliament  on  this  occasion  to 
depart  from  the  policy  in  which  it  had 
persisted  for  so  many  years. 

Mb.  butt,  in  reply,  said,  that  the  com- 
parison of  population  in  Ireland  was  no 
test  on  this  question.  The  entire  number- 
of  Boman  Catholics  availing  themselves 
of  the  present  system  of  Umversity  edu- 
cation m  Ireland  was  only  170,  showing 
that  they  did  not  approve  of  the  present 
system  of  University  education.  He 
denied  that  the  Bishops  and  Archbishops 
were  to  have  full  control  of  the  College, 
the  power  which  they  were  to  have  being 
simply  that  of  excluding  certain  books 
which  they  might  deem  immoral.  That 
power  it  was  surely  not  unfeur  to  give 
to  those  whom  the  Boman  Oatholio 
people  trusted  as  the  guardians  of  their 
children.  He  had  authority  to  state 
that  there  was  no  objection  on  the  part 
of  Homan  Catholics  to  having  a  Pro- 
testant examiner  in  any  branch  of  learn- 


ing, provided  that  Boman  Catholics  had 
to  teach.  As  to  the  veto  on  changes  in 
the  curriculum,  he  asked  whether  it  was 
unreasonable,  where  they  had  a  course 
of  study  coming  up  to  all  the  require- 
ments of  modem  science,  to  say  that 
before  they  changed  that  course,  both 
the  CathoLc  and  the  Protestant  CoUe^s 
must  agree  to  the  alteration  ?  In  Ice- 
land the  bond  of  science  and  intellect 
was  too  strong  to  be  severed  by  dif- 
ference of  religion. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  55;  Noes 
200 :  Majority  145.— (Div.  list,  No.  253.) 

Woria  added. 

Main  Questioni  as  amended,  put,  and 
{iffreedto. 

Second   Beading  put   off  for   three 
months. 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 
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June  25,  203 

School  of  Military  Engineering  at  Chathamt 
Question,  Mr.  H.  B.  Samuelson ;  An^er, 
M^.  Gathome  Hardy  July  \2, 1175 

Terfltortal  and  Numerical  Titles  to  Raiments, 
Observations,  Colonel  Naghten ;  Snort  de- 
bate thereon  Juno  ^5,  251;  Question,  Sir 
Alexander  Gordon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  July  5, 821 
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Ths  Strait*  8Mmml$^MedaU  for  the  Malay 
Campaign,  Question,  Mr.  Smjemt  Simon ; 
Aoiwtr,  Mr.  GathorM  Harclj  /Wy  26, 
1894  i^-The  Malay  PetdntiUa — EapeMeiof 
the  Campaiffn,  Question,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  JuZy  17, 1887 

The  Windsor  Revieuh— Deficient  Transport, 
Question,  Mr.Uajter;  Answer, Mr. Gstborne 
Hardy  Jtdy  19,  1528 

Troops  for  Foreign  Service— The  Slih  Regi- 
ment, Questions,  Colonel  Naghten,  Mr.  U. 
B.  Samuelson  ;  AnswierSj  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  July  26,  1809 

The  AwBUiary  Forces 

Dnmkenness  in  MtHiia  Regiments,  Question, 
Sir  Joseph  Bailey;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatbome 
Hardy  July  28, 1667 

MiliUa  Surgtons'-Royal  Warrant,  1870,  Ob- 
serrations,  Mr.  Lyon  Playfair ;  Short  debate 
thereon  July  2,  606 

Militia,  The— The  Revised  Regulations,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  George  Balfour ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gatbome  Hardy  July  9,  968 

Mounted  R^temen— Hampshire  Mounted  Rifle 
VolunUer  Corps,  Question,  Mr.  Carpenter 
Gamier;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatbome  Hardy 
June  21,  88 ;  ObserTations,  Mr.  Carpenter 
Gamier ;  short  debate  thereon  July  2. 
602 

Ofieers  of  the  Awriliary  Forces— Double  Com- 
missions, Question,  Mr.  Prioe ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gatbome  Hardy  June  28,  408 

Rifle  Militia  Regiments^  Uniforms,  Question, 
Colonel  Naghten;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatbome 
Hardy  July  19, 1517 

Yeomanry  Uniforms,  Qaettion,  Th«  Duke  of 
St.  Albans;  Reply,  Earl  Cadogan  July  26, 

1851  B  9         , 


Army — FirU  Ckus  Seserve 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  25,  To 
leaTe  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  baying  re- 
gard to  the  fact  that  men  of  the  First  Class 
Army  Resenre,  when  called  out  last  autumn, 
appeared  in  a  larger  priwortion  than  any 
other  branoh  of  Her.Majesty's  foroes,  this 
House  is  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  expe- 
dient to  allow  at  least  flTe  thousand  men  now 
in  barracks,  who  are  OTor  thirty  years  of  age 
and  haTe  bad  ten  years'  seryice,  to  retire  into 
that  resenre  "  {Mr.  John  Holms)  v.,  223  ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac, ; " 
after  debate.  Question  put;  A.  207,  N.  46 ; 
M.  161  (D.  L.  192) 

Army—MUitary  Law 

Mo?ed,  <•  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  present  state  of  our  Mili- 
tary Law,  including  the  constitution  and 
practice  of  Courts-Martial  and  CourU  of  In- 
quiry, aad  to  report  to  this  Houm  the  prin- 
ciples upon  which  the  rerision  of  the  Mutiny 
Acts  and  Articles  of  War  should  be  carried 
out,  and  how  best  this  rerisioii  should  take 
^laoe  so  as  to  ensure  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject in  the  next  Session  of  i^rliament "  {Sir 
Cohnan  C^Loghlen)  June  19, 38 

[House  oounted  out] 


Army  —  Eoyal  ArtiU&ry   and  Engineer 
Officers — Arrears  of  Indian  Pay 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  25* 
To  leaye  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  "  the 
Papers  respecting  the  arrears  of  pay  due  by 
the  Goyernment  of  India  to  Officers  of  the 
Royal  Artillery  and  Royal  Engineers  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee"  (Colonel 
Jervis)  v»,  206  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That 
the  words,  ^. ;"  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  93,  N.  145  ;  M.  52  (D.  L.  190) 

Words  added ;  main  Question,  as  amended , 
put ;  A.  104,  N.  56 ;  M.  48  (D.  L.  191) 

Personal  Explanation,  Mr.  Gatbome  Hardy 
June  28,  411  ;  List  of  the  Committee  July  4, 
786 


Army — The  Roherte  Court  Martial 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  6,  To 
leaye  out  from  ''That,"  and  add  "  an  bumble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  pray- 
ing that,  in  yiew  of  the  circumstances  dis- 
closed upon  the  proceedings  of  the  Court 
Martial  upon  Captain  Roberts,  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  reinstate  him  in  his  rank 
in  the  Army  '*  {Mr,  Edward  Jenkins)  v., 
923 ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
d(C. ;"  after  debate.  Question  put;  A.  1S7» 
N.  72  ;  M.  65  (D.  L.  225) 


Artizane  and  Labourers^  DtoelUnge  Act — 
Demolitions  in  Fetter  Lane 

Obseryations,  The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury ;  Reply, 
Earl  Beauohamp  July  10,  1039 


AsHBUBY,  Mr.  J.  L.y  Brighton 
Nayy— H.M.S.  "Inflexible,"  198, 1522 


AsHLKT,  Hon.  A.  Evelyn,  Foole 
Dublin  Central  Tramways,  Consid.  Amendt. 

165» 
Supply-— Consular  Seryioes,  1412 


Absheton,  Mr.  E.,  Clitheroe 

Diyine  Worship  Facilities,  2R.  Preyious  Ques- 
tion moyed,  774 
Locomotives  on  Common  Roads,  2R.  43 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid« 
el.  70, 1545 


AttobneyGensbal,  The  (Sir  J.  Holkeb), 

Freeton 
Criminal  Law— "The  Priest  in  Absolution," 

84 
Criminal  Law— Pardon  of  the  Fenian  Conyicts, 

Res.  1612 
Obscene  Publications — Lord    Campbell's  Act, 

258 
Parish   Churchyards,  Dissenting  Serriees  in, 

1659 
Slave  Trade  in  the  Red  Sea,  200 
Solicitors  Examination,  Ao.  Comm.  867 
Succession  Duty  Act — Double  Duties— "The 

Attorney  General  y.  Charlton,"  819 
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Attorhst  GiniBAL,  The— eont 

Supply — Ghaooerj  DiTision  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice,  1286, 1288.  1290 
Land  Registry  Office,  1360, 1861 
Law  Chi^ges,  1286 

Queen's  Bench,  &e,  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice,  1292 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 

el  18,  857  ;  d,  74, 1578 
Vaccination  Act — Case  of  J.  Ahel,  405 


Bailey,  Sir  J.  B.,  Heref(irdihW$ 
Ann  J  —  Auxiliary    Forces — Drunkenness   in 

Militia  Regiments.  1667 
Criminal   Law — Sane  and   Insane   Prisoners, 
1323 


Balfoub,  Major-General  Sir  G.,  JKn- 

Army— Militia  Regulations,  968 
Army — First  Class  Reserves,  Res.  250 
Army — Royal  Artillery  and  Engineers — Ar- 
rears of  Indian  Fay,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  217 
Army  Estimates— Administration  of  the  Army, 
888 
Clothing  Establishments,  Senrices  and  Sup- 
plies, 884 
Medical  Establishments  and  Serrices,  681 
Military  Law,  Administration  of,  681 
Militia  Pay  and  Allowances,  641 
East  India  Loan,  2R.  847 
East  India  Loan — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

132 
India  Tariff— Import  Duties  on  Cotton  Mann- 

iactures,  1106,  1116 
Local  Finance — Scotch,  Welsh,  and  Colonial 

Loans,  1322 
Roberts  Court  MarUal,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

934,  935 
Stationery  Office,  Controller  of  the— Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,  Res.  1345 
Superannuation  Act  Amendment  Act,  1878, 

Res.  623 
Supply — Police,  Counties  and  Boroughs  (Great 
BriUin),  1365 
Public  Education,  Scotland,  1214 


Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment  Bill  [r-i^] 

{}ir.  Attorney  QtntraX) 
c.  Read  l^"  •  /ti/y  5  [Bill  234] 


Barhadoes,  I^ulature  of 
Question,    Mr.    Puleston ;    Answer,    Mr.    J. 
Lowther  Juiy  28, 1665 


Barolat,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfarshire 
Agricultural  Tenements  Security  for  Improye- 

ments,  2R.  782 
Army  Estimates — Volunteer  Corps  Pay,  4o. 

647 
Game  Laws  (Scotland) — Employment  of  Con- 

sUbles,  1318 
Nayy— Herring  Fisheries,  969 


Bar  Edneation  and  Ditdpliiie  BOl  [k-l] 

(Tk$  Lord  Okmttlhr) 

/.  Read8>*/im0l9  (Ho.  69) 

e.  Read  1»  •  (Mr,  AtUrmf  Gm$rml)  Jmm  %S 

[BOlStl] 

Babttblot,  Oolonel  SirW.B.,  Suitsx^  W, 

Army — Royal   Artillery  and  EagiiMJW  s    Ar» 
rears  of  Indian  Pay,  Motion  for  a  Sriert 
Committee,  218 
Army   Estimatee— Full  Pay  of  Redoeed  aa4 
Retired  Officers,  4e.  840 
Resenre  Force  Pay,  Ac  831 
Supply,  Mannfootore,  4o.  of  Wariik«  aa4 

other  Stores,  884 
Volunteer  Corps  Pay,  4o.  645 
Intozieatiitf  Liquors  (Ireland),  2R.  1443 
Law  and  Jostioo— Detention  in  Priaoo  bdaro 
Trial.  1358 
The  Aasiies,  85, 194 
Prisons,- 3R.  12 
Russia— Hon.  Colonel  WeUeeley— Military  At- 

taoh6, 1035 
Stationery  Office,  Controller  of  th»— Appoiai. 
ment   of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,  Bee    1609; 
Rescinding  of  Rec  1690, 1696, 1698 

Bass,  Mr.  M.  A.,  Stafford,  E. 
Queen  Anne's  Bounty  Board*  1169 

Ba88,  Mr.  M.  T.,  Derby  Bo. 
Sale  of  Intoxieatiog  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), 1198 

Bates,  Mr.  E.,  Plymouth 
Stationery  Office,  CootroUer  of  the    Appoint- 
ment  of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,  Rea.  1846, 1347 

Bath,  Marqaess  of 
Public  Worship  Regulation  Act,  PeiUioii,  184a 

Baxter,  Bight  Hon.  W.  R,  Montrpifp 
Sfc. 
Church  Rates  AboUaon  (Scotland),  2R.  1135 
Southern  Pacific — Samoa  Islands,  1166 
Turkey— Release  of  Bulgarian  Priaooen,  llTl 

Beach,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  R  Hicxa- 
(Chief  Seoretaiy  for  Ireland),  Giau^ 
eeetershire,  B, 
Colorado  Beetle,  688,  1180 
Estimates,  The,  1876-7— Writ  and  Seal  Offie* 

(IreUnd),  Res.  1029 
Intoxi<^og  Liquors  (Ireland),  SR.  1497, 1464. 

1466 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Qoestiona 
Boards  of  Guardians,  Ac.  1691 
Cattle  Disease  Act— Importatioa  of  Stock, 

1826 
Coroners,  1665 

Crimo— Murder  of  Mr.  Toung,  404 
Dublin  MetropoUtan  PoUoe— Cast  of  Mr. 

J.  A.  Browne,  197 
Fisheriee— Chockpoint  Pier.  1866 
Inland    NaTigatlon  —  Rallinamore   Caaal, 

1303. 1660 
Intermediate  Education,  1696 
Irish  Constabulary— Salutes^  1599 
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Bbaoh,  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hioks—oonI. 

Iriib  Land  Aot»  1870— Clerks  of  the  Peeoe, 

1828 
Law  and  Jattioe— Dudow  Pettj  SettioDS 

Clerkihip,  695 
Magiftraoj— Mr.  Anoketell,  92,  1047 
National    Board    of    Edaoation  —  Head 
Teaobert  of  Model  SebooU,  197;— Lie- 
nahanna  School,  1562 
National   School    Teachers   and    Tenant- 
Right,  1826 
National  Teachers  Act,  1875— Workhouse 

Teachers,  1828 
Party  Processions— Orange  Procession  at 

Lnrgan,  1852 
Peace  Presenration  Aet,  1871  —  Conntj  of 
Loath.    1268;— Extra    Police   in    Irish 
Connties.  1268 
Poor  Law  Unions,  1510 
Ireland— National  School  Teachers,  Rea.  1731 
Royal  Dnblin  Society  (So.  2),  2R.  967 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqoors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Re-oomm.  829 
Supply — Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland's  OlBees, 
1236 
Civil  Services  and  Reyenue  Departments, 

475,  476 
ConsUbnlary,  Ireland,   1378,  1379,  1380, 

1381 
County  Prisons  and  ReformatorieS|  Ireland, 

1382 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  1378 
General  Survey  and    Valuation,  Ireland, 

1285 
Goyemment  Prisons,  dtc.  Ireland,  1381 
Local  GoTemment  Board  in  Ireland,  1237, 

1238 
Public    Education,    Ireland,    1223,    1224, 

1227.  1233,  1235 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1279.  1280 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland).  Consid. 
35,  160  ;  ci.  8.  267  ;  el.  18,  864  ;  cl.  70, 1545 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  763 
University  Education  (Ireland),  2R.  1926 


Bkaoh,  Mr.  W.  W.  B.,  Hampshire,  N. 
Locomotives  on  Common  Roads,  2R.  49 


Bkaoonsfizld,  Earl  of  (Fint  Lord  of 

the  Treasury) 

Post  Offlce  (Telegraphs),  Res.  868 

Stationery  OfBoe,  Controller  of  the— Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,  Personal  State- 
ment, 1477 

BsAUCHAMP,  Earl  (Lord  Steward  of  the 
Honaehold) 
Artisans  and  Labourers  Dwellings  Act— Demo- 
litions in  FeUer  Lane,  1039 
Inclosure  of  Commons,  1 R.  590 
Metropolitan  Street  Improvements,  2R.  70 
Prisons*  2R.  383;  Comm.  eL  14,  870,  872  ; 

eL  18,  875  ;  el.  33,  876 :  c<.  35,  877 
See  of  Sodor  and  Man,  Address  for  a  Betum,  3 


BEArMoirr,  Major  F.  E.  B.,  Durham,  8. 
Endowed  SebooU-Siamfordham  Seboo!*  1176 


Bell,  Mr.  I.  L.,  Hartlepool 
Learned  Societies  and  Scientific  Investigation, 

1398 
Solicitors  Examination,  Ac.  Comm.  866 
Supply— Paris  International  Exhibition,  1402 


BsNTmcK,  Eight  Hon.  G.  A.  F.  Caven- 
dish   (Judge   Advocate    General), 
Whitehaven 
Roberts  Court  Martial,  Motion  for  an  Address, 
933,  935 


Bbntinck,  Mr.  G.  W.  P.,  Norfolk,  W, 
Navy— Naval  Education- H.M.S.<<  Inflexible, 

Res.  903,  911 
Supply — Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1411 


ff 


Be&esford,  Colonel  F.  M.,  Southwark 

Army  Estimates— Volunteer  Corps  Pay,  Ac. 

647 

Convict  Prisons — Discipline  and  Management, 

Address  for  a  Royal  Commission,  1377 
Locomotives  on  Common  Roads,  2R.  55 


Berbsford,  Mr.  G.  De  La  P.,  Armagh 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt.  754 


BiooAR,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cavan  Co. 

Convict  Prisons— Discipline  and  Management, 
Address  for  a  Royal  Commission,  1377 

County  OlBoers  and  Courts  (Ireland),  Comm. 
eL  59, 1794 

Factors  Act  Amendment,  Comm.  Motion  for 
reporting  Progress,  868 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland)— Dunow  Petty  Ses- 
sions Clerksbip,  595 

Parliamentary    and    Municipal    Registration, 
Nomination  of  a  Select  Committee,  173tt 

Parliament— Privilege — Reflections   on    tbe 
Speaker  of  tbis  House,  Explanation,  891 

Poet   Ofltce— Postal  Messengers  and    Letter 
Carriers,  1734 

Prisons,  3R.  31 

Public  Works  Loans  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  3, 
144 ;  el.  3,  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  145 

Solicitors    Examination,  Ac.  Comm.  Motion 
for  reporting  Progress,  865, 866, 867 

Soutb  Africa,  Comm.  1770 ;  Consid.  Preamble, 
1800,  1811,  1818.  1838, 1836.  1843, 1844 

Supply^  Local  Qovemment   Board,   Ireland, 
1339 
Public  Education.  Ireland,  1333 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1384 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Coniid. 
33,  33,  37 ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 
156,  157, 159,  160,  163, 165;  el.  6,  Amendt. 
363 ;  el.  8,  366,  371 ;  cL  10,  377:  W.  13, 
857  ;  el.  18,  859,863  ;  d.63,  Amendt.  1543  ; 
el.  70,  Amendt.  1543  ;  d.73,  AmendL  1546  : 
el.  74,  Amendt.  1547,  1581 :  d.  83,  Amendt. 
1583:  eM,eL  1584,  1585;  Amendt.  1586, 
1567 :  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1636  , 
1637.  1638:  Amendt.  1630.  1634,  1635, 
1636,  1639,  1644,  1647,  1648;  Amendt. 
1649  •  Sebedule  37,  Amendt.  ib» 
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BiRLEY,  Mr.  H.,  Manche9ter 

Divine  Worship  FMilitiet,  3  a.  776 
India  Tariff— Lnport  Duties  on  Cotton  Mana- 
faotores,  Res.  1085,  1086,  1138 

Bishoprics  Bill       {Mr,  Secretary  Cfroee,  Sir 

Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson) 
e.  BiU  withdrawn  •  July  10  [BiU  163] 

Blake,  Mr.  T.,  LeomituUr 

Army  Estimates — Reserve  Force  Pcj,  Ac.  659 

Parliament — Privilege — Practice  of  this  Honse, 

820,  830  ;  —  Privilege— Reflections  on   this 

House,  Notice,  684,  685  ;  Rxplanation,  889, 

890 

Solicitors  Examination,  Ao.  Oonun.  867 

Board  of  Education  (Scotland)  Continu- 
ance Bill 

{The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  Croet) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  July  4  [BiU  389] 

Boiler  JSxplo8ion$ 
Question,  Mr.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Atshe- 
ton  Cross  July  6,  885 

BooBD,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Grunwieh 

Plumstead  Common — Legal  Proceedings,  600, 

1329 
Superannuation  Act  Amendment  Act,  1873 — 

Departmental  Circulars,  Res.  176  ;  Amendt. 

618,  622 
Supply^Report,  Amendt.  931 


BouBKE,  Hon.  E.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs),    Lynn 
RegU 
Central    Africa^ Mr.    Stanley— The    British 

Flag.  971 
EgTpt — Central  Africa — King  of  Uganda,  1317 

The  Late  Finance  Minister,  598 
France — Passports,  1178 

Treaty  of  Commerce — Negotiations,  1741 
Italy  and  Albania,  1661 
Italy — Germany,  1661 
Persian  Embassy.  1873.  1323 
Peru— PeruTian  Loans  of  1870-1873, 1391 
Roumania — Treatment  of  the  Jews.  403 
Russia  and  Bulgaria — The  Ciar's  Proclama- 
tion, 1743 
Russia  and  Turkey — Austrian  Policy,  401 
Russia  and  Turkey — The  War— Miscellaneous 
Questions 
Ameer  of  Kashgar,  1390 
Asia  Minor — Sir  Arnold  Kemball,  195 
Black  Sea.  Blockade  of,    1324 ;— Neutral 

Vessels  in  the,  1389 
RussUn  AtrociUes,  485.  1176, 1517 
Sir  Arnold  Kemball — Despatch  of  Troops 

to  OaUipoli.  1666 
Sues  Canal,  4 

Sulina,  Mouth  of  the  Danube,  1536 
Slave  Trade— Africa  (East  Coast)  Libtrated 

SUvet.  1518 
Southern  Pacific— Samoa  Islands,  1168 
Sugar  CouTcotion,  203 

[eoi^. 
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Supply— CoBtolar  S«rTioet,  1413 

Embassies   and    Bliasioas   AhnU.    1M7. 
1411.  1413 
Turkey — Miscelianeooa  Qq^jtiotti 

Anoenia,  Outragw  in,  1664 

Bosnia  and  Herwgofiiia,  1663 

Booiia— Despatoh^r  GoMid  HobMi,  leiS. 
1020 

British  Ambasndor  at  tiM  PerK  M 

Bulgaria— Protectorate  of  tiM  Oiar,  13 !• 

Bulgarian  PrisoMri,  Kateits  d;  1173 

BowYEB,  Sir  G.,  Wexford  Co. 
Irish  Peerage,  3R.  1166 
Metropolis— St.  Margaret's  Church,  83 
RussU  and  Turkey— Rosmmi  AtrooiUM,  1175 
Stationery  OfBce,  OontroUsr  of  the — AppeiM 

ment  of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,  Bawiindii^  of 

Res.  1737 
Supply — Chancery  Divisioo  of  the  U^ 

of  Justice,  1389 
Supreme  Court  of  Judieaiore  (iMbBd)^ 

cl  8,  369 

Brady,  Dr.  J.,  L$Ur%m  Co, 
CiTil  Senrice  Competition,  596 
Landlord  and    Tenaai  (Irdaod)  Act  (1870) 

Amendment,  65 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Soodaj  (Ira* 

land),  Ro-oomm.  875,  376 

Bbato,   Bight  Hon.   H.   B.  W.,  (jm 
Sfeakbb,  The) 


Brassey,  Mr.  T.,  Boitinp 

Navy— Naral  Education— H.M.S.'*IiiflnibU,'' 

Rea.  891,  896,  906 
Navy  Estimates  — Coast  Guard  Serriet  aad 

Royal  Na?al  Reserrea,  Me.  919 


Brioos,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Biaekhum 
India  Tariff— Import  Dotiea  on  GtMoA 
fiMtnres,  Ret.  1098 


Bright,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Birmimgkmm 
Ind'ui — East  India  Loan — Financial  StataoMBl, 

Comm.  97 
Supply — Colonial   Local  ReY«iBM«  Ac.  1415, 

1416 

Brioht,  Mr.  J.,  Manek$$imr 

Contagious  DisMMea  (Aniasala)  Ad,  1869— 

CouTictions— Cattle  PlaKoe  in  TorkaUre,  596 

India  Tariff— Import  Dutiea  ob  Otttoa 


Bribe,  Odonel  8.  B. 

Army  Esfimatta    MillHa  Play  aa 

641 
LooomotifM  OB  GosMMQ  Roftds, 


E. 


ML  ft 


BaiSTOWE,  Mr.  S.  B.,  Ifmcark 
Supply— WrMk  OoBUiWoMr,  OflM  of,  IIM 
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BriiUh  Museum — Salarui 

Question,  Mr.  W.  G.  Cftrtwright ;  Anflwer,  Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith  June  29,  485 

Brooks,  Mr.  M.,  Dublin 

IntozioaUof  Liqaon  (Ireland),  3R.  1438, 1438 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqaort  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Re-oomm.  354 

Brown,  Mr.  A.  H.,   Wenloek 

Public  Health  Act— Pariih  of  Ash,  596 
Stationery  OiBoe,  Controller  of  the — Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,  Ret.  1335 ;— Re- 
Minding  of  Ret.  1718 

Brucb,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  E.  A.  0.  B., 

Marlborough 
Cleopatra'e  Needle,  190 

Brtjen,  Mr.  H.,  Carlow  Co. 

National  School  Teachers  (Ireland),  Res.  1729 
Navy — Narigating  Sab- Lieutenants,  968 
Public  Works  Loans  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  2, 

Aioendt.  144 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Re*eomm.  358 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comm. 

36 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  760 

BuooLEUOH,  Duke  of 

Ordnance  Surrey— Reduction  of  Staff,  1267 
Parliament — Election  of  RepresentatiTe  Peers 
for  Scotland—Karldom  of  Mar,  Res.  947, 957 

Building  Societies  Act  (1874)  Amend- 
ment Bill     i^r,  Dalrymple,  Mr,  Waddy, 
Mr,  Yeoman) 

c.  Committee  *  ;  Report  Julv  9     [Bills  188-243] 
Committee  *  [on  re^onvn!) ;  Report  Jtdy  19 
Considered  *7i«/y  26 

BuLWKR,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Iptwick 

Army  Estimates— Voluntetr  Corps   Pay,  4o. 

649 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comm. 

d.  70, 1545  ;  add.  d.  1627 

Bnrial  Acti  ConMUdation  Bill 

(^TAe  Lord  Presid^mi) 

I  Ministerial  Sutement,  The  Duke  of  Richmond 
and  Gordon ;    Obserratlons,  Earl  Gran?ilto 
/nim2],67 
BUI    withdrawn,  after  short  debate  June  25, 
181  (Not.  27-80] 

Burials  BiU 
Notice  of  Reeolution,   Mr.   Osborne  Morgan 
JwM  19, 3 

BuriaU^Noiies  of  Motion  %ciihdraitn 
Question,  Mr.   Uus^y  Vivian ;   Answer,  Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan  Jtdy  12, 1181 


Butt,  Mr.  I.,  Limerieh  City 

Criminal  Law — Pardon  of  the  Fenian  ConTicts, 

Res.  1608,  1612 
Estimates,  The,  1876-7-  Writ  and  Seal  OlBce 

(Ireland),  Res.  1028 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland),  2R.  1469 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House — University 

Education  (Ireland),  487 
Solicitors  Examination,  Ac.  Comm.  866 
Supply — Chief  Secretai7  for  Ireland's  OlBces, 
1236 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments, 

Amendt.  472,  474,  475 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  1376 
Land  Registry  Oflloe,  1360 
Local  Government  Board,  Ireland,  1239 
Miscellaneous  Legal  Charges,  Ireland,  1382 
Report,  1548, 1549 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 
d.  13, 857  :  d.  17.  859  ;  d.  18.  t5..  862, 863  ; 
d.  51,  1538,  1539, 1540 ;  e/.58, 1541  ;  d.  62, 
1542 ;  d.  70,  1544 ;  d.  74,  Motion  for  re- 
porting   Progress,  1547,  1575,  1578,  1580, 
1581 ;  add.  d.  1627.  1644,  1648,  1649, 1650 
University    Education    (Ireland),    2R.    1863, 

1919,  1933 
Votes  on  Aoooont,  468 

Cadooak,  Earl 

Army  (Promotion),  Paper  presented,  1737 
Army — Auxiliary  Foroes—xeomanry  Uniforms, 
1851 

Cairns,    Lord   {see   Ohancellor,    The 
Lord) 

Callan,  Mr.  P.,  Dundalk 

Army— Escape  of  a  Defaulting  OflBcer,  1528 
Criminal  Law— Pardon  of  the  Fenian  Convicts, 

1604, 1625 
Estimates,  The,  1876-7^Writ  and  Seal  Office 

(Ireland),  Res.  1025 
Factors  Act  Amendment,  Comm.  868 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland),  2a.  1424, 1427. 

1428,  1438 
ParlUment  —  Privilege  —  Reflections   in   this 

House,  824 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1687 
Russia    and    Turkey— The  War— Sir  Arnold 

Kemball— Despatch  of  Troops  to  GallipoU, 

1666 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 

Und),  Re-oomm.  322.  823,  725,  1194.  1195 
Solicitors  Examination,  ke.  Comm.  865 
South  Africa,  Consid.  Preamble,  1825 
Stationery  Oflloe,  Controller  of  the — Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  Piffott,  Res.  1571 
Supply ~(?onsUbuUry,  Ireland,  1879,  1380 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  1376, 1377 
Public  Works  in  Irelaiid,  1283 
Supreme  Court  of  Jodioatnre  ( IreUuid),  (^sid. 

d.  74,  1579 ;  add.  d.  1628,  1634,  1642 
Union  Justioes  (Ireland),  2R.  766 

Oamrron,  Dr.  C,  Glasgow 
Army  Estimates— Medical  EstabUshmtnts  and 

Services,  631 
Parliament — Public  Business,  820 
Post  Ofl&ce— Female  Telegraph  Clerks,  91 
Supply- EmbAisies  and  Missions  AbruaiJ,  1410 
Public  Education  (Scotland),  1209 
Report,  1549 
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CHA 


Oahpbell,  Lord 

Russia  ftDd  the  Porte— Oironlar  Despatoh  of 
the  Ottoman  Goyernmeat,  Motion  for  Papers, 
1491, 1608,  1511 

Treaties  of  Paris,  1856,  Motion  for  Papers, 
179, 181 

Campbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirhealdy^  Sfe, 

Army — Royal  Artillery  and  Rngineers— >Ar- 
rears  of  Indian  Pay,  Motion  for  a  Seleot 
Committee,  222 

Army  Retirement — Reserve  Foroes,  1516 

Army  Estimates — Full  Pay  of  Rednoed  and 
Retired  Officers,  kc,  8S9,  840 

East  India — Mr.  Fuller  and  Mr.  Leeds — Inde- 
pendence of  Judges  of  the  High  Courts,  Res, 
429 

Egypt— The  late  Finance  Minister.  597 

India — East  India  Loan — FinanoiaJ  Statement, 
Comm.  Amendt.  113,  142 

India  Tariff— -Import  Duties  on  Cotton  Manu- 
factures, Res.  Amendt  1094,  1128 

South  Africa,  Comm.  Amendt.  1751 ;  Co 
Preamble,  1799,  1800,  1803 

Supply — Constabulary,  L*eland,  1380 

Register  House  Departments,  Edinburgh, 
1373 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 
d.  70,  1545 

Camfbell-Baknbrman,  Mr.  H.,  StirUng^ 

Army — First  Class  Reserres,  Res.  249 

Army— Royal  Artillery  and  Engineers— Ar- 
rears of  Indian  Pay,  Motion  wr  a  Seleot 
Committee,  221 

Army  Estimates— Military  Law,  Administra- 
tion of,  628 

Superannuation  Act  Amendment  Act,  1873, 
Res.  622 

Camfbbdowk,  Earl  of 
Metropolitan  Street  ImproTements,  2R.  69 
Uniyersities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  9R.  677 

Canal  Boats  Bill      {Mr,  Sciat^r^Booth,  Mr, 

Stcretary  Cro9$,  Mr,  Mi) 

e.  Select  Comm.  nominated*  June  25 
Report  of  Select  Comm.*  Jtdy  12  [No.  327] 

Cantebbubt,  Archbishop  of 
Burial  Acts  Consolidation,  Report,  BUI  with- 
drawn, 181 
PubUc  Worship  Regulation  Act,  Petition,  1846 

Cabbwell,  Yiflcotmt 

Burial  Acts  Consolidation,  Report,  Bill  with- 
drawn, 186 

Prisons,  Comm.  cl.  14, 873 

Stationery  OIBce,  Controller  of  the— Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,  1489 

UniTersities  of  Ox£»rd  and  Cambridge,  Re- 
eomm.  cL  15,  1261 

Cablikofobd,  Lord 

Crime  (Ireland)— Protection  of  Life,  1314 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  9R. 
674 ;  Re-comm.  cl,  16, 1257 


Cabvabyon,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  BtaU 

for  the  Colonies) 
India  (Coolie  Emigrmtion),  Motioo  far  Fspm. 

1561 
UniTersities  of  Ozibrd  and  CuoMig^, 

oomm.  cL  15, 1258 

Oabtwbxoht,  Mr.  W.  C,  Oxf^riMf 

British  Museum— Salaries,  485 


OnUapioui  DiMues  (Ammalt)  Adi.  ISee 

CvKviddm»^  Caitk   PUgm   im    Yuilsiiii, 

Question,  Mr.  Jaoob  Bright ;  Aaswv.  Mr. 

Assheton  Cross  July  2,  593 
ImporUd   CaUU,  QnestioD,  Eari    Forlssses ; 

Answer,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Ceri— 

July  23, 1659 
Spre4id  of  ike   Disea$e,   QoestioB,   ColoMi 

Khigsoote ;  Answer,  Ytsooiiat  SKuAmJmly  !•• 

1329 


Cavendish,    Lord    F.    C,    Torhihir^t 

Indian  War  Chaiges,  1177 
Wine  and  Beerhouse  Act  (1869}   AmsniiMsat, 
Motion  for  A^joaminent,  1038 

Ceoil,  Lord  E.   H.   B.   O.   (Surrejar 
General  of  Ordnanoe),  Amht,  W, 
Army— Nnmerioal  ^tiee  of  Lioe  ttegiawts, 

254 
Army  Estimatee— Supply,  Maaelhetsrs^  Ae.  cf 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  885, 836 


Chadwigk,  Mr.  D.,  MaceUtfiM 
Law  and  Jostioe— Pnblio  Proeeraton.  1519 


Chamberlain,  Mr.  J.,  Birmingkmm 

Elementary  Education,  Ezpenditare  oa,  1979 
Scienoe   and   Art   Departmenl  —  ProTiaeial 

Scientifio  and   Indostrial   MmMns,   1348, 

1359 


Chambebs,  Sir  T.,  MmyMani 
Persian  Embaiqr.  1873, 1399 


Chakosllob,  The  Lord  (Lord  Gaimvb) 

Confessional  in  the  Chnroh  of  Eagbad— *  Tbe 

Priest  in  AbeolnUoo,"  884 
Qame  Laws  (Seotland)  Amendaeat,  R^ofiv 

d,  7, 159, 154  ;  3R.  481 
Irish  SUtntes,  Rerision  of,  1385 
Married  Women's  Property  Aet  (1870) 

ment,  9R.  AmondL  77 
New  Forest,  2R.  804 
Parliament— Eleetioo  of  RsysesalsliTa  Pi 

for  Scotland— Earldom  of  Mar,  Res.  956 
Post  Offlce  (Telegraphs),  Res.  879 
PriiODi,C9mm.0(.14,873;  eLlS»879 
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Ohakosllob  of  the  Exoheqttbb  (Bight 
Hon.  Sir  S.  H.  Nobthootb),  Ihvtm, 
N. 

Annj  EttiiDAtat— Retenrt  Foroe  Paj,  4e.  65S, 

656.  05«,  658 
Annj  Promotion  and  ReUrement — The  War- 

rmot,  602 
CiTil  Sonriofr— Writart  in  Go?emm«nt  OiBoas, 

1171 
Civil   Seiriee   Ettimatat— Edooation  Votat— 

DepartrotnUl  SUtoment,  ho,  1048. 1050 
CoofiMfiooa).    The— "The  Priest   in  Abeola- 

tion^^iOT,  1174 
Coanty  Frmnehite  and  Re-dittfibntion  of  Seats, 

Res.  571 
Oonntj  OfBoers  and  Oonrts  (Ireland),  Oomm. 

d.  6%  1704 
England   and    Russia  —  The   Mediterranean 

Garrisons,  1741, 1706 
Gibraltar— The  Ordinanoe,  1858 
Illegitimate  Intestates  Estates  (Seotland),  Res. 

995 :— Paterson's  EsUte.  408 
India— Mr.  Fuller  and  Mr.  Leeds,  201 
Indian  War  Charges,  1177 
Kirwee  Booty,  Motion  for  a  Paper,  1556 
Maritime  Contraets,  409 
Mercantile  Marine— Lime  Juioe,  407 
Metropolis  —  India  and  Colonial   Museum- 
Fife  House  Site,  1855 
St  Margaret's  Church  —  The  Albert  Me- 
morial,  815 
National  Gallery— Darid  Roberts,  RJL,  592 
Navy — Miscellaneous  Questions 

H.M.S.  *<  Inflexible  "— InstrucUons,  1528 
New  Na?al  College— Site,  1519, 1661 
Promotion  and  Retirement  of  Marioee,  1660 
NaT7-Na?al  EducaUon—H.M.S.«' Inflexible," 

Res.  909,  972 
Order— Committee  of  Supply,  Res.  203 
Pariiament — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Business  of  the  House,  487, 1568,  1748 
Business  of  the  Session,  1580, 1584, 1585, 

1586 
Obstruction  of  Bnsinees,  1862 
Order  of  Business,  821,  322 
Pririlege — Reflections  in  this  Bouse,  824, 

888  ;  Explanation,  888 
Public  Business,  685,  686,  820 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1668, 

1678,  1685 
Parliament — Supply — Order  of  Business,  Ree. 

978 
Plnmstead  Common — Legal  Proceedings,  600, 

1829 
Poet  Ofltoe  Money  Orders,  2R.  1240 
Public  Works  Loans  (Ireland),  Comm.  dL  4, 145 
Red  Sea,  Narigatioa  of  the,  899 
Russia— Hon.  Colonel  Welleslfy,  Military  At- 

tacb4.  592 
Russia  and  Turkey— Miscellaneous  Questions 
English  Occupation  of  Constantinople,  968 
Interrention,  972,  1044 
Lord  Dsrby*s  Despatch  of  May  6,  260, 816 
Mediterranean  Fleet,  688.  886. 916 
Russia  and  Turkey— The  War— MisceDaneoss 
Questions 
GaUipoU,  Occupation  of.  1668 
Rusrian  Atrocities,  1176 
Sues  Canal,  192 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 

Und),  Re-comm.  826,  828,  1182, 1185 
SoUoiton  KuniBatioo,  4c.  Cooun.  865 

[Mill. 


Chavosllob  of  the  Exchxquib- «Ma. 

South  Africa,  1046 ;  Consid.  Preamble,  1800, 
1802,    1806,    1809.   1810;    Amendt.  1815, 
1822,  1828.  1831,  1841 
Stationery  Oflk)e,  Controller  of  the— Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott.  Res.  1335. 1564, 
1572  ;~Rescinding  of  Res.  1689. 1703. 1714 
Supply— Civil  Serrioes  and  Reyenue  Depart- 
menu,  473.  474,  476 
Colonial  Local  RcTenue,  Ac.  1416 
Learned  Societies  and  Scientiflo  Inycstiga- 

tion,  1394, 1400 
Report,  1549 

Sues  Canal  (British  Directors).  1418, 1419 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland).  Consid. 
el  10,  275 ;  d.  18.  864  ;  cl.  74,  1547  ;  add. 
d.  1627, 1628, 1620. 1648 
Votes  on  Account,  465 
Ways  and  Means — Inland  Reyenue— Spirits  in 

Bond.  1042 
Ways  and  Means— Inland  Reyenue— Collec- 
tion of  Taxes,  Res.  414 

Chaplin,  Colonel  E.,  Lincoln 

Locomotiyes  on  Common  Roads,  2R.  39, 57 

Chaplin,  Mr.  H.,  Zincohuhire,  Mid, 
Elementary  Education  Act — School  Districts 

in  Lincolnshire,  410 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1682, 

1683, 1687 

Charity  Comtnimdnen — Betton^i  Charity 
Question,    Mr.    James ;    Answer,    Viscount 
Sandon  Jufy  26,  1853 

CmoHESTEB,  Earl  of 
Ecclesiastical  Commission  (Church  Building), 
Motion  for  a  Paper,  188, 189 

Chiohbsteb,  Bishop  of 

Confessional  in  the  Church  of  England—"  The 
Prieet  in  AbeoluUon,"  884 

Childebs,  Bight  Hon.  H.  C.  E.,  Ponte^ 
fraet 
Army— Militia  Surgeons— The  Warrant,  608 
Civil  Serrice  Estimates— Education   Votes- 
Departmental  SUtement,  4c.  1052 
Parliament— Supply— Order  of  Business,  Res. 

978 
Spontaneous  Combustion  of  Coal,   Report  of 

Royal  Commission,  398 
Stationery  Office,  Controller  of  the— Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,  Rea.  1339 
Supply — Colonial  Local  Reyenue,  1415 
Misoellaneous  Expenses,  1421 
Suet  Canal  (British  Directors),  1418 
Superannuation  and    Retired    Allowances, 
1420 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 
d.  74, 1576 

Chriifi  Moipiial — Suicide  of  a  Seholw 
Qneetioo,  Mr.  Seijeant  Sheriock ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Assbetott  Cross  Julp  12, 1172 ;  Expla- 
nation, Mr.  Assheton  Croes  Julp  13, 1294 : 
Qneetion,  Mr.  Fawcett ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshe- 
ton Cross  July  19,  1515  i^B^ri/ord  Sdtodt 
Question,  Mr.  Faweeu ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assht* 
ton  Croes /M/y  24, 1738 
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Church  of  England 

The  Confestional  in  the  Church  of  England— 
**  The  Priett  in  AbtchOion,**  QuestioiiB,  Mr. 
J.  Cowen,  Mr.  Forsyth;  Answera,  The 
Attorney  General  Ju$te  21,  83 ;  Queetion, 
Mr.  Whalley;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  June  28,  407  ;  Question,  Ob- 
servations, Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne ; 
Reply,  The  Ixkrd  Chancellor ;  short  debate 
thereon  July  6,  883  ;  Question,  Mr.  Whalley 
July  9,  967  ;  Resolution,  Mr.  Whalley 
July  6,  946 

Distenting  Services  in  Pariah  Churchyards, 
Question,  Mr.  Seely  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  July  23,  1659 

Public  Worship  Regulation  Act,  Petition  pre- 
sented {Earl  Nelson)  July  26,  1846 ;  after 
short  debate,  Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table 

Qneen  Anne's  Bounty  Board,  Question,  Mr. 
Bass  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  July  12, 
1169 

The  Society  of  the  Holy  Cross—"  The  Priest 
in  Absolution"  Question,  Mr.  Hussey  Vivian  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  12,  1174;— rA«  Rev,  E,  H,  Cross, 
Observation,  Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne 
July  13, 1242 


Church  of  England — Church  Patronage 

Moved,  "  That,  in  view  of  the  prevalence  of 
simoniacal  evasions  of  the  law  and  other 
scandals  and  abuses  in  connection  with  the 
exercise  and  disposal  of  private  patronage  in 
the  Church  of  England,  remedial  measures 
of  a  more  stringent  character  than  any  re- 
cently introduoMl  into  this  House  are  ur* 
gently  required**  (Mr,  LeaJlhaiin)  June  26, 
298 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
*'  it  is  desirable  to  adopt  measures  for  pre- 
venting [simoniacal  evasion  of  the  l&w  and 
checking  abuses  in  the  sale  of  livings  in 
private  patronage "  {Mr,  Hardcastle)  v. ; 
Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words,  ie, ; " 
after  short  debate,  Amendt  and  Motion 
withdrawn 


Church   of  England — Church  Patronage 
{Sale  of  Livings) 

Resolved,  That  it  is  desirable  to  adopt  measures 
for  preventing  simoniacal  evasion  of  the  law 
and  checking  abuses  in  the  sale  of  livings  in 
private  patronage 

Church  of  England — EcclMioittcal  Com^ 
mmion  (  Church  Building) 

Moved,  That  the  Return  to  the  Order  of  thi* 
House  of  19th  June  1876,  be  amended  (1) 
by  the  addition  of  a  balance  sheet  showing 
the  amount  of  interest  received  and  the 
items  of  expenditure  which  have  apparently 
reduced  the  balanoe  by  more  than  £6,000 
and  interest ;  (2)  by  supplying  the  omission 
of  the  amount  of  population  <?  each  district 
to  which  grants  or  nominal  grants  have  been 
made"  {The  Earl  Nelson)  June  25,  188; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 


Chur^  of  England  EndwwwmiU 
Resolution,  Mr.  WhaU^  Juiy  10, 1128 

[Hoose  oownt<d  o«i] 


Church  of  England— Sec  of  Sodmr 
Man 

Moved,  *'That  an  bumble  Addrett  be 
sented  to  Her  Mi^ty  lor,  Retwn  «f  the 
various  sources  from  whi^  the  inrowe  o< 
the  See  of  Sodor  and  Man  is  derived,  aad  its 
amount"  {The  Earl  of  Powis)  Jume  19, 1 : 
after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Church  cf  England,  Th$  Cmrfcuimud  m 

the—''  The  Priest  in  AhsOsUim  " 
Moved, "Tliat,  having  regard  to  tbe  state  of 
the  Law  which  renders  the  pobUeatioci  of  as 
obeoene  book  an  oflbQce,  although  the  penoo 
publishing  it  be  not  actuated  by  amy  desire 
to  deprave,  and  to  the  abseoee  of  aay  pover 
in  the  Edueatioii  Department  to  \m/Les9en 
with  the  religious  teaching  In  poUie 
tary  schools  or  to  make  any  inquiry 
this  House  is  of  opinion  thai  the 
and  practices  set  forth  in  a  book  ealitlisd 
*  The  Priest  in  Absolution,'  and  earvied  ool 
under  the  name  of  the  Confcssiosisl  by  oer- 
tain  clergymen  of  the  Chur^  of  Engluid, 
do  tend  to  deprave  and  are  daofsrous  to  tte 
best  interests  of  society  and  of  rstigioA" 
(Mr,  WhaUey)  July  3,  750 

[House  eoonted  oot] 

Moved,  **  That,  having  regard  to  the  state  of 
the  Law  vrhich  renttors  the  poblieataoo  of  an 
obscene  book  an  offnioe,  although  the  pitmn 
publishing  it  be  not  actuated  by  aay  dostre 
to  deprave,  and  to  the  absence  of  aaj  power 
in  the  Education  Department  te  iatirieie 
with  the  religious  teaching  in  publie  oloaen- 
tary  schools  or  to  make  any  inquiry  thereon, 
this  House  is  of  opinion  that  the  doetnB«« 
and  practices  set  forth  in  a  book  eotiUed 
'  The  Prieet  in  Absolution,'  and  oarried  oot 
under  the  name  of  the  CopfJsssiQoal  by  cer- 
tain olergymen  of  the  Church  of  Keglaod, 
do  tend  to  deprave  and  are  dangerous  to  the 
best  interesU  of  society  and  of  rsligioo*' 
(Mr.  Whalley)  July  24,  1795;  wherovpoa 
Previous  Question  proposed,  **  That  that 
Question  be  now  put "  (Mr.  CkamedUr  ef 
Oi/e  Exchequer)  [House  counted  ovt] 

Chnrdi  Patronage  (Scotland)  Law  Aaittd- 
ment  Bill 

(Mr,  Bamsay,  Mr,  Baxter,  Mr,  GrmU  Dtif) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  \***Jidy  4  [BiU  231] 

Chjach  Batoi  Abolition  (ScoHaad)  Bih 

(Mr,  MLartn,  Jh,  Cameron,  Mr,  Baxter,  Mr, 

Trevilyan,    Mr,    Orieee,    Mr.    Latng,   8*r 

Qmrge  Ba^cmr) 

e.  Moved,  <*That  tho  Bill  bo  now  read  S*" 
/itVll,  1180 
Amendt  to  leave  out  **  now,"  and  add  **  opoa 
this  day  three  months  **  (Mr,  Mark  Btawartf : 
afier  long  debate,  Question  pot,  **  That '  now,' 
&e. ; "  A.  143,  N.  904  ;  IL  01    (D.  L.  230) 
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CON 


Ckwrck  RaUi  AhoHtum  (Secttami)  BiU^^^ani. 

Words  added  ;  main  <^«Mlioii«  m  mmmM* 
pat,  and  afread  to ;  2R.  pat  off  for  throe 
months  [Bill  30] 


City  of  London  ImproremMit  Proriikmal 
Order  Confirmation  (Goldtn  LanOf 
Ac)  Bin  [H.L.] 

e.  Read  1»  •  June  91  [BtU  S05] 

Reads**  JnfitfS 
Committee*;  Reporting 8 
Read  d*"  • /tiiy  4 
Ro^  A«ent  Juiy  19    [40  *  41  Vict.  e.  100] 


(Hml  80rviC0,  The 
CwU    ServicB    CfmpeHtUm,    Qaeetioo,    Dr. 

Brady ;  Aoiwer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  My  9, 

M8 
Wriien  in  Ocvemment  0/ite$,  (^oeetion,  Mr. 

Gordon ;    Answer,  The  Ohaiioellor   of  the 

Eieheqoor  My  19»  1171 


Chopatrt^i  N$edU 
Qneetion,  Lord  Ernest  Broee ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gerard  Noel  June  96, 100 

OocHBAKE,  Mr.  A.  D.  \^.  B.  Baillie, 
hU  of  Wight 
Metropolis  —  St.    Marfaret's   Oharoh  —  The 

Alhert  Memorial.  814 
NaT7~New  Nafal  College— The  Site,  816, 817 


OooAir,  Riglit  Hon.  W.  H.  F.,  E%ldar$ 

Coontj  Offloers  and  Courts  (Ireland),  Comm. 

tfl.50.  1794 
Estimates,  The,  1878-7— Writ  and  Seal  Offioe 

(Ireland),  Ree.  1098,  1026 
Parliament — Order  of  Business,  399 
Sale  of  Intoxioatinf  Liqoors  on  Sandaj  (Ire- 
land), Re-oomm.  895 
Sopplj— Poblie  Edocation,  Ireland,  1988 
Sapreme  Court  of  Judloatnre  (Ireland),  QooM, 

el,  10.  973,  978 
Union  Jostioes  (Irebnd),  9R.  769 
Unifersitj  Education  (Ireland),  9R.  1098 

OoLCHBSTBR,  Lord 
UniTersilies  of  Oxford  and  Camhridfe,  9R. 
Amendt  668  ;  Re-oomm.  <uU.  cl.  1968 

OoLXBBOOXS,  Sir  T.  E.,  Zmu»rl$kir0f  K. 
4nBj— Militia  6«rgeoM— The  Warrant,  608 


CounuDOE,  Lord 
Married  Woomo's  Pnpertjr  Aoi  (1870)  AflMod- 
It,  9R.  71, 81 


OouLors,  Mr.  K,  Kmi§h 

National  Gallenr—Darid  Roberts.  R.A.  809 
Sale  of  Intoxieatiof  Liquors  on  Snndajr  (Ire- 
land), Re-oomm.  606 


OozMAV,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Korwieh 
Elementary  School— Case  of  John  Jermj,  1869 
IllMtimate   Inteetates    Estates  (KngUnd)— 

Dpcroft's  Case,  Mo^n  for  a  Return,  318 
Blegfitimate  Inteetotet  Estates  (Scotland),  Res. 
991 


Colonial  Fortifications  Bill 

{Kr,  30ereUry  Hardy,  Lord  Eu$tue4  Cecil, 
Mr.StmUey) 

e.  3R.,  after   short   debate.    Debate   adjjoumed 
/ime  99.  176  [Bill  174] 

Read  8*  *  July  4 
L  Read  1*  •  {£<ut  Cadogam)  My  5    (No.  138) 

Read9'*/u/yl9 

Committee* ;  Report  July  13 

Read  3*  *  Jviy  16 

Royal  Assent  July  98   [40  d(  41  Viet,  c  93] 


Colonial  Stock  Transfer  (Stamp  Bnty) 
Bill 

(Mr.  Willmm  Mmry  Smith,  Mr.  Jamet  Lowtker) 
e.Ordersd;  readl* •Jtify 4  [Bm998] 


Colorado  Beetle,  The 
(Question,  Mr.  Bfark  Stewart ;  Answer,  Vis- 
count Sandon  Jume  98,  410  ;  (Question,  The 
O'Donoffhue;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Uicks- 
Beach  Jufy  3, 687 :  Question,  Captain  Nolan  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  July  19, 
1180 

Companies  Acts  Amondmant  (Ho-  3)  Bill 

{Mr.  Edward  StmnMepe,  Sir  Oharlet  AdderUy) 

e.  Committee*  ;  Report  July  5    [Bills  171-938] 

Committee  *  (on  re-comm.) ;  Report  July  0 

Read  8*«  July  10 
/.  Read  l^*  (The  Lord  Ckaneeller)  July  19 

Read9>*/tiiy  16  (No.  141) 

Committee* ;  Report  July  17 

Read3**/iiiy  10 

R<»jal  Assent  July  93    [40  d(  41  VUt.  o.  96] 

Consolidated  Fond  (£M,ODO,000)  BiU 

{Mr.  Raik$9,  Mr.  CJUmetUor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Mr.  mUiam  Henry  Smith) 

€,  Resolution  considered  in  Committee  July  0 

Resolution    reported,  and    afreed    to ;     Bill 
ordered;  tmd  l" •  July  10 

Read  9«  • /ii/y  19 

Committee  * :  Report  July  18 

Read8**«/iily  16 
/.  Read  l^^  {The  Lord  Privy  Seat)  July  17 

Read  9** :  Committee  nefstired  July  19 

Read8**/iify90 

R<»jal  Assent /m^  98    [40  *  41  Ftsl.  o.  94] 


Contingent  Bemainders  Bill  ["-lO 

{Mr.  Attemty  Oenerel) 
e.  Read  r  •  July  10  [BiU  189] 


CON 
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Convict  Prisons — Discipline  and  Manage- 

went 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Sopplj  July  IS,  To 
leave  oat  from  "That/*  and  add  "<»  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  facilities  for  the  inde- 
pendent inspection  of  conyiet  establishments 
shoold  be  provided ;  and  that  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  pray- 
ing that  a  Royal  Commission  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  discipline  and  manage- 
ment of  these  prisons"  (Mir.  Pamell)  v.; 
1269  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
Ac. ; "  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

CoNTNOHAM,  Lord  F.  N.,  Clare 
Roberts  Court  Martial,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

945 
Russia — Hon.  Colonel  Wellesley,  Military  At- 

taoh6.  592 

CooFE,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Middlesex 
Metropolis— The  Parks— Volunteer  Drills,  408 

Coroners  {Ireland)  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  French;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Hiokt-Beach  July  28,  1665 

County  Officers  and  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Solicitor  [General  for  Ireland^  Sir  Miehaei 

Eiekt-Beaeh) 

e.  Read  2^  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee, 
after  short  debate  June  22,  169 
Select  Committee  nominated  ;  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee June  29, 589 
Report  of  Select  Comm.  *  July  17    [No.  841] 
Committee*  (on  re^omm,)—R,T,  July  28 
Committee— B.P.  July  24,  1792      [BiU  254] 

CouBTNET,  lir.  L.  H.,  Ziskeard 

South  Africa,  2R.  Amendt.  980  ;  Comm.  1786  ; 
Consid.  Preamble,  1802,  1804, 1807  ;  cL  1, 
1843 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Coniid. 
cL  18,  862 

CouKTOWN,  Earl  of 
Imbecile,  Lunatic,  and  other  Afflicted  Clasaet 
(Ireland),  2R.  Bill  withdrawn,  794 

GowEN,  Mr.  J.)  Newcastle-on-Tyne 
Army — Discharged  Soldiers,  1853 
Criminal  Law— Justice,    Alleged  Miscarriage 
of— Case  of  Styran  and  Crowtber,  1327 
"  Priest  in  Absolution,"  83 
Intozicatinff  Liquors  (Lieenslng  Boards),  1471 
Navy — Dockyard  Engineers  at  Malta,  818 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1675 
South  Alnca,  Conmi.  1773 

GowPBB,  Earl 

Prisons,  Comm.  tL  18,  Amendt.  875 
Prisons— Lunatic  Asylums,  1845 

Okawtord,  Mr.  J.  8.,  Down 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)   Act    (1870) 
Amendment,  2R.  57f  64 


Obdcikal  Law 

MiaCBLLiVBOVS  <^UBtTtOTC 

AUegtd  Muearriage  of  Juiliee — Cateef 

and  Crowther,   Question,   Mr.  J.   d 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Croei  July  16»  IS17 
Broadmoor  Criwtinal  Lunatie  Atyitm — lUpmi 

of  the  Commiuee,  Obserratioiis,  Mr.  Rytaarfa; 

Reply  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Juif  9, 1002 
Case  of  Frances  Isabella  StaUamd,  Qoflstioa, 

Sir  Kardley  Wilmot ;  Answer,  Mr.  AjbImcm 

Cross  July  5.  822 
Conveyance  of  Prisoners,  Qnestioo,  Mr.  Pacti : 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  July  19,  1179 
Importation  of  Italian  ChUdren,  Qustloo,  Sir 

il.  Drummond  Wolff ;  Answer,  Mr.  AMh«4ea 

Cross  July  9,  596 
Murder  of  Sergeant  BreU,  1867— i2€p«rt«  ef 

the  Trial,  Question,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power : 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Crose  June  95.  2tl 
Obscene  PubUcatums-^Lord   Campbelts  JcC, 

Question,  Mr.  Whalley ;    Answer,  Tlie  Al- 

tomey  General  June  26,  258 
Sane  and  Insane   Prisoners,  Qosetioii,   Sir 

Joseph  Bailey ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Croas 

July  16,  1393 
•<  Tke  Priest  in  Absoiution,"  Qoestiona,  Mr.  J. 

Cowen,  Mr.  Forsyth  ;  Anawera,  The  AttonMf 

General  June  91,  83 


Criminal  Jjaw  —  Pardon  of  tMe  Fenssm 

Convicts 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  90,  To 
leaTO  out  from  **  That,**  and  a4d  "  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  time  has  eosw 
when  Her  Majesty's  gracious  pardon  nny  be 
adfantageonsly  extended  to  the  prieaoefi, 
whether  oonricted  before  the  Ciril  Tribanak 
or  by  Courts  Martial,  who  are  and  have  becm 
for  many  years  undergoing  ponishineat  for 
oflences  arising  out  of  insurrectiociary  botw- 
ments  connected  with  Ireland  **  {Mr,  (T Con- 
nor Power)  v.,  1587 ;  Question  propo— d, 
*'  That  the  words,  dtc. ; "  after  long  debate. 
Question  pot;  A.  935,  N.  77:  M.  158 
(D.  L.  241) 


Gross,  Bight   Hon.  S.  A.  (Secretazy 
of  State   for  the   Home   Depart- 
ment), Lancashire,  8.  W. 
Army  Estimates — Reeenre  Foroe  Pay,  Ae.  639 
Boiler  Eiplodons,  885 

Christ's  Hospital— Suicide  of  a  SoboUr,  11 73 : 
Explanation,  1294, 1515  ;— Hertford  Sebeol, 
1739 
Church  Patronage,  Rm.  315,  817 
Confessiona],  The,  Res.  751 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Ael,  1869— 
Con?iotioos— Cattle  Plagne  in  Torksbir«N^94 
Confict  Prisons — DisoipUne  and  Manafsoieni* 
Address  for  a  Royal  Commission,  1973, 1974, 
1975, 1978 
Criminal  Law— BClseelUoeous  Qossttas 
Broadmoor  Criminal  Lonatfo  Asylos,  Rs> 

port  of  Committee,  1007 
CouTeyanoe  of  Prisooera,  1179 
Frances  Isabella  Stallaod,  Cass  oC  893 
Italian  Children,  Importation  of,  597 
JusUoe,    AUeged    Mlsoarriafs  ol^— Cast  sT 
Styrao  and  Crowtber,  1197 


CEO 
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DEN 


DIL 


CBotf,  Right  Hon.  R.  A.    mmi. 

Murder  of  S«i«M]it  Brett,  SOI 
Pardon  of  tho  FeniMi  CooTioti,  1610 
Sano  and  Iniano  Prifonon,  1373 
Stokealej  County  Conrt,  1658 
Exploeives   Act— The   Magistrates   at  Lan- 

cbester,  1614 
Game  Laws  (Scotland)— EmploTment  of  Ooo- 

sUbles,  1318 
Hammersmith  Bridge  and  the  International 

Regatta,  1666 
Inland  Revenoe— Orooers'  Lieenoes,  1522 
Law  and  Jnstioe— Misoellaneous  Qoestions 
Assises,  85, 104,  105,  487 
Detention  in  Prison  before  Trial,  1856 
Public  Prosecutor,  1520 
Metropolitan    Police— Gratuities   for  Speoial 

Serrice,  1738 
Mines    Act,    1872  —  CouTiction   of   Mr.  B. 

Thomas,  500 
Mines   (Scotland)— Inundation  of  the  Home 

Farm  Collierj,  1525 
Parochial  Charities  (City  of  London),  505 
Prisons,  3R.  27 

Prisons  Act — The  Prison  Commissioners,  1527 
Prisons  (Scotland)— Catholic  Prisoners,  1662, 

1855 
Queen  Anne's  Bounty  Board,  1160 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  155 
Street  TralBc  (Metropolis),  1850 
Supply — Convict  Establishments  in   England 
and  the  Colonies,  1866 
Police,    Counties    and    Boroughs   (Great 

Britain),  1365 
Public  Education,  Scotland,  1214 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  1367 
Trades  Unions — South  Yorkshire  Miners'  As- 
sociation, 814 
Vaccination  Act  Prosecutions — Case  of  Joeeph 
Abel,  104 


Crown  Office  Bill  [h.l.] 

tf.  Read  1»  •  Jtt/y  0 


[BiU  241] 


CuimroHAME,  Sir  W.  J.  M.,  Ayr,  fe. 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  1144 
Scotch  nerring  Fisheries,  812 

Cuticmi  IhwHrimmU — Es-^trgmmaium 
<^estion,  Mr.  Richard  Smyth ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith  Jwt4  21,  80 


Dalbthple,  Mr.  0.,  B%UHhk$ 
Inland  Refenne— Grocen  Ueenees,  1521 


Dayekpobt,  Mr.  W.  Bbomlet-,  Warwici* 

ih%r0,  N. 
Army  Estimates — Yeomanry  CaTaby  Pay,  4o. 

643 
Locomotives  on  Common  Roads,  2R.  42 


Daths,  Mr.  D.,  Cmdigam 

Looomoti?es  on  Common  Roads,  2R.  51 
Supply— Chaocery  Division  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice,  1201 


Dbrbiqh,  Earl  of 

India—Estate  of  General  Sombre,  81 

DsNisoir,  Mr.   0.  Bbokbtt-,  Yorkshfr0f 

Army  Estimates — Reeerve  Force  Pay,  Ac  655 
East  India  Loan,  2R.  846 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1681 
Post  OflBce  Money  Orders,  2R.  1240 
Solicitors  Examination,  dw.  Comm.  866 

Dbnisok,  Mr.  W.,  Beckett-,  EmI  BsU 
ford 
Post  OtBoe— Telegraph  OiBoes,  Closing  of,  406 

DsNMAKy  Lord 

Burial  Acts  Consolidation,  Report,  Bill  with- 
drawn, 183 

Parliament— Election  of  RepresentatlTC  Peers 
for  Scotland — Earidom  of  Mar,  Res.  057 

Prisons,  Comm.  cL  14, 872 

Derby,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State  for 

Foreign  ASsm) 
EiCstem  Question— Mediterranean  Fleet,  663 
Mediterranean  Garrisons,  1652 
Persia  and  Turkey— The  Boundary,  682 
Russia— Hon.  Colonel  Wellesley,  Military  At- 

tach^,  178 
Russia  and  the  Porte— Circular  Despatch  of  the 

Ottoman  GoTemment,  Motion  for  Papers, 

1507 
Ruuia  and  Turkey— The  War— Excesses  by 

the  Russian  Army,  470 
Treaties  of  Paris,  1856,  Motion  for  Papers,  180 

DSYONSHIBE)  Duke  of 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  2R.  676 

DioKSOK,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Dunganfum 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), 1201 
Supply— Public  Education,  Ireland,  1235 

DiLKE,  Sir  C.  W.,  CheUea,  A-e. 
County  Franchise  and  Re-distribution  of  Seats, 

Res.  500 
Indian  Civil  Service— Admission  of  Candidates, 

462 
Metropolis— New  Lodge  in  Hyde  PariL.  1168 
Navy— Naval  Education— U.M.S.  *« Inflexible,*' 

Res.  001 
New  Forest,  103 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Session,  1534 
Metropolitan  Commons  Bill,  Lords' Amend- 
ments, 1742 
Parliamentary   and    Municipal    Registration, 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  1736 
Poet  OflBce    Postal   Messengers   and    Latter 

Carriers,  1734 
Russia  and  Turkey— Blockade  of  the  BhMsk 

Sea,  1324, 1380 ;— The  War— The  Ameer  of 

Kashgar,1300 
South  Africa,  2R.087 :  Comm.  1784 
StraiU  Settlements— The  Malay    Peniosula— 

Expensee  of  the  (Tampaign,  1387 


DIL 


DOD 


Dun,  Sir  C.  W.— oont. 

Supply— Admiralty  Rtglttrtr  and  Manitel  of 
Probate,  Ac.  of  the  Hiich  Goari  of  Joi- 
tioe,  Amendt.  1392, 1293 
Colonial  Local  Re?eDiie,  Ao.  Anrondt.  1413, 

U17 
Latid  Registry  Office,  1359 
Metropolitan  Police,  1362 
Police  Courta,  London  and  Sheemett,  1362 
Report,  922 
Thames  River  (Preyention  of  Floods),  91, 1523 


DuLLWYNf  Mr.  L.  L.)  Swansea 
Army  Estimates — Volanteer  Corps  Pay,   4e. 

649 
Fisheries  (Oysters,  Crabs,  and  Lobsters),  821 
Navy— Nayal  Education— H. M.S. "  Infleiible,'' 

Res.  908 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1743 
Rassia  and  Torkey--The  War— Smc  Canal,  4 
Sooth  Africa,  2R.  1091  ;   Consid.   Preamble, 

1827 
Supply — Chancery  Di?ision  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice,  1289 
CiTll  Serviees  and  Rcrenae  Departments,  476 
Dublin  MetropoliUn  Poliee,  1878 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1411 
Land  Registry  OOce,  Ameodt.  1360,  1361 
Miseellaoeous  Eipenses,  1421 
Queen's  Bench,  4o.  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice,  1292 
IHirkey— Bosnia — Despatch  of  Consul  Holmes, 

1020 
Votes  on  Account,  467 

DnaBYOB,  Lord 
Public  Worship  Regulation  Act,  Peation,  1849 

Diyine  Worship  FadlitleB  Bill 

(iff.    mibraham    EgerUm^    Mr,    Birliy,   Mr, 
WhitweUy  Mr,  Modwell) 

e,  MoTcd,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  3«" 
July  4,  772 
Preyious  Question  proposed,  *'  That  that  Ques- 
tion be  now  put  {Mr,  AttheUm)  ;  after  short 
debate,  Preyious  Question  put ;  A.  94,  N.  78 ; 
M.  16  (D.  L.  218) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill 
read  2«  [BUI  47] 

D0DD8,  Mr.  J.y  StoekUm 
Supply— Chanoery  Dirisien  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice,  1290 
Queen's  Bench,  Ac.  of  the  High  Oo«rt  of 

Justice,  1292 
Wreck  Commissioner,  Oftoe  of,  1293 

D0D8ON,  Sight  Hon.  J.  G.,  Ch$iUr 
niegitiaoate  Intestotes  Estates  (SootlAAd),  Res. 

290 
Prisons,  3R.  26 

Stpply^Constabvlary,  Irsland,  1379 
Land  Registry  Ofloe,  1361 
Police,    Counties    and  fioroa^^  (Great 

Britain),  1362, 1336 
Police  Courts,  London  and  Sheemess,  1362 
Wreck  Cemmiseionsr,  Oflss  of,  1293, 1368 


(INDEX)  DOB  EAS 

Rassia— Hob.  OsIomI  WsUeslsf  , 

taeb6,177 


Ai. 


DowNDTO,  Mr.  ICOarthj,  (krk  0$. 

Admiralty  Courts— Cork  and  Bd£ut,  IMS 

Convict  Prisons— DisoipUne  and 

Address  for  a  Royal  Commissioo,  1974 

County  Officers  and  Courto  (Ireland),  IR.  173 : 
Comm.  d.  37,  Amendt.  1792  ;  d.  39,  A. 

Estimates,  The,  1876-7— Writ  and  S«al  OSes 
(Ireland),  Res.  1029 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland),  2R.  14S9,  1430. 
1439,  1440, 1449 

National  School  Teachers  (IrtUad),  fbm.  ITS9 

Prisons  (Scotland)  —  Catholic  Priaonsrv  at 
Perth,  1833 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Saaday  (Ire- 
land), Re-oomm.  329 ;  Motion  far 
ment,382,  1190 

Supply — Constabulary,  Ireland,  1378 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (IreUad), 
136, 158  ;  el  8, 270  :  d,  10,  273,276  ;  el.  3U 
1340 ;  el,  62,  Amendt.  1341 ;  cl  74,  1373, 
1381,  1382;  el  80,  Amendt.  d. ;  add^d, 
1384.  1627,  1628,  1641 

Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  739 

Dublin   Cmiral  Trmmp^i  BiU  [Z«nit] 

{hy  OrtUr) 

Mored,  "That  the  BUI  be  now  takso  at* 
Consideration"  July  23, 1633 

Amendt.  to  leare  out  **  now,"  and  add  "  apea 
this  day  three  months  "  {Mr,  Aiklejfy  ;  Qaee. 
tlon  proposed,  **That  'now,'  Ac.;"  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  and  Motioa  wicW 
drawn 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill,  as  amended  isi  tks 
Committee,  be  referred  to  the  Examiner  of 
Petitions  for  Prirate  Bills,  to  inquire  n  hi  Chai 
the  Amendments  inrolve  any  lafrafetMNi  sf 
the  SUnding  Orders  of  this  Hoase^  (JU 
Chaitnman  of  Way$  and  Means) 


e. 


Duff,  Mr.  M.  E.  (Srant,  ^igin^  4^. 

Education  Department — AUowanoos  and 

sions  to  Teachers,  1070 
IndU— Aflkirs  of  KheUt,  1839 
India  Tariff- Import  Duties  on  Cotton 

fisetorsB,  Res.  1124 
Metropolis— India  and  Colonial  M 

Fife  House  Sito,  1833 


DuNBAB,  Mr.  J.,  Nsw  Rou 
Supreme  Oomt  of  Judioatnre(Irslttsd), 
el  10,  Amendt.  272 ;  ei.  74,  1378 


Eabp,  Mr.  T.,  Newark 
Poet  Office— Postal 
Carriers,  1734 


East  India  Loan  BiU 

{Mr,  Maiket^  Lord  Qmrf$  JToMtftsN,  Jfr. 
osUor  of  ih4  Exchequer) 

e.  Considered  in  OommHtse  *  hem  II 

Resdotieii  iwpoHed,  and  agfved  %e:  BM  4 
derad ;  read  \^*Jun€  22  [BiU  tiff] 

Read  2«,  after  short  debate  Juky  3,  Ml 
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TTTiTC 


EDMOvsToim,   A^biiiral   Sir  W.,   A^^ 

Looomotites  on  Comineii  Rot^,  9R.  48 
Mediterranean  Fleet— Betika  Baj,  9U 


Eduojltiok 

* 

MiioKLLAiiiovi  QiruTioiia 
Atlowaneei  and  Pennant  of   Teai6ker$t  Ob- 

■errationi  Lord  FranoU  Henrflj  t  tborl  de- 

Ute  thereon  July  10, 1069 
CivU   Service  EtHmate$—The   Departmeniai 

Staiemeni  on  Edueaiian,  Obeerrationf,  Via- 

oonnt  SandoQ  (  ibori  defeiate  thereon  /«%  10, 

1047 
Conference  on   Domettie  Beonemy,  Burminp' 

ham,  Qneetion,  Mr.  Mnnti;   Aniwer,  Tit- 

ooont  Sandon  Julf  10,  104S 
£Umeniary  Bditeatum  Act— School  DieirieU  in 

Lincolnehire,  Qneetion,  Mr.  Chaplin;   An- 
swer, Vitconnt  Sandon  June  28,  410 
Endowed  SckcoU  Acts,  Addreit  for  Retnmt 

( The  Earl  ForUscne)July  9,968  ;  after  ihort 

debate.  Motion  agreed  to 
Endowed  8ekool9^Stamfotdham  Sehooit  Qnet- 

tion,    Mr.    Beanmont  i    Aniwer,    Viteonnt 

Sandon  July    12,  1176;— TAe   TonMdge 

School,  QueetioD,  Mr.  Goldimid ;   Anawer, 

Viaooaot  Sandon  July  23, 1658 
Parochial  Relief  to  Parenle  —  Case  of  John 

Jermy,  Qoeatioo,  Mr.  Cotman ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Solater-Booth  Jtdp  26,  1862 
School  Boardi— Selection  of  8ubject»t  Obser- 

Tationt,  Sir  John  Lnbboek;   short  debate 

thereon  July  10,  1060 
7U   Vot^eseional-^The  Society  of  the  Holy 

Croee,   Qoeetion,    Mr.    Whallej;    Answer, 

Vifloonnt  Sandon  Jutu  26,  259 
The  Expenditure  on  Elementary  Edneation, 

Obeerrations,    Mr.    Chamberlain ;     Replj, 

Viscount  Sandon  July  10, 1072 


Education — TnUning  Collegee 

Amendt  on  Committee  of  Supple  July  10,  To 
leave  ont  from  **  That,'*  and  add  *'  the  English 
Edneation  Code«  by  requiring  that  all  stu- 
dents of  training  eollegee  reoeiHng  Qovem- 
ment  aid  must  reside  within  sueh  colleges,  a 
condition  not  imposed  bj  the  Soetch  Oode, 
and  bj  withholding  from  graduatea  of  unifer- 
sities  the  encouragement  oAsred  by  the 
Scotch  Code  to  enter  on  the  Profession  of 
Elementary  Teachers,  tends  to  increase  the 
coat  of  the  erection  and  maintenance  of  these 
colleges,  and  to  diminish  the  number  of  duly 
qualified  teachers "  {Mr,  Sam^teleon)  v., 
1053 :  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
dtc. ; "  after  short  debate,  Qaeation  put ; 
A.  121,  N.  78  ;  M.  48  (D.L.  929) 


Edwabds,  Mr.  H.,  Weymouth 
Ifavy— New  Natal  CoDeg^-Stt^  816^  979 

EoBBTOx  OF  Tattoit,  Lord 
Priaona,  tR.  892 ;  Coom.  ek  14, 871 


EoxsTON,  Hon.  A.  I*.  (Seorefdtjr  to  the 
Board  of  Admiraltj),   iMoaeMre^ 

Nary — MiacelUneoua  Qaeationi 
Arctic  Expedition,  91 
Dockyard  Engineeri  at  Malta,  818 
English  Officers  in   the  Turkish  Serrice, 

1043 
Gunnery  Lieutenants,  400 
U.M.S.  **  Aleiandra,"  86 ;— Reported  Mu- 
tiny, 410 
H.M.S.  **  InflexibU,"  198, 1181, 1820, 1325, 

1858 
H.M.S. "  Monarch/'  1517 
H.M.S.  "  Repulse,"  400 
Herring  Fisheries,  970 
Keyhkm  Factory — Case  of  Edward  Owens, 

1388 
NaTal  Chaplains— Society  of  the  Holy  Cross, 

971 
Naval  College  Site,  Dartmouth,  816,  817, 

970,  1045,1179 
Narigating  Snb-LieutenanU,  969 
Retired  Naval  Officers,  813,  1178 
Ships  of  War— A  Select  Committee,  203, 
260 
Navy— Naval  Education— H. M.S.  ''Inflexible,** 

Res.  898,  899,  902 
Navy— H.M.S.  ''Inflexible"  and  <*  Captain," 

Motion  for  a  Paper,  1735 
Navy  Estimates— Coast    Guard  Service  and 

Royal  Naval  Reserves,  918 
Peru— Peruvian  Iron-clad  '*  Huascar,**  1180, 

1825 
Slave  Trade  in  the  Red  Sea,  88 


EoxBTOK,  Hon.  Admiral  F.,  DerhyehirefB. 

Navy— Naval  Education— H.M.S. "  Inflexible/ 
Res.  908 


EosBTOK,  Hon.  Wilbraham,    Cheshire, 
Mid 

Divine  Worship  Facilities,  2R.  772,  773 

India— Salt  Duties,  599 

Locomotives  on  Common  Roads,  2R.  56 


Egypt 

Central  A/riea^The  Kiug  of  Uganda^  Qnea- 

tion.  Sir  Robert  Anstruther;   Answer,  Mr. 

Bourke  JmU  16,  1317 
Navigation  of  the  Red  Sea,  Question,  Mr.  D. 

Jenkins;   Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  June  28,  899 
The  Into  Finanee  Mtnieter,  Qnection*  Sir  Oeorgo 

Campbell  ;    Answer,  Mr.    Bourke  July  9, 

597 


KlMieBturjSdnofttioii  ProyW<mAl  Order 
Confirmation  (CarcUflf;  Ac)  Bill  [mj^] 

(Vieemmt  Smukm) 

e.  Committee  •  i  Report  June  20        [Bill  178] 

Read3«*y«M«21 
L  R^AfMnt/M2d     [40*41  Fiete.78] 


ELE 


EXP 


(INDEX) 

S55. 


PAO 


POS 


Elementaary  Bdneatfam  FrorisioiuJ  Order 
Confirmation  (Felmingham,  fto J  Bill 

[H.L.]       {The  Lord  Frmdmt) 

I  Committee* ;  Report  June  25  (No.  96) 

Read  S*^*  June  26 
c.  Read  !••  (VueomU  Sand<m)  Jwu  29  [801228] 

Read2<'«  July  6 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  16 

Read  8° 'JuZy  17 
I  Royal  Auent  July  23  [40  A  41  Viet.  o.  180] 

Elementary  Bdncation  Frovifional  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Vueount  Stmdtm) 

c.  Committee  * ;  Report  June  20       [Bill  179] 

Considered  *  June  21 

Read  8°  *  June  22 
I  Royal  AssoDt  July  12  [40  h  41  Ftat.  o.  104] 

EifLYir,  Yiscoimty  Carmarthmi 
Coantj  Franohiae  and  Re-dietribatlon  of  Seati, 
Res.  635 

Enteeld,  Yiscoimt 

Poor  Law— The  Boarding-oat  System,  809 
Ebrington,  Mr.  O.,  lAmgfori,  Co, 

Fiji  Islands— Labour  TrafBo,  601 
lUly— Germany,  1661 
Recorder  of  Dublin — Offlee  of  Registrar,  82 
Supply — Colonial  Local  RoTenne,  d(C.  1418 

Public  Education.  Ireland,  1281 
University  Education  (Ireland),  2R.  1906 

EsLiKOTON,  Lord,  ybrthumberlandf  8. 
Army  Estimates — Teomanry  Cavalry  Pay,  Ao. 

644 
Navy— Naval  Education— H.M.S.  •«  Inflexible," 

Res.  902 
Navy  Estimates — Coast  Guard  Service  and 

Royal  Naval  Reserves,  Ac.  917 

Eyanb,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Bm-hyehirey  8. 
.  Locomotives  on  Common  Roads,  2R.  62 

EvEBSLEY,  Yiscoiint 
New  Forett,  2R.  809 

EwiKOy  Mr.  A.  Orr,  Jhtmhartonshire 
Churob  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  1140 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  1626 

ExoHEQUEB,  Ohanoellob   of    the   {eee 
Chanosllob  of  the  Exoebqxteb) 

Exoneration  of  Charges  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Mr,  Attorney  General) 
c.  Read  2''*  July  10  [BUI  151] 

JSxphmes  Act — l%e  MagUtraiee  at  Iton' 
eheet&r 

Question,    Mr.    Macdonald  ;     Answer,    Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  July  19, 1613 


Factore  Act  Amendment  Bin 

(Sir  John  Zubboek,  Sir  Jamee  JPOnrel-Befy,  Sir 
Cherlet  Mille,  Mr.  Wetkin  WiUUmM) 

0.  Bead  2*  • /tm«  26  pBiU  168] 

Committee:  Report /Wy 6, 868 

Considered*  Jwyt 

Read  8*  *  July  9 
{.  Bead  l^^  {Earl  cf  3iMey)  July  10  (No.  146) 

Bead  2*  • /if^  16 

Committee  *  July  20 

Report  •/ti/y  28 

BMdS^^July2i 

Faitobtt,  Mr.  H.,  JSTaekney 

Cbrist's  Hospital— Suicide  of  a  Scholar,  1616 ; 
^Hertford  Scbool,  1788 

Cburcb  Patronage,  Res.  818 

East  India^Mr.  Fuller  and  Mr.  Leeds— In- 
dependence of  Judges  of  tbe  High  Courtly 
200 :  Res.  488 

East  India  Loan,  2R.  841 

Indii^— East  India  Loan — Financial  8tstemaDt» 
Comm.  186, 148 

India  Tariff— Import  Duties  on  Cotton  ILun- 
ftotures.  Res.  1121 

Parochial  Charities  (City  of  London),  694 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Conaid. 
add.  d.  1688 


Fay,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Cavan  Co. 

County  Officers  and  CourU  (Ireland).  2 R.  172 
Inland  Revenue>-Stamp  Office  at  Monaghan, 

1864 
Magistracy  (Ireland),  Res.  821 
National  Board  of  Education  (Ireland)— Head 

Teachers  of  Modem  Schools,  197 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comm. 

167 

Fifi  Islands,  The— Labour  Traffic 
(^estion,  Mr.    Errington;    Answer,    Mr.  J. 
I«owther  July  2,  601 

Fiflheries  (Qsrsten,  Crabs,  and  Lolwten) 

Bill  [H.L.]    {The  Lord  mphinetme) 

I  Read  2^  •  June  19  (No.  108) 

Conmiittee  *  ;  Report  June  21 

Bead  9^*  June  22 
c.  Read  1»  •  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  June  26  [BiU  217] 

Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn ;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope July  6,  821 

Read2*'*/ii/y  12 

Committee*;  Report /Wy  19        [BiU  267] 

Committee  *  {on  re'Comm) ;  Report  July  26 

FrrzicATiKicaBy  Lord  E.  Q.,  Calne 

County  Franchise  and  Re-diitribution  of  Seats, 
Res.  626,  536 

Floyeb,  Mr.  J.,  Dorsetshire 
Supply — Broadmoor  Criminal  Lnnatio  Afyiam, 
1670 

Forbes,  Lord 
Publio  Worship  Regulation  Aot,  Potition,  1860 


FOB 


FEE 


Fbr0it  o/JDHm—8al$  qfZandi-'Aet  of  10 
0§o.  ir.,  e,  60 
QoMtioD,  ColoMl  Kiog«)oto ;  Antwer.  Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith  June  28,  402  ;  Jtdy  9, 970 


ForMtore  BeUef  Bfll 

(The  Lord  Ibxfml) 
L  2R.  diMhurgwl  •  JWy  IS 


FoEaTEB,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Bradford 

CWil  Senriee  Entimatat  —  Edneation  Votes 
—Departmental  Sutement,  ^.  1048;  Mo- 
tion mr  Adjoamment,  1050 

Griminal  Law—Pardon  of  the  Fenian  ConTiots, 
Ree.1626 

Illegitimate  InteHateeEtUtee(Sootland),  Res. 
291,  294 

Indian  Civil  Serrioe— Admission  of  Candidates. 
461 

Pariiament— Order  of  Bosioess,  321 

Roisiaand  Turkey— The  Mediterranean  Fleet, 
688 

Sooth  Afrioa,  1046;  Comm.  1766 

South  Afrioa  Confederation^Transraal  Terri- 
tory, 1171 

Supply— PubUo  Edoeation.  England  and  Wales, 
1084 

Training  Colleges,  Res.  1059, 

Vaooination,  Res.  747, 749 


FoBSTTH,  Mr.  W.,  MaryUhone 

East  IndU— Mr.  Fuller  and  Mr.  Leeds— In- 
dependenoe  of  Judges  of  the  High  Courts. 
Res.  449  •  -• 

Metropolis— St  Margaret's  Church,  84 

Parliament— Privilege^Ciroulars  to  Members, 
1513 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  Douse.  Res. 
1673 

Roberto  Court  Martial,  Motion  for  an  Address. 
939 


F0BTB8CUE,  Earl 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  1869  — 

Imported  CaUle,  1652 
Endowed  Schools  Acts,  Motion  for  an  Address. 

958,  964 


PoMiporU,  Queetioo.   Mr.  Repton;    Answer, 

Mr.  Bourke/Mr«12,1178 
Tk4  TtMhf  0/  (Ummeree^The  NegoHatUmi, 

Question,  Mr.  Sampson  Uojd  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Boorke /n/y  24,  1741 


Frxitoh,  Hon.  C,  Ro9eowm(m 

Coroners  (Ireland),  1665 

Mercantile  Marine  —  Holyhead  Harbour- 
Wreck  of  the  •*  Edith,"  403, 1664 

Post  Offlee  Postal  Messengers  and  Letter 
Carriers,  1734 

yOL,  CX3XXXV.   [xmaD  skbhw.] 


(SESSION    1S77)  0AM        OEN 

a35- 

Oame  Lawt  (Scotland)  Amendment 

(The  Earl  of  Roiebery) 

L  Report  June  22, 147  (No.  97) 

Read  3*  June  29.  480 ;   aaer  short  debate, 

BiU  passed  (No.  118) 

0.  MoTcd,  "That  the  Lords  Amendto.  be  now 

taken  into  Consideration "  Juiy  9,   1037; 

after  short  debate,   Question  put;  A.  131, 

N.  27  ;  M.  104  (D.  L.  228) 
Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned** 

{Mr.  Pamell) ;  Question  pot,  and  agreed  to ; 

Debate  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  July  12,  1240 
Lords  Amendto.  considered  and  agreed  to 


(No.  20) 


Oame  Lawa  (Scotland)  Amendment  (No.  8) 

Bill  {Lord  EUho,  Sir  Graham  Montgomery) 
0.  BUI  withdrawn  *  June  27  [Bill  92] 

Oarnieb,  Mr.  J.  Carpenteb-,  Devon^  8. 
Army — Auxiliary  Forces — Uampshire  Mounted 

Rifle  Volunteer  Corps,  88 
Army — Mounted  Riflemen,  602 
Divine  Worship  FaeiUties,  2R.  780 

Oaa  and  Water   Orders  Confirmation 
(Abingdon,  Ac.)  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  ElphineUme) 

L  Committee  •  June  26  (No.  66) 

Report  *  June  28 

Read  3*  *  June  29 
e.  Read  1**  Juiy  6  [BiU  233] 

Htiidi^*  July  9 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  17 

Read  3«  *  July  18 
/.  Rojal  Assent  July  23    [40  A  41  Viet.  c.  131] 

Oaa  and   Water   Orders    Confirmation 
(Brotton,  Ac)  Bill  [h.l.] 

e.  Committee  *  ;  Report  June  20        [BUI  191] 

Read3«*/uii«21 
/.  Royal  Assent  June  28     [40  A  41  Vict.  0.  76] 

Oeneral  Police  and  Improvement  (Scot* 
land)  Act  (1868)  Amendment  Bill 

(The  Lord  Gordon  o/Drumeam) 

L  Read  2*  •  June  26  (No.  109) 

Committee  *  July  2 
Report  *  July  3 
Read  3*  *  July  6 
Royal  Assent  July  12      [40  A  41  Viet.  o.  22] 

General  Police  and  Improvement  (Scot- 
land) Proviflional  Order  Confirmation 
(Dnmbarton)  Bill  [hj-] 

c.  Read  l**(The  Lord  Advocate)  June  21 
Read  2«  •  June  26  [BUI  208] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  3 
Read3«»/ii/y4 

L  Royal  Assent  July  12    [40  A  41  Vict.  c.  101] 
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General  Police  'and  Improrement  (Scot- 
land) Frovisioiial  Order  Confirmation 
(Glasgow)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Advocate,  Sir  Henry  Selwitt'Ibbetton) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  June  21  [BiU  210] 

Read  2"*  *  June  25 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  8 

Reads***  July  i^ 
I  Read  !••  Jufy  5  (No.  135) 

Read2*» /u/yl2 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July  13 

Read  S^*  July  16 

Royal  Auent  July  23    [40  &  41  Viet  c.  128] 

General  Police  and  Improyement  (Scot- 
land) FroTisional  Order  Confirmation 
(Leith)  BUI 

{The  Lord  AdvoeaU,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-IbbeUon) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  P  •  June  21  [BiU  211] 

Read  2*»»  June  25 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  3 

Considered  *  July  4 

Read  3«*/«/y5 
/.  Readl**  Juty6  (No.  137) 

Kend2**/u/y  13 

Committee*  July  16 

Report  •/ti/v  17 

Read  9^*  July  19 

Gibraltar  —  New   Custom  Regulattom— 

The  Trade  Ordinance 

Question,  Mr.  Mac  Iver  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther  July  12,  1169;  Qaestions,  Mr. 
llibbert,  Mr.  Rylands  ;  Answers,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther  July  20.  1563;  Question,  Mr. 
Knatohbull  •  ilugesaen  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther  July  24,  1739;  Question,  Mr. 
Knatohbull -Hugessen  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exobeqner  July  26, 1858 


Gibson,  Eight  Hon.  E.,  (Attorney  Ge- 
neral  for  Ireland),  Bmlin  University 

Admiralty  Courts—Cork  and  Belfast,  1662 
County  OflSces  and  Courts  (Ireland),  2R.  175  ; 
Consid.  el,  43, 1792  ;  cl.  57,  ih. ;  cl  59,  ib. 
Public  Health  (Ireland),  2R.  1085 
Recorder  of  Dublin— OfBce  of  Registrar,  82 
Supply  —  Dublin   MetropoUtan  Police,  1375, 

1378 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 
32,  36,  159,  162 ;  el,  4,  166 ;  el,  6,  ih.,  263, 
264  ;  cL  8,  266,  271,  272  ;  c^.  10,  273,  276, 
278 ;  d,  13,  855  ;  el,  18,  859,  860  ;  d.  40, 
1536 ;  el,  46,  Amendt.  1537 ;  cl  48,  ih. ; 
cl,  51, 1538, 1539,  1540  ;  d.  b^,  1541 ;  el,  62, 
ib,  ;  el.  63,  1542  ;  el,  64,  1543 ;  d,  70,  »6., 
1545;  el.  73,  1546;  cl  74,  1547.  1576; 
0^.  80,  1582  ;  d,  83,  1583 ;  add,  d,  1585, 
1586,  1636,  1647, 1648, 1649  ;  Sobedale  37, 
ib.,  1650 

GiFFABD,    Sir    H.    8.   (See   Solicttoe 
Gemebal,  The) 


Gladstoks,  Bight  Hon.  W.  K, 

mch 
Criminal  Law— Pardon  of  tb»  F 

Res.  1614 
Parliament— BannoM  of  the  Sasrion.  I5S4 

Prifilege— ReAeetioDa  on  the  Symkm 
this  Home,  Explanation,  888 

GK)LDNSY,  Mr.  G.,  Chippenhmi^ 
County  FrmnohiM  and  Be-distriWtkA  «f 

Res.  524 
Education  Department— AUowaDoea  aod  P«i- 

sions  to  Teachers,  1071 
Ettimatei,  The,  1876-7— Wrtt  wU  Scftl  OSm 

(Ireland),  Res.  1027 
Landlord    and    Tenant  (IreUnd)  Aei  (1879) 

Amendment,  65 
Supreme  Court  of  Jodicatnrt  (IrelaDd),  QvmmA 

d.  6,  263  ;  d.  8, 268 

GK)LDSiaD,  Mr.  J.,  Bochesier 
Education  —  Enddwed    Sebools  —  Toabcidge. 

School,  1658 
Intoxicating  Liqnort  (Irriaad).  9R.  14A7 
Parliament— Bosinesa  of  the  Uouae,  iUa.  ItSl 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Uqoort  oq  Sandaj  (Ire- 
land), Re-oomm.  827 
South  Africa,  Comm.  1786 ;  Conaid.  PriuaUe. 

1841 
Sutionery  OtBoe,  Controller  of  tbe— Apfoiaft- 
ment  of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott— ReedndiBg  of  Rea. 
1688 
Supply  —  Chanoery  Difirioo  of  the  Higb  Cwt 
of  Justice,  1290 
Ciiil  Senrioes  and  Rerenoo  DepartuwnH. 

473 
Colonial  Looal  RoTenne,  kc  1413.  1416 
Embassiet  and  Missions  Abroad,  1409 
Paris  International  Eihibitioo,  1402 
PnbUc  Works  in  Ireland.  1280 
Votes  on  Acooont,  467 


GtosDOK,  Sir  A.,  Aherdeenskire,  E, 

Army— Lieutenant-Colonel  Dawkina,  401 

Territorial  TiUes  to  Regimeata,  821 
Army  Estimates— Military  Law,   Adminittfm- 
tion  of,  627 
MUitU  Pay  and  AUowaooea,  633,  634 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (SeoUand).  2a.  1140* 

1149,1158 
Game    Laws    (Scotland)  Amendmeiit,    Lords 

Amendts.  Consid.  1037  ;  AmeDdL  1941 
Roberts  Court  Martial,  Motkm  for  aa  Addros^ 
938,  941 

Gordon,  Mr.  W.,  Chelsea 
Civil  Serrioe— Writers  in  Oovemment  Ofleoi, 

1171 
Game    Laws   (Scotland)    Amendment,  Lordo 

Amendu.  Consid.  1240,  1241 
Thames  RiYer  (Frerention  of  Floods),  1593 

GK>R8T,  Mr.  J.  K,  Chatham 
Nary— Promotion  and  Uetiromeoi  of  Mariaoii 

1660 
Navy- Naval  Edooatiott— HJLS.  •'loindUo,'' 

Reo.  901 
Supply— Colonial  Looal  ReresM,  Ult 
Embassies  and  Missiona  Abroad,  1410 
Land  Regiftry  OfBoe,  1361 
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O08OHEV,  Bight  Hon.  O.  J.,  Zonim 

Coanty  Frmnehitt  Vbi  IU.dktrib«tkm  of  Safttt, 

RM.M7,56a 
NaT7    Ettimata*— OMit  Qurd  8«r?ioe   and 

Rojal  M*?al  Rmtrfm,  Ae.  919 


QovTjymo,  Mr.  W.,  Corl 

Sale  of  Intoiieatiof  Liqoort  on  Sondaj  (Ire- 
land), Ro-oomm.  709 


OoxTBLXT,  Mr.  K  T.,  Sundarhmd 
Army  Ettimatoa— Simly,  MannfiMtare,  Ao. 

of  WarUke  and  other  Storea,  886,  897 
Mediterranean  Fleet-~Beaika  Bay,  886,  918 
Merchant  Shippinf  Aot— Deok  Cargoes — The 

'•  BottonTale,**  198 
Navy  — H.M.S.  ^  Inieiible '*  — Committee  of 
Inqniry,  1886 
H.M.S.  <*Monai<eh;*  U16 
NaTy—Naval  Ednoation— H.M.S.  •<  Inflexible/' 

Res.  908 
Navy  Ectimatee— Coast  Guard  Sertioe   and 

Royal  NaTal  Resenres,  Ac.  919 
Russia  and  Tnrkey— Smi  Canal,  198 

The  War— Neatral  Vessels  in  the  Blaek 
Sea,  1888 


OowxB,  Hon.  E.  F.  L.,  Bodmin 
Ednoatioo  Department— School  Boards— Se- 
lection of  SabjecU,  1068 


OEAiryiLLB,  Earl 

Borial  Acts  Consolidation— Ministerial  State- 
ment, 68 ;  Report,  Bill  withdrawn,  184 

Eastern  QoesUon— Mediterranean  Fleet,  668 

Oame  Laws  (Scotland)  Amendment,  8R,  488 

Mediterranean  Garrisons,  1658 

New  Forest,  8R.  808 

Post  Ofllce  (Telcfraphs).  Res.  888 

Prisons,  Comm.  el,  14,  878 

PriTSte  BUls— Dover  and  Deal  RjUlway,  1844 

Russia  and  the  Porte— Cirenlar  Despatch  of 
the  Ottoman  Gofemment,  Motion  for  Papers, 
1608 

Stationery  Ofltoe,  Controller  of  the*  Appoint^ 
ment  of  Mr.  T.  D.  PigoU,  1488 

Treaties  of  Paris,  1866,  Motion  for  Papers,  181 

Unirersities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Re- 
comm.  H,  16,  Amendt.  1848, 1868 


Orat,  Mr.  E.  D., 

Intoxicating  Uqoors  (Ireland),  8R.  1468 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1686, 

1686 
South  Africa,  Coosid.  Preamble,  1880, 1881 
Supply— Constabulary  (Ireland),  1880, 1881 
Dublin  MetropoUtan  Police,  1877 
Local  Qoremment  Board,  Ireland,  1887; 

AmendL  1839 
Public  Education,  Ireland,  1838 
Public  Works  in  Irsland,  1884 
Reports,  1649 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comm. 
87 


Gbbenb,  Mr.  E.,  Bwy  8t.  Sdmmtk 

Army  Estimates— Reserte  Force  Pay,  Ac.  662 
Dirine  Worship  FaoUities,  8R.  780 
Locomotives  on  Common  Roads,  3R.  66 
Vaccination  Act— Penalties,  897  ;  Res.  736 


Oreenoek  Improrement  Proriflional  Order 
Conflrmation  Bill  [h.l.] 

{I%e  lord  A4voc€U) 
c.Readl«*7i<iMr21  [BiU  207] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Jufy  3 
Read  3*  * /tt/y  4 
I  Royal  Assent  Jufy  13    [40  A  41  Via,  c.  103] 

Obsooby,  Mr.  O.  B.,  SutseXf  E, 

County  Franchise  and  Re-distribution  of  Seats, 

Res.  643 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Liceoiiog  Boards),  2R. 

1474 
Solicitors  Examination,  dec.  Comm.  866 ;  Mo- 
tion for  reporting  Progress,  867 
Sooth  Africa,  Coniid.  Preamble,  1843 
Street  Traflle  (Metropolis),  1868 
Supply— Chancery  Dirisioo  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice,  1289 
Queen's  Bench,  dec.  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice,  1392 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 
el,  74. 1677 

Obxt,  Earl 
Burial  Acts  Consolidation,  Report,  Bill  with- 
drawn,  184 

Obey  de  WiLTOir,  Viscount 

Army  —  Auxiliary    Forces  —  Teomanry    Uni- 
forms, 1861 

ChniKEY,  Riebt  Hon.  E.,  Southampton 
Supply— Land  Registry  OtBoe,  1361 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  1867 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 

el.  13, 868 
Turkish  Loan  (1864),  Res.  1433 

HaUtoal  Dnmkards  Bill 

(Dr.  Ctmtron^  Mr,  Clare  Read,  Mr,  AthUy,  Sir 
Henry  Jackson,  Mr.  Ed^curd  Jenkine,  Mr. 
Richard  Smyth) 

c.  BiU  withdrawn  •  J^y  11  [BiU  106] 

Hamiltoit,  Lord  C.  J.,  Lynn  Regii 
Army— Lieutenant-Colonel  Dawkins,  400,  401 

HAMiLTOir,  Lord  G.  P.  (Under  Secretary 

of  State  for  India),  MiddUiex 
Armj — Royal  Artillery  and  Bngineers — Arrears 

of  Indian  Pay,  Motion  for  a  &lect  Committee, 

318 
East  India  Irrigation  Company,  1857 
East  India  Losa,  3R.  860 

3  8  2  [cofU, 
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Hamiltoh,  Lord  G.  F.— «m«.  | 

India — ^MisoellaDeoos  Questioos 
Army  Medioal  Service.  87,  1322 
Church  of  England  Missionaries  and  Indian 

Bishops,  1663 
Khelat,  Afihirs  of,  1869 
Salt  Duties,  699 
India  ~  East  Indian  Loan— Financial  State- 
ment, Coram.  92,  97.  120,  Ul,  148 
India  Tariff— Import  Duties  on  Cotton  Manu- 
factures, Res.  Amendt.  1126 
Indian  Civil  Service — Admission  of  Candidates, 
469 


Hamond,   Mr.  C.  F.,  NeweastU  -  upon - 

Tyne 
Maritime  Contraots,  409 


Hampton,  Lord 
India  (Coolie  Emigration),  Motion  for  Papers, 
1666 


Hanbtjey,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Tamworth 
Russia  and  Turkey— The  War— Sulina  Mouth 
of  the  Dsnube,  1626 


HAKCorBT,  Sir  W.  0.  V.,  Oxford  City 

Army  Estimates,  Reserve  Force  Pay,  Ac.  668 
County  OfBoers  and  Courts  (Ireland),  Comm. 

C/.69,  1798 
East  India— Mr.   Fuller  and  Mr.  Leeds— In- 
dependence  of  Judges  of  the  High  Courts, 
Res.  446 
Law  and  Justice^Detention  in  Prison  before 

Trial,  1364 
South  Africa,  Consid.  Preamble,  1838, 1839 
Stationery  OflBce,  Controller  of  the — Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott — Rescinding  of  Res. 

1697 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 

cl.  74,  1678 ;  add.  cL  1643 
Wine  and  Beerhouse  Act  (1869)  Amendment, 
2R.  1038 


Hardoastlb,  Mr.  E.,  Zanetuhiref  S.E. 
Church  Patronage,  Res.  Amendt.  314 


Hardikge,  Viscount 

Prisons,  2R.  391 

Universities  of  Oxford  and   Cambridge,   Re- 
comm.  el  16,  1264 


Hardy,  Right  Hon.  Qathome  (Secretary 

of  State  for  War),  Oxford  University 

Army — Auxiliary  Foroet— Miscellaneous  Ques- 
tions 
Drunkenness  in  Militia  Regiments,  1667 
Hampshire  Mounted  Rifle  Volunteer  Corps, 

89 
Militia  Regulations,  968 
OflSoers  of,  409 
Rifle  Militia  Regiments — Unift>rmi,  1618 


Habdt,  Right  Hon.  0.^-eenl. 
Army— MisoeUanooos  Qaetdoiis 

Aldershot   Camp— Purchaaa   of   Cbebkaa 

Ridges,  1614 
Army  Ezaminatioiis,  87 
Army  Medical  Oflleers  Retiramfliit,  1176 
Army  Promotion  and  ReUrenciit — lacitiMa 

of  Charges,  1861 
Army  Promotioii— The  Warrant,  IM,  301, 

1667 
Army  Retirement— Recerre  ForoM,  1516 
Army  Veterinary  Department— Candirfafw. 

697 
Brevet  Majors,  Pay  of,  696 
CourU  Martial  on  Sergeant  M^Cartiiy  ami 

others,  199 
Deficient   Trmniport  —  Windnr    Reriw* 

1624 
Discharged  Soldiers,  1864 
Escape  of  a  De&ulttng  Officer,  1638 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Dawkins,  400 
Major  De  Dohse,  822 
Medals— MaUy  Campaign,  1864 
Medical  Department,  614 
Numerical  Titles  of  Line  Regiments,  164, 

821 
Regimental  Majors  and  Uentenani  Colonsls, 

1177 
Retirement  on  Full  Pay,  902 
School  of  MiUtary  Engineering  aft  Chatkaa. 

1176 
Troops  for  Foreign  Service,  1860 
Army— First  Class  Reserves,  Ees.  229.  241 
Army— Royal  Artillery  and  Engineers — Arresrs 
of  Indian  Fay,  Motion  for  a  Sdcct  Coo- 
mittee,  219,  221 
Army  Estimates— Miscellaneoos  Qoestiooa 
Administration  of  the  Army,  838 
Clothing  EsUblishmenU,  Services  and  S«^ 

plies,  834 
Commissariat,    Transport,   and    Ordnaaon 

Store  Establishments,  832 
Divine  Service,  264 
Full  Pay  of  Reduced  and  Retired  Ofioers 

and  Ualf  Pay,  839,  840, 841 
Medical  Establishment  and  Servieea,  661 
Military  Law,  Administration  ol,  630 
Militia  Pay  and  Allowanees,  641,  642 
Militia,  Teomanry  Cavalry,  Ae^  No»-cfiw- 

tive  Services,  841 
Miscellaneous  EfieeCive  Senrioet.  868 
Pay  of  General  Oflioers,  839 
Provisions,  Forage,  Sc  Servioea,  833 
Reserve  Force  Pay,  Ae.  661,  662. 831 
Supply,  Blanu£tcture,  and  Repair  of  War- 
like Stores,  836,  836 
Volunteer  Corps  Pay.  ^.  643,  646 
Works,  Buildings,  Ao,  837 
Teomanry  Cav^ry  Pay,  Ac.  644 
Criminal  Law— Pardon  of  the  Fenian  Cesvkta, 

Res.  1601,  1604,  1607 
East  India  (Mi^rs  of  Artillery),  Penonal  Ex- 
planation, 411 
MetropoUs— The  Parks— Volonteer  DriDa,  466 
RoberU  Court  Martial,  Motion  for  an  Addiaw, 

941 

Russia— Hon.  Colonel  Welleeley— MQiftary  Aft- 
Uch«,  1034,  1036 

South  Africa,  Consid.  Preamble,  Motksi  for 
Ac^oumment,  1822,  1826 

Stationery  Oflloe,  Controller  of  tJbfr— Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,  Bm.  1343 
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Baxdj,  Right  Hon.  G.— eonl. 

Saperaonuation   Act  AmendiDent  Aot,   1873, 

R«t.  621,  623 
Supply,  Report,  922 
Votes  on  Aocount,  469 

Habicak,  Mr.  R  E.,  King-,  Slt^o 

Army  Estimates— Reserre  Force  Pay,  So,  661 

Roberts  Conrt  Martial,  Motion  for  an  Address, 
946 

Sale  of  Intoiioating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Re-comm.  380 

Supply— Public  Education,  Ireland,  1333 

Habbison,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Eilmarnocky  ^c. 
Parliament  —  Public     Business  —  Half-past 
Twehe  Rule,  685 

Haebowbt,  Earl  of 

Burial  Acts  Consolidation,  Report,  Bill  with- 
drawn, 184 
Kirwee  Booty,  Motion  for  a  Paper,  1556 
Persia  and  Turkey— The  boundary,  681 
Prisons,  Comm.  cL  14,  872 
Public  Worship  Regulation  Act,  Petition,  1849 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  3R.  1490 

Habtikoton,  Eight  Hon.  Marquess  of, 

New  Radnor 

County  Franchise  and  Re-distribution  of  Seats. 
Res.  677 

Criminal  Law— Pardon  of  the  Fenian  Convicts. 
Res.  1623 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Session.   1029. 
1535 
Obstruction  of  Public  Business,  1863 
Order— Committee  of  Supply,  Res.  205 
Russia  and  Turkey  -The  War— Occupation  of 

Oallipoli,  1668 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  fire- 
land),  1189 
South  Africa,  Consid.  Preamble,  1838 
Stationery  Office,  Controller  of  the— Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,  Res.  1570 ;— Re- 
scindiog  of  Res.  1723 
Votes  on  Aooonnt,  467 


Havklock,  Sir  H.  M.,  Sunderland 
Army — Mounted  Riflemen,  605 
Army— First  CUts  Reserves,  Res.  237 
Army— Royal  ArtUlery    and   Engineers— Ar- 
rears of  Indian  Pay,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  221 
Army  Estimates— Supply,  Manu&cture,  Ac  of 

Warlike  and  other  Stores,  835 
Russia— Hon.  Colonel  Wellesley— Military  kU 
tach«,  1035 

United  SutM— Philadelphia  Exhibition,  Re- 
port,  1181 

Hat,  Admiral  Eight  Hon.  Sir  J.  0.  D., 

Stamford 

Navy— ILM.8.  "  Infleiible,"  Committee  of  In- 
quiry, 972,  1390 

Navy.  Naval  Edttoatlon— U.M.S. "  Infleiible." 
Res.  911 

Supremo  Court  of  Jadioature  (Ii  eland),  Conun. 


Hayteb,  Mr.  A.  D.,  Bath 

Army— Deficient  Transport— Windsor  Review. 
1523 

Ajiny  Estimates— Miscellaneous  Questions 
MiliUry  Law,  Administration  of,  627 
Militia  Pay  and  Allowances,  632 
Miscellaneous  Eillsctive  Services,  838 

Supply— Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1410 

Henley,  Eight  Hon.  J.  W.,  Oxfordshire 

Divine  Worship  Facilities,  2R.  781 
Locomotives  on  Common  Roads,  2R.  49 

Hekniebb,  Lord 

Prisons.  2R.  393 

HEimY,  Mr.  Mitchell,  Oalway  Co, 
Army— Militia  Surgeons— The  Warrant,  609 
National  School  Teachers  and   Tenant-Right, 
1326 

SUtionery  Ofllce,  Controller  of  the— Appoint- 

ment  of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,  Res.  1341 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 475 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1280,  1283 
Supreme  Conrt  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 
d.  18,  862 

Hermon,  Mr.  E.,  Preston 
Estimates,  The,  1876-7— Writ  and  Seal  Office 
(Ireland),  Res.  1028 

Indian  CivU  Service- Admission  of  Candidates, 
458 

Printed  Returns,  Cost  of,  1738 

South  Africa,  Consid.  Preamble,  1826 

Supply— Colonial  Local  Revenue,  ^.1417 

Hebschell,  Mr.  F.,  Durham 

East  India— Mr.  Fuller  and  Mr.  Leeds— Inde- 
pendenoe  of  Judges  of  the  High  Courts,  Res. 
450 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Comm. 
36 


Hebvby,  Lord  F.,  Bury  St.  Edmunde 

Education  DepaHment— Allowances  and  Pen. 

sions  of  Teachers,  1069 
South  Africa,  Consid.  Preamble,  1837, 1841 

Hbtgate,  Mr.  W.  U.,  Zeiceeterehire,  S. 
Townlands  and  Towns  (Ireland)— Alphabetical 
Index,  815 

HiBBKRT,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Oldham 

Church  Patronage,  Res.  312 

Conrict  Prisons— Discipline  and  Management, 

Address  for  a  Royal  Commission.  1277 
Gibraltar— Trade  ReguUtions,  1563 
Prisons,  3R.  13 

Highteays—'Legislation 
4aeiUoo,  Sir  George  Jenkinson ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Sclater-  Booth  June  25, 196 
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Hogg,  Lt.-Oolonel  Sir  J.  M.,  IVuro 

Metropolis  Buildings   Aota— Height  of  Build- 

ings,  1857 
Parliameot  ~  Privilegt  —  Refloctiou  in  Ihis 

House,  828 
Thames  Floods  (Metropolis),  191 
Thames  Rirer  (PreTontioD  of  Floods),  02 


(INDEX)  HYP  IND 

335* 

Hypothec  (Scoflaid)  WL 

{Mr,  Apmo,  Sir  WiUmm  SUrUmf  JTcswiB,  Mr. 
BaiUU  SamiWm,  Sir  Otorft  Jktf9tmt) 

e,  BUI  withdrawn  •  Jwfy  94  [Bitt  M] 


HoLKEE,  Sir  J.  (see  Attobnby  Qbnbbal, 
The) 


Holland,  Sir  H.  T.,  Ilidhurst 

South  Africa,  2R.  990 ;  Comm.  1764 
Supply— Admiralty  Registrar  and  Marshal  of 
the  Probate,  &o.  of  the  High  Ooart  of  Jus- 
tice, 1293 

Holms,  Mr.  J.,  Hackney 

Army— First  Class  Reseires,  Res.  238,  229, 
238,  241 

Army  Estimates— Reserve  Foroe  Pay,  Ac.  881 

Public  Health  (Metropolis),  817 

Stationery  OfBoe,  Controller  of  the— Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,  Res.  1880,  1571 ; 
—Rescinding  of  Ree.  1696, 1701, 1708,  1712 

Home,  Captain  D.  Milne,  Bermeh 

Army  Veterinary  Department— Candidates,  597 
Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  1151 
Supply— Learned  Sooietiet  and  Scientifle  In- 
vestigation, 1402 

Hood,   Lt.-Oolonel  Hon.  A.  W.   N., 

Sofnerset^   W, 
Army  Estimates— Yeomanry  Cavalry  Pay,  Ac. 
643 

HoPB,  Mr.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford,  Cambridge 

University 
Divine  Worship  Facilities,  2R.  778 
Parliament— business  of  the  House,  Rm.  1071 


HoPWOOD,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Stockport 

RoberU  Court  Martial,  Motion  for  an  AddrMS, 

932 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 

el.  18,  856 
Vaccination  Act  Prosecutions — Case  of  Joseph 

Abel,  194 
Vaccination,  Res.  740 

Hubbard,  Right  Hon.  J.  G.,  London 
Inland  Revenue— Collection  of  Taxes,  Res.  416 

HuKTLY,  Marquess  of 

Parliament — Election  of  Representative  Peers 
for  Scotland— Earldom  ot  Mar,  Res.  Pre- 
vious Question  moved,  949 

Hutchinson,  Mr.  J.  D.,  Halifax 
Local   Government   Board— Engineer  Inspec- 
tors, 484 


lOeyMmate  IntntaUe  RMm  {Rsgtmd) 
—Uporofls  Cau 

Moved  for,  a  Return  of  any  aUowaaoM  mtJm 
out  of  the  estate,  and  of  any  other  applitiw 
for  allowanoe  which  have  been  aade,  tmi 
not  aoceded  to  by  the  Trearary  "  (i£r.  CofaHM ) 

June  26,  818 

lUegithMU  IntestaUs  Bttatee  (SeoHmmi^ 
^Patereon'e  Com— See  titto  Sn^md) 

Imbedle^  Lnnatie,  and  otfaor  Afflicted 
Classes  (Lreland)  Bill  [h.x.] 

lTh0  Lard  CtEtifm) 

l.  Moved,  ««Tbat  the  BiU  be  now  rend  f** 
My  5,  787 
Amendt.  to  leave  o(U  (*'  now  ")  and  add  (-  tUs 
day  three  months")  (The  Lord  Ormmmtrt 
and  Browne);  after  short  debate,  Anwdt, 
original  Motion,  and  Bill  wiUulrawn 

(No.  11«) 

Imprisonment  finr  DeVt  BQl 

(Sir   EardUy    Wilmot,  Mr.  SU9$i^  MiB^  Mr. 
makim  WiUiamt) 

c.  Ordered:  read  l-^/iOr  4  [Bffl  S9t] 


Xnghiquik,  Ix>rd 

Imbecile,  Lunatie,  and  other  Aflietod  Claa« 
(Ireland),  2R.  BUI  withdrawn,  7fS 


Indosore  of  Commons  BQl  [b-i*-] 

I.  Vr99eat»d(T1te  Lord  Steward)  Jwfy  9,  B$^ 
Moved,  '^lliat  the  order  of  the  28rd  of  April 
last,  relating  to  the  Ftrtt  Rendhif  of  In- 
closure  Bills  be  suspended:*'  after  ihgrt 
debate.  Motion  agreed  to  :  BUI  rend  I*,  and 
referred  to  the  Examinera  (No.l2T) 

Read2«*/ttly0 
Committee*  :  Report  My  17 
Read  8»  * /«(/y  10 
e.  Read  1«*  (Sir  Benry  Setmin-nbdeom)  My  » 
^  [BfllSSJ] 


Ikdia 

MiaClLLAHSOUt  QVBSnOHi 

Afairi  of  KkeM,  Oneetion,  Mr.  QmM  M: 
Answer,  Lord  George  BamitlOQ  My  St. 

1889 
Army  Medical  Service^  Qneetion.  Sir  Ool«an 

O'Logfalen :  Antwer,  Lord  Gootfo  HnaOtM 

June  21,  87 
Ckureh  ci  £^Umd  Mimomariee  am 

Bithope,  Qoestioo.  Bir.  A.  USOai 

Lord  George  Hamilton  My  28, 1609 
EoMt  India  Jrrigatum  Cempamf,  Qnestion,  Mr. 

SmolleU :   Answer.  Lord  Gootge  Haafltie 

My  26, 1887 

iaetd. 


IND 
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East  India^Mr,  Fidler  and  Mr.  Leedt-^Inde- 
pendente  ef  Jtuigei  of  the  Bigh  Cmtrts,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  FAwoett ;  Answer,  The  Chaneellor 
of  the  Eiohequer  June  25,  200  ;  Obsenra- 
tionsy  Mr.  Lowe  ;  debate  thereon  June  28, 
416 

Etiafe  of  Qeneral  Sombre,  Question,  The  Earl 
of  Denbigh  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  June  21,  81 

Indian  Civil  Service — Admiesion  of  Candid 
dates,  Obserrations,  Mr.  Lyon  Playfair ; 
short  debate  thereon  June  28, 462 

Indian  War  Charges,  Question,  Lord  Frederiok 
Carendish ;  Answer,  The  Cfaanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  12, 1 177 

The  Salt  Duties,  Question,  Mr.  Wilbraham 
Egerton ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Uamilton 
July  2, 699 


India — Coolie  Emigration  to  the  British 

West  Indies 

Moved  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  for.  Copy  of  the  despatch  ad- 
dressed by  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  to  the 
Goyernor-General  of  India,  dated  24th  March 
1876,  respecting  Coolie  Emigration  from 
India  to  the  British  West  India  Colonies ; 
together  with  copies  of  any  subsequent  de- 
spatches and  correspondence  on  the  same 
subject ;  with  the  reply  of  the  GoTemment 
of  India,  and  any  documents  accompanying 
the  same  (The  Lord  Bampton)  July  20, 
1666 :  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 


India — East  India  Loan — The  Financial 
Statement 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  **  (Lord 
Oeorge  Eamiltan)  June  21,  92 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
the  present  rapid  increase  of  the  debt  of 
India,  notwithstanding  the  enjoyment  of  pro- 
found peace,  is  inconsistent  with  financial 
prudence,  and  renders  necessary  such  a  re- 
vision of  the  system  as  may  provide,  during 
times  of  peace  and  prosperity,  a  large  margin 
of  income  applicable  either  to  reduction  of 
debt  or  to  works  really  remunerative  ;  and, 
iu  order  to  carry  the  above  securely  into 
effect,  a  high  and  independent  authority 
should  decide  whether  expenditure  which  it 
is  proposed  to  exclude  from  the  ordinary  ac- 
oonnt  may  be  properly  classed  under '  extra- 
ordinary,' as  being,  from  a  commercial  point 
of  view,  a  prudent  investment  likely  to  pay  ** 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  v,;  Question  pro- 
posed, "That  the  words,  Ao.;"  after  long 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker,  4c.,"  put, 
and  agreed  to ;  matter  considered  in  Com- 
mittee 

Moved, "  That  it  is  expedient  to  enable  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  Council  of  India  to 
raise  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £5,000,000,  for 
the  service  of  the  Government  of  India,  on 
tlie  Credit  of  the  Revenues  of  India ; "  after 
short  debate,  Resolution  agreed  to 


India — Eirtoee  Booty 

Moved  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Copy  of  a  Protest,  dated  29th  June  1877, 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury for  submission  to  the  Government  De- 
partments concerned,  by  Major  General  Colin 
Mackenxie,  C.B.,  on  the  part  of  claimants  of 
the  undistributed  portion  of  the  Kirwee 
Booty  ( The  Earl  of  Longford)  July  20,  1650  ; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 


India  Tariff — Import  Duties  on   Cotton 
Manufactures 

Moved,  '*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Bouse, 
the  Duties  now  levied  upon  Cotton  Manufac- 
tures imported  into  India,  being  protective  in 
their  nature,  are  contrary  to  sound  com- 
mercial policy,  and  ought  to  bo  repealed 
without  delay  "  (Mr,  BirUy)  July  10,  1085 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  in  the  present  condition  of  the  finances  of 
India,  it  is  not  possible  to  abandon  the  greater 
part  of  the  Import  Duties  without  an  exten- 
sive re-adjustment  of  the  financial  system, 
and  a  fair  consideration  of  other  claims  to  re- 
mission of  taxation" (Sir  George  Campbell) 
V. ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
Ac.;"  after  long  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn 

Amendt.  to  add,  at  the  end  of  the  Question, 
"  so  soon  as  the  financial  condition  of  India 
will  permit "  (Ijord  George  Hamilton) ;  Ques- 
tion, "  That  those  words  be  there  added," 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 


Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  SuUivan,  Mr,  Deaee) 

e.  Order  for  2R.  read  July  18,  U24 
A  Point  of  Order,  Observations,  Mr.  Sullivan 
After  short    debate.   Moved,  "  That  the   Bill 

be  now  read  2o,"  1430 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  three  months"  (Mr.  Shaw);  after 
long  debate.  Question,  ^'  That  '  now  *  d(c." 
put,  and  negatived 
Words  added;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  2R.  put  off  for  three 
months  [BiU  37] 


Intozieating  Liquors  (Licensing  Boards) 

Bill  {Mr,  Joseph  Cowen,  Sir  Henry  Have" 
lock,  Mr,  Norwood,  Mr,  Burt,  Mr,  Emeet 
Noel) 

c.  Moved,  «*  That  the   Bill  be  now    read   2° ' 

July  18, 1471 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now"  and  add  "  upon 

this    day    three    months "    (Mr,  RodueU) ; 

ailer   short   debate.    Question    put,  **That 

•now'   Ac.;"    A.    85,    N.    183;     M.    48 

(D.  L.  234) 
Words  added  ;    main    Question,  as  amended, 

put,  and  agreed  to ;   2R.  put  oif  tor  tlu-ce 

moDtha  [Bill  24] 
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Irelaitd 

MlSClLLAICSOUS    QUISTIONI 

Admiralty  Courtis  Cork  and  Belfast,  Question* 
Mr.  McCarthy  Downing  ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  for  IreUmd  July  23,  1662 
Boards   of   Ouardians,  ^e..  Questions,   Mr. 
Staopoole ;    Answer,    Sir    Michael    Hioks- 
Be&chJtdy  19,1521 
Cattle  Disease  (Ireland)  Act — Importation  of 
Stock  into  Ireland,  Question,  Mr.  Pemberton ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hioks-Reaoh  July  16, 
1826 
Crime — Murder  of  Mr.  Young,  Question,  Mr. 
E.  Jenkins  ;    Answer,  Sir   Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  June  28,  404  ; — Protection  of  Life — 
Legislation,  Obserfations,    Lord   Oranmore 
and  Browne  ;  short  debate  thereon  July  16, 
1297 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police — Case  of  Mr,  J,  A, 
Browne,  Question,  Mr.  SuUi?an ;    Answer, 
Sir  Michael  Uicks- Beach  June  25, 197 
Fisheries — Ckuekpoint  Pier,  Question,  Mr.  R. 
Power;   Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaoh 
July  26,  1856 
Intermediate    Education,    Obserrations,    Mr. 
O'Shaughnessy ;  B«ply,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  July  20,  1626 
Irish  Land  Act,  1870— Cfer**  of  the  Peace, 
Question,  Mr.  Charles  Lewis  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  July  16,  1328 
Law  and  Justice — Duncw  Petty  Sessions  Clerk- 
ship.   Question,   Mr.   Biggar  ;    Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks*  Beach  July  2.  695 
Magistracy — Mr.  William  Aneketell,  Questions, 
Mr.  Sullivan  ;  Answers,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach  June  21,  92;  July  10.  1046 ;— 7^ 
Resolution,    Question,    Mr.  W.    Johnston ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Fay  June  27,  321 
National  Board  of  Education — Head  Teachers 
of  Model  Schools,  Question,  Mr.  Fay  ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  June  25, 197  ; 
— lAsnahatma  School,  Question,  Mr.  Arch- 
dale  ;    Answer,    Sir    Michael    Hicks-Beach 
July  20,  1562 
National  School   Teachers  and  Tenant-Bight, 
Question,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry :  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  July  16,  1326 
National    Teachers   Act,    1875  —  Workhomse 
Teachers,  Question,  Mr.  Charles  Lewis ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Michael    Hicks-Beaoh  July   16, 
1327 
Party  Processions — Oranae  Procession  at  Lur- 
Qan,   Question,  Mr.  Yemer;    Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  Jvdy  26,  1853 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  1871— TAtf  County  of 
Louth,  Question,  Mr.  Kirk ;    Answer,   Sir 
Michael    Hicks-Beach    July    13,    1268;— 
Esctjra  Police  in   Counties,    Question,  Mr. 
Kirk ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael    Hieks- Beach 
July  13,  1268 
Poor  Law  Unicns,  Question,  Mr.  Macartney ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks*Beach  July  19, 
1515 
Recorder  of  Dublin-^Ofice  of  Registrar,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Eirington  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  June  21,  82 
RevisioH  of  the  Irish  Statutes,  Qnestioo.  Ob- 
serrations.  Lord  CHagan  ;  Reply,  The  Lord 
Chancellor  ./Wy  17,  1384 
71»e  Irish   Constabulary — Salutes,  Qoeetioa. 
Minor    O^Gorman ;    Answer,    bir    Miehael 
Hioks-Beach  July  19,  1522 


iRILlHIH-eoill. 

Toumlasuis  and  Towns    AtpkaheHemt 
Question,  Mr.  Heygato ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Smith  July  6,  815 


W.H. 


Ireland — Inland  Na/oigaium 

Moved,  for  a  Return  showing  tbe  amoi^t  of 
money  granted  by  the  Irish  ParliaoMoi  §mr 
the  formation  of  the  Royal  Canal  hei^wmm 
the  River  Liffsy  at  Dublin  and  the  Riv«r 
Shannon,  and  for  tbe  amount  of  WKommy 
gnnted  by  the  Parliament  of  tbe  VwAXmd 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  IreUod  to 
the  Inland  Navigation  Commisnoncrs  te 
complete  the  Royal  Canal  from  the  Riv«r 
Liffey  at  Dublin  and  tbe  River  Shannon  (  Tkm 
Earl  of  Leitrim)  July  2,  590;  MoUos 
agreed  to 

Board  of  PubUe  Works^CemmdUee  ef  Irnqmry 
^The  BalUnamore  and  Ulster  CastaU,  OW 
servations,  Ca^in  O'Beime ;  Reply,  Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Beaeh  July  12,  1201  ;  Qoee- 
tion.  Captain  O'Beime :  Answer,  Sir  Mirhmel 
Hickt-Beaob  July  23, 1659 


Ireland — National  School  Teaehert 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  SS,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  ^ia  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  some  msani  th— Id, 
without  further  delay,  be  fboad  to  proride 
Irish  NaUonal  Sehool  Taaebers  with  tMh 
remuneration  for  their  servioee  as  will  seeute 
to  them  more  certain  incomes,  and  leae  de- 
pendent on  oontingeneies  than  at  preeent, 
and  more  commensurate  with  tbe  smikwe 
which  they  perform  **  (Hr.  JleUmi)  v^  1728 : 
Question  propoeed,  *<  That  tbe  words,  Ae. :  ** 
after  short  debate,  Qoostioa  pot,  A.  lit, 
N.  73  ;  M.  37  (D.  L.  246) 


IrOand^Writ  and  Seal  Ofiee 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  9,  To 
leave  out  from  *<  That,"  and  add  •^  ibis 
House  is  of  opinion  that  tbe  aetaon  of  Cbo 
Treasury  in  omitting  to  pUee  a  Vote  on  tbe 
Estimates  for  tbe  financial  year  1876-7.  isr 
the  payment  of  the  salary  flied  by  Statole  to 
be  paid  to  tbe  Junior  Clerk  of  tbe  Writ  sad 
Seal  OfBee  in  Ireland,  to  wbidi  oOee  Mr.  D. 
R.  Pigot,  junior,  was  appointed  oa  tbo  29cb 
dsy  of  November,  1875,  as  directed  bj  tbe 
SUtute  13  Vie.  e.  18,  s.  33,  aad  tbe  dataes  ef 
which  be  still  disebarges,  is  inooosisteat  with 
the  intentions  and  spirit  of  tbe  Aet  17  sad  18 
Vie.  o.  94,  by  wbieb  tbe  paymeats  ei  aala- 
riee,  declared  payable  by  Statute  to  tbe  boid- 
ers  of  ooiain  freehold  oOees  held  dariaf  food 
behaviour,  were  traaslBrred  fioai  tbo  Ooaso- 
lidated  Fond  to  tbe  EsttnuUes.  witboat  aay 
intentioa  of  thereby  diminishing  the  seuaiHj 
of  soeb  payments,  fnrtbsr  tbaa  sobjeaiiaf 
them  to  the  oontrol  of  PlariiaaMat  by  an 
aanoal  VoU  of  this  Hooae  "  (Jlr.  Ctfm)  w^ 
1923:  Qoeettoo  propoeed,  *Tbot  the 
*e. : "  alter  short  debate,  Quetiw 
A.  227,  N.  38;  M.  18t  (a  L.  8S7) 


JEN 
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Irish  Peerage  Bill  [hx.] 

\(Mr,  Flunked) 

e.  2R.»    after   short   debate,   Debate    adjourned 
July  11, 1164  [Bill  119] 

BUi  withdrawn  •  Jvly  18 

Isaac,  Mr.  S.,  Nottingham 

Oivil  Senrioe  Eitimatei— Education  Votes— 
Departmental  Statement,  Ao.  1051 

Germany — Reported  Purchase  of  ffortes.  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Errington ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
Ju/y  33,  1661 

Reported  Attack  on  Albania^  Question,  Mr. 
Wait ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  July  28,  1661 

Jackson,  Sir  H.  M.,  Coventry 

Sopreme  Oourt  of  Judioatnre  (Ireland),  Consid. 
eL  18, 863 

James,  Sir  H.,  Taunton 

East  India— Mr.  Fuller  and  Mr.  Leeds— Inde- 
pendenoe  of  Judges  of  the  High  Court,  Res. 
440 
Supply — Admiralty  Registrar  and  Marshal  of 
Probate,  d(C.  of  the  High  Court  of  Jus- 
tice, 1293 
Chancery  Dirision  of  the  High   Court  of 
Justice,  1286.  1287,  1289 
Supreme  Court  of  JndioUure  (Ireland),  Consid. 
d.  10.  275 

James,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Oateehead 

Charity    Commissioners  —  Betton's    Charity, 

1853 
Turkey — Bosnia — Despatch  of  Consul  HoIoms, 

1022 
Vaccination,  Res.  738 

jEinoKS,  Mr.  D.  J.,  Fenryn,  Sfo. 

Nafy— Naval  Education— H.M.S.  '•Inflexible,'' 

Res.  90S 
Red  Sea,  NaTigation  of  the,  899 

jEinnNS,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 

Colonial  Fortifications,  3R.  176 

Crime  (Ireland)— Murder  of  Mr.  Tonng,  404 

Parliament— Order  of  Business,  822 

Privilege—  Practice  of  this  House,  828 
Parliament — Supply — Order  of  Business,  Res. 

973 
Roads  and  Bridges  fScotland),  1740 
Roberts  Court  Martial,  Motion  for  an  Addrees, 

923.  985 
RussU  and  Bulgaria— The  Car's  Prodama* 

tion,  1743 
South  Africa,  1045:    Comm.  1762;    Consid. 

Preamble.  1804,  1805.  1848;  eL  1,  ib. 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Coudd, 

add,  el,  1628.  1645.  1646.  1647 
Turkey— Bulgaria— Protectorata  of  the  Ciar, 

1819 

Jekkissok,  Sir  O.  8.,  WUiekire,  N. 
Highwv«,196 


Jebyis,  Oolonel  H.  J.  W.,  Hancieh 
Army — Royal   Artillery  and    Engineers — Ar- 
rears of  Indian  Pay,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Conunittee,  206 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfaet 

Magistracy  (Ireland),  Res.  321 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Re-comm.  875 

Kay-Shuttlewoeth,  Sir  U.  J.,  Haatinge 
Dublin  Central  Tramways,  Consid.  1655,  1657 

Kenbaly,  Dr.  E.  V.,  Stoke-upon-Trent 
Illegitimate  Intestates  Estates  (Scotland),  Res. 
292 

KiMBERLEY,  Earl  of 
Prisons,  2R.  888 ;  Comm.  d,  14,  871 ;  d.  18, 
875 


KiNOSooTE,    Lieat.-Oolonel,  B.  N.  F., 

Olouceetershiref  W, 
Army— Numerical  Titles  of  Line  Regiments, 

254 
Cattle  Plague— Spread  of  the  Disease,  1829 
Forest  of  Dean — Sale  of  Lands,  402,  970 

KntK,  Mr.  O.  H.,  Louth 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland),  2R.  1455 
Peace    Preservation   (Ireland)    Act,    1871  — 
County  of  Louth,  1268 
Extra  Police  in  Irish  Counties,  1268 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire* 
land),  Re-comm.  725 

Enatohbttll-Httgessbn,  Right  Hon.  E. 

H.,  Sandwich 
County  Franchise  and  Re-distribntion  of  Seats, 

Res.  548 
Gibraltar— Trade  Ordinance.  1739, 1740, 1858 
South    Africa,   2R.  994;    Conaid.  Preamble, 

1820, 1822 

Knight,  Mr.  P.  W.,  Woreettershire,  W. 
Army  Estimates— Volunteer  Corps  Pay,  Ac. 
647 

Enioetley,  Sir  E.,  NorthampUmehire,  8. 
Stationery  OfBoe,  Controller  of  the— Appoint- 
ment  of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,   Res.  1847; 
— Recoinding  of  Res.  1727 

Laino,  Mr.  S.,  Orkney,  Sfe, 

Church  Rates  AboUtion  (Scotland),  2R.  1147 

India— East  India  Loan,  Financial  Statement, 
Comm.  126,  127,  144 

India  Tariff— Import  Duties  on  Cotton  Manu- 
factures, Rea.  1127 

Russia  and  Turkey— The  War— Aria  Minor- 
Sir  Arnold  Kembail,  195 

Turkey — Boenia— Despatch  of  Consul  Holmes, 
1021 


LAN  LAW  (INDEX) 

Landlord  and  Tenant    (Ireland)    Act 
(1870)  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  Craufordy  Mr,  Richard  Smyth,  Mr,  Dick^ 
son,  Mr,  Daniel  Tat/lor) 

e.  2R.,   after  short   debate.    Debate   ad[joanied 
June  20,  67 
BUI  withdrawn  •  Jtdy  6  [Bill  51] 


LEA 


LLO 


Lansdowne,  Marquess  of 

Metropolitan  Street  Improvements,  2R.  68 
Ordnance  Survej — Reduction  of  Staff,  1267 

Law,  Bight  Hon.  H.,  Londonderry  Co* 
Goantj  OfBcers  and  Courts  (Ireland),  2R.  173 
Estimates.  The,  1876-7— Writ  and  Seal  Office 

(IreUnd).  Res.  1028 
Indian  Civil  Service— Admission  of  Candidates, 

402 
Sale  of  Intoiioatiog  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), 1197 
Supply — Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  1876 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 
157 ;   cl.  6,   263.  265 ;  d,  8,  268  ;  eU  10, 
272 ;  cl,  51,   Amendt.  1537,  1538 ;  d,  70, 
1544 ;  cl,  73,  Amendt.  1546 ;  cL  74,  1577 ; 
add.  el  1648 


Law  and  Justiob 

MiscKLUkVKOus  QuisnoHi 
Ai9ue$,  The,  Question,  Sir  Walter  B.  Bartie- 

lot :  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Jwne  21, 

85  :  Questions,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot,  Mr. 

C.  W.  Wynn  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 

Jnnc  25,  194  ;  Question,  Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Jume  29, 486 ; — 

Swrrey  A$sis€t,  Question,  The  Earl  of  Ondow ; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Chancellor  June  26,  256 
Detention  in  Prison  before  TVial,  Obeervations, 

Sir  WUIiam  Oarcourt ;  Reply,  Mr.  Aaaheton 

Cross /Mfy  16,  1354 
JllMitimaU    Intestates   Estates  (England)^ 

UpfrofTs  Case—Soe  that  title 
PMic  Prosecutors,  Question,  Mr.  Cbadviok ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  July  19, 1519 
Scotland—IllegitimaU  Intestates  Estates—Ste 

that  title 
Stohesley  County  Court,  Question,  Mr.  Wait ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Juiy  23, 1658 


Law  of  Evidence  Amendment  Bill 

{l%s  Lord  Oolsridft) 
L  Royal  Asssnt  June  28    [40  A  41  VicL  e.  14] 

Lawbb3^cs,  Sir  J.  J.  T.,  Smmfft  Mii 
Vaoeination,  Res.  739 

Lawsoh,  Sir  W.,  CmrlisU 

MeditefTanean  Fleet— B«sika  Bay,  88i,  914 
Pcrmissiv*  ProhibitOTy  Liqasr,  SR.  BUI  vilk- 

drawn,  1796 
Sals  of  IntorissitiBf  Liqiion  sn  Ssod^  (be- 

laiMl),  Report,  66;  Re.«owa.  S27, 1191,1191 
Soprene  Co«n  of  Jadieslon^IrslaDd),  Cosnid. 

ikU.  d,  1627 


Leathak,  Mr.  E.  A.,  Hudim^iM 

Chni«h  Patronage,  Res.  298,  317 

Lebhak,  Mr.  O.,  York 
Supply — Chancery  Divisiso  <yf  tbs  Bigb  Osart 
of  Justice,  1291 


Lefevbb,  Mr.  0*.  J.  Shaw,  Eeadin^ 
Army — Aldershot  Camp— Pursbass  of  Cbob- 

ham  Ridges,  1514 
Supply — Colonial    Local   Rerenne,  Ac   1413^ 

1416,  1417 
Turkey— Bosnia— Despatch  of  Consal  HotaMs, 

1010, 1017 

Legal  Aractitionen  Bill 

{Mr,  mUiam  Gordon,  Mr,  Charley) 

e.  Committee  *  ;  Report  July  5  [BiU  43] 

Considered  *  July  9 

Read  3*  *  July  10 
/.  Read  1**  (^VisecuntButclUnson)  July  12 

(No.  141) 

Lbioh,  Lord 
Prisons,  Comm.  d,  14,  Aaendt.  86t 

LxiOHTON,  lir.  8.,  Shroftkirs,  N. 
Locomotives  on  Common  Roais,  2B.  M 

LsFTBDC,  Earl  of 

Inland  Navigation   (Ireland),   UoCmm    6r    a 
Retam,  590 

Lewis,  Mr.  C.  K,  Jjmdomdmy 

Irish   Land  Act,  1870— Clerks  of  tbs  P« 

(Ireland).  1338 
National  Teachers    Act,    1875  —  W4 

Teachers,  1327 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqoorsoa  Smadnj  { It^ 

Uod).  823,  1198 
Supply— Dsblin  Metropolitaa  Pdies,  I97« 
Land  Rcgislry  Office.  1359 
BiiseellanieoQS     Legal     Cbargss.    IrdaW, 
1382 
Sopreme  Coortof  Jodioatore  (Irshadji 
d,  8, 170  :  d,  51,  1538  ;  «L  74. 15T5 
Univ«rsity  BdMStaoQ  (Ifsfend),  1&.  Itt4 


Lewis,  Mr.  H.  0.»  C&rUm 
Natioaal  Sebsol  Tss^srs  ( 

Ldcebicx,  Earl  of 

«L»,8T7 


ITJ 


Lloyd,  Mr.  M., 


SvprsBeCoviof  J 
dw  70,  1545 

IdiOTD,  Mr.  8.  8., 

Fraaes— Trsaly  of 

1741 
Lilaad    R 

411,  4ie 


im,  UKl 


—  Orilrctisa  af  T 


LCX) 


LOO 


Zocal  Finance — ScoUh^  Webh,  and  Coh'^ 
nial  Loan$ 
Qaaition,  GeiMral  Sir  Qeorfe  Balfoor ;  AMwer, 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  Mf  16, 1398 

Zfoeal  Govemmmt  Bomrd^^Engineer  In- 
ipectars 
Qoettioo,    Mr.    HntohioiOD ;    Antweor,    BIr. 
S«Uter>Booih  Jtme  29,  484 


{SESSION    1877)  LOO         LOO 

SJ|. 

Local  Ooremme&t  Board's  FroTiiioiial 
Ordan  Conflrmation  (Joint  Boards) 

Bill  [H.L.]       (Th0  Earlof  Jersey) 

I  Committee*  Juty  9  (No.  131) 

Report* /ttly  10 

R«ui8»*/t(/y  13 
c.  Read  !••  {Mr.  8aU)JuJy  13         [BiU  2481 

ReAd9«*/Nfy2e 

Committee  discharged  ;  referred  to  (Committee 
of  Selection  /tJy  25 


Local  Ooyemment  Board's  Provisioiial 
Orders  Conflrmation  (Artisans  and 
Labourers  Dwellings)  Bill  [h.l.] 

(Th0  Earl  of  Jereey) 

L  Report  ofSeleotComn.*/tify  10 

Committee  •  July  12  '  (No.  139) 

Report  */M/y  13 

Read  3*  *  July  18 
c  Read  1«  •  (Mr,  SaU)  July  17  [BiU  288] 

Read2*'*/tify  19 

Local  Ooyemment  Board's  Provisional 
Orders  Conflrmation  (Atherton,  Ac) 

Bill  [■.!*.]    (7^  JBarl  ofjertey) 

L  Report  of  Select  Comm.*  July  19 

Committee  *  July  20  (No.  88) 

Report*  Jufy  28 
Read  3»  *  July  24 

e.  Read  1«  •  (3fr,  SaU)  July  28         [BiU  285] 

Local  Ooremment  Board's  Frorisional 
Orders  Confirmation  (Belper  Union, 

ftc.)  Bill  [H.L.]     ( The  Earl  of  Jeney) 
L  Committee  •  June  28  (No.  87) 

Report* /im«  29 

Read3»*/M/y2 
e.H%tAl^*(Mr.8aU)JulyB  [BUI  288] 

Read  2<' • /«2y  9 

Committee*;  RepoH/Hiyl7 

Read3®*/u/y  18 
L  Rojal  AMent  July  23  [40  A  41  Viet.  o.  182] 

Local  Ooyemment  Board's  Froyidonal 
Orders  Confirmation  (Bishop  Auck- 
land, Ac.)  ma^Aftsrwmrdi  (Hyda,  *e.) 

Bi]l[Hi^]  {The  Emrl  of  Jeroey) 

I.  Read2«*^ii«21  (No.  98) 

Committee  *  July  19 

Report  *./«4y  20 

Read3**  Jmy  28 
e.  Read  1<>*  (Mr.  SaU)  Juty  24         [BUI  983] 

Read  2«  *  July  28 

Local  Ooyemment  Board's  Froyisfamal 
Orders  Conflrmation  (Caistor  Union, 

Ac)  Bill  ["J^l    {The  Earl  of  Jereey) 
U  Report  of  Seleet  Comm.*  July  19 

Committee  *  /m^  20  (Mo.  M) 

Ueport  •  July  23 

Read  3*  *  Juiy  24 
c.  Read  1«*  (ifr.  SaU)  July  28  [BUI  288] 


Local   Ooyemment    (Oas) 
Orders  (Penrith,  Ac)  Bill 

{The  Earl  of  Jersey) 
I.  Royal  AMent  June  28     [40  A  41  Viet.  c.  73] 

Local    Ooyemment    Proyisional   Order 
(Sewaf  e)  BiU 

{Mr.  WilUam  Menry  Smithy  Sir  Michael  Eicke^ 

Beach) 

e.  Read  2"  •  June  26  [BUI  176] 

(Committee  *  ;  Report  July  8 

Read3<»*/u/y  4 
k  Read  1»*  July  5  (No.  188) 

Read>*/N/y  12 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  13 

Read  3"  *  July  18 

RoT^  Anent  July  28     [40  A  41  VtcL  o.  127] 

Local  Ooyemment  Proyisional  Orders 
(Altrincham,  Ac)  Bill 

{The  Earl  of  Jereey) 
I.  Royal  Anent  June  28    [40  A  41  Viet.  c.  77] 

Local  Ooyemment  Proyisional  Orders 
(Bridlington,  Ac)  BiU 

{The  Emrl  of  Jereey) 

I  Read  2«*  June  21  (No.  107) 

Committee  *  June  29 
Report  *  July  2 
Read  3*  *  July  3 
Royal  Assent  July  23   [40  A  41  Viet.  c.  126] 

Loeal  TMxtU§on — Mi^hwtt^i  and  IStmpikes 
Qoestion,  Mr.  Severne ;  Aaswer,  Mr.  Solater- 
Booth  July  19, 1620 

Local  Tazation  (Betnms)  BiU 

{Mr.  Sctater^Sooth,  Mr.  SaU) 

c.  Ordeied ;  rMMll**  Jum  26  [BUI  221] 

Read2**/Mly8 

LooKXy  Mr.  J.,  Soutkicark 
Army  Estimatee  —  Reeenre  Foroe  Pay,  Ac. 
864 

Looomotlyes  on  Oonmum  Boads  BiU 

{Colonel  Chaplin,  Mr.  Charlee  Freed,  Mr. 

i.  2R.,  after  debate,  BUI  withdrawn  June  20,  39 

[BUI  22] 


LON 


LUS 


{INDEX) 


LUS 


MAO 


London,  Bishop  of 

Metropolitan  Street  Improvements,  2R.  70 
Uniferaitiea  of  Oxford  and    Gambrid^,  Re- 
oomm.  1257 


Longford,  Earl  of 

Kirwee  Booty,  Motion  for  *  Paper,  1550,  1556 

Lopes,  Sir  M.,  Devonshire,  S, 

Navy— Naval  Edacation~H.M.S. "  Inflexible," 

Res.  901 
Navy  Estimates — Coast   Goard  Service  and 

Royal  Naval  Reserves,  Ae,  921 


Lowe,  Bight  Hon.  B.,  London  Univer- 
sity 

East  India—Mr.  Fuller  and  Mr.  Leeds — Inde- 
pendence of  Judges  of  the  High  Courts,  Res. 
416 

South  Africa,  2R.  979 

University  Education  (Ireland),  2R.  1890 


LowTHSB,  Mr.  J.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies),  York  City 

Barbadoes,  Legislature  of,  1665 

Fiji  Islands— Labour  TraflBc,  601 

Gibraltar — New  Custom  House  Regulations, 
1170,  1563,1564 
Trade  Ordinance,  1739, 1740 

Malta— Food  Taxes— Mr.  Rowsell's  Report, 
1514 

South  Africa.  2R.  974;  Comm.  1743,  1786, 
1791 ;  Consid.  Preamble,  1798,  1804  ;  cl,  1, 
1843  ;  d.  3, 1844 

South  Africa  Confederation — Transvaal  Terri- 
tory, 1170,  1527 

StraiU  Settlements— Malay  Peninsula— Ex- 
penses of  the  Campaign,  1387 

Supply — Colonial  IxMsal  Revenue,  ^.  1418, 
1414,  1415, 1416,  1417 


LxTBBOOK,  Sir  J.,  Maidstone 

Civil  Service  Estimates — Education  Votes — 

Departmental  Statement,  ho,  1049 
Education  Department — School  Boards — Selec- 
tion of  Subjects,  1060 
Parliament — business  of  the  House,  Res.  1675 
Post  Office  Money  Orders,  2R.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  1240 
South  Africa,  Consid.  Preamble,  1827 
Supply — Learned  Societies  and  Soientiflo  In- 
vestigation, 1401 
Public  Education,  Scotland,  1217 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consad. 
<i.  18, 860 


LiTSH,  Dr.  J.  A.,  SaUshtry 

Army — Medical  Department,  609,  616 

Medical  Service,  India,  1322 
Illegitimate  Intestates  Estates  (Scotland),  Res. 

292 
Public  Health— Small  Pox  (Metropolis),  1321 
Supply— Police,  Counties  and  Boroughs  (Great 

Bnuin),  1366 


LiTSK,  Sir  A.,  Finshury 

Army  Estimates — Comnusaariai, 

4c  Store  EstablishoMBts,  832 
Navy— Naval  Edncatioo_H.M.S.  •'Iidlexible,* 

Res.  913 
Navy  Estimates— Coast  Guard  S«rviee  aad 

Royal  Naval  Reserves,  4e.  918 
Prisons,  3R.  31 

South  Africa,  Consid.  Preamble.  1833 
Supply — Wreck  0>mmisBioner,  Office  oC  12M 


McAbthttb,  Mr.  A., 

Science   and    Art    Department  —  Provtaeial 
Scientific,  and  Industrial  Museoms,  1350 

Maoartnst,  Mr.  J.  W.  K,  Tyrom0 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland),  2R.  1451,  1459 
Poor  Law  Unions  (Ireland),  1515 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Re-comm.  330, 1200 
South  Africa,  Consid.  Preamble,  1833 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Irslaad),  Coasid. 

eL  74,  Amendt.  1547,  1577,  1578 
University    Education   (Ireland),    2R.    1918, 
1919, 1920 

MaoCabtht,  Mr.  J.  O.,  MdUow 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Soaday  (Itv- 
land),  1196 


Macdokald,  Mr.  A.,  Stafford 

Boiler  Explosions,  885 

County  Franchise  and  Re-distribotaoa  of  S—ti, 

Res.  538 
Explosives    Act — The    Magistrates   at    Laa- 

chester,  1513 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland),  2R.  1448.  1440 
Mines  Act,  1872--ConvietioB  of  Mr . B.  Thiiii. 

598 
Mines  (Scotland)— Innndatioa  of  the  JSbmm 

Farm  Coliieiy,  1524 
Post  Office  — Postal  Mbmsii^ims  aai  Letter 

Carriers,  1734 
South  Africa,  Consid.  Preamble,  18U 
Stationery  Office,  Controller  of  the— Appesat- 

BMot  of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott— ffeefJndiBg  of 

~       1695 


MacObegob,  Mr.  D.  R,  ZmO,  Sft. 
Post  Office— Postal    "  "    * 

Carriers,  1734 


Mao  Iter,  Mr.  D.,  BirktnMoad 

Gibraltar-New  Cm/Um  Homo 

1169 
Navy—Naval  Ediwifkw    HM.S.^litoriMe.*' 

Res.  896, 913 
Navy  Ksthnshw    Coast  Qmavi 

Bioyal  Naval  Reeervee.4e.  919 


cl.  9, 


MgExhva,  Sir  J.  N.,  Tmifkal 
PiibUe  Works  LoaM  (Irebad),  ~ 

144:  Aneodt.  145 
SopreoM  Cooit  of  Judicaiurs  (TrsiiadX 


IIAO       MAS 


MoIiAOAV,  Mr.  P.y  LM%ihginD%hir$ 

Cbarab  RatM  AboUtion  (SooilAod),  2R.  1180 
Game  Lawi    (SootUnd)  Ameiuliiianty  Lords' 

AmMidU.  Coiuid.  1037, 1341 
Soppljr — Learned  Sooietiei  aad  Soientifto  In- 

▼eetiffttion,  UOl 


(SESSION    1877}        MAB        MEL 
S55* 

Marriagei  Legaliiation,   Saint  Peter's, 
Almondsbuy,  Bill  [h.l.] 

e.  Committee*  ;  Report /tmtf  19        [BUI  197] 

Remd3«*/iMi«21 
/.  Royal  AMent  Jwm  28     [ifi'jk  41  Viet,  o.  72] 


MoIiABEN,  Mr.  D.,  Edinburgh 

Chnroh  Rates  AboUtioD  (SooUacd),  2R.  1138, 

1157 
Illegitimate  IntesUtes  Estates  (Sootland)»  Res. 

293 
Loeomotives  on  Common  Roads,  2R.  44 
Parliament — Business  of  tbe  Session,  1535 
Post  OflBeo—Edinbargb  Receiving  Uonse,  591 
Roads  and  firidges  (Scotland),  1525 
Supply — Learnt   Societies  and  Scientific  In- 
yestinition,  1396, 1399 
Public  Edacatioo,  Scotland,  1219 
Register  Hoase  Departments,  Edinbnrgb, 
1372 
Training  Colleges,  Res.  1054 

Ifalta^Food  Taxn^Mr.   RowseWs  JU- 
port 
Question,  Mr.  Bajley  Potter ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Lowtber  Jtc/y  19, 1514 

MAimEBB,  Sight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.   B. 
(Postmaster    Oeneral),     ZeUetUr- 

$hir€y  N* 

Post  Ofllce— MiscelUneoQS  Qaestions 
Camolin  Post  Office,  Wexford,  593 
Edioburgh  Reoeifing  Uouse,  591 
Female  Telegraph  Clerks,  91 
Hail  Bag — Tiverton  Janotion,  19 
Hail  Packet  Contracts,  1742 
Postal  Messengers  and  Letter  Carriers,  1734 
Snnday  Doty— Sheffield,  Ac.  1664 
Telegraphic  Commonication  (Ireland),  321 
Telegraph  Department  —  The    Royal    En- 
gineers, 1324 
Telegraph  Offices,  Closing  of,  406 
Telegraphs— Tipperarj,  200 
Waterfbrd,  89 

Post  Office  Money  Orders,  2R.  1240 

Mansfield,  Earl  of 

Parliament — Election  of  RepresentatiTe  Peers 
for  Scotland— Earldom  of  Mar,  Res.  952 

Maritime  Contracta  Bill 

(Mr,  £thcm^  SianhojH,  Sir  CkarU*  AtUhrUf) 

e,  Question,  Mr.  Haroond ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  June  28,  409 
BiU  withdrawn  •  June  28  [BiU  90] 

Mablborouqh,  Dolce  of  (Lord  lieute- 
nant of  Ireland) 
Crime  (Ireland)— Protection  of  LUe,  1307 

Marriage  Freliminariei  (Scotland)  Bill 

{J>r,  Cmmerom,  Mr,  BmsUr^  Mr,  M*lmrm,  Mr. 

Ertutt  No4l,  Mr,  Edwrd  Jtnkim) 

«.  Read  3*  *  June  20  [BUI  lOlj 

BiUwitbdrawn^/ic/yn 


Married  Women's  Property  Act  (1870) 
Amendment  Bill  [rl] 

(The  Jjwd  Coleridge) 

I.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
June  21,  71 
Amendt.  to  leave  oot  ("now,")  and  add 
('*  this  dajr  three  months  ") ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Aniendt.t  original  Motion,  and  Bill 
withdrawn  (No.  74) 


Married  Women's  Property  (Scotland) 

Bill    (Mr,  Andereon,  Sir  Robert  Anetruther, 
Mr.  M*Lareny  Mr,  Orr  Ewing) 

e.  Committee*  (on  re^amm,);   Report  Jtdy  18 
Read  3^ •  July  19  TBiU  169] 

L  Read  !*•  (The  Earl  of  Rotebery)  July  20 
Read  2*  /tt^24, 1730  (No.  154) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  20 


Mabten,  Mr.  A.  O.,  Camhridge 

Parliameotarj    and    Municipal     Registration, 
Nomination  of  Seleot  Committee,  1735, 1730 


Mabtin,  Mr.  P.,  Kilkenny  Co, 
County  Officers   and   Courts.  Comm.  cl,  59, 

Amendt.  1792 
Supreme  Court  of  Judioatore  (Ireland),  Comro. 

159 ;  d,  51, 1538 


Mabtih,  Mr.  p.  W.,  RocheeUr 
Loeomotives  on  Common  Roads,  2R.  54 
Order — Committee  of  Supply,  Res.  205 

Matrimonial  Canses  Acts  Amendment 

Bill        (ifr.  HernheU,  Sir  Henry  ffolUmd) 
e.  Read  2*  •  June  28  [BiU  147] 


MxLDOVf  Mr.  C.  H.,  Kildetre 

County  Offloers  and  CourU  (Ireland),  2R.  174 ; 

Comm.  «t  59,  1792 
Intozieating  Liquors  (Ireland),  2R.  1441,  1452 
Merchant  Shipping  Aoi^The  "  Cairo,"  1860 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland).  Res.  1728 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Session,  1535 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uouse,  Res.  1070 
Sale  of  Intozieating  IJquors  on  Sunday  (In- 
land), 1188 
Supply — Local    Ooremment    Board,    Ireland, 
Amendt.  1237,  1238 
Public  EducaUon,  Ireland,  1227,  1235 
Public  WorU  in  Ireland,  1283 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (IreUnd),  Consid. 
34,  37  ;  cl.  0,  Amendt.  100,  264  :  el.  8,  200, 
270;   d.  10,  275:   cl.  40.  Amendt.  1536; 
e/.  51,  Amendt.  1538,  1539  ;  d.  03,  Amendt. 
1542 ;  oM.  d.  1628, 1041,  1048, 1050 


HEL 


MET 


(INDEX) 


MET 


Mbllob,  Mr.  T.  W.^  AiUmhumkr^Zifm 

Army  Estimates — ProTiskmsi,  Forage,  and  other 
Serrioes,  8d3 

East  India  Loan,  2R.  850 

Statlonerj  OfiSoe,  Controller  of  the — Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  PigoU,  Ret.  1334 


M&roanttle  Marine 

MisoxLLANious  Quxsnovs 
Holyhead  Barbour^  Wreck  of  the  **  Edith,'* 

Question,  Mr.  FVeoch  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 

Adderley    June   28,  .  403 ;    Question,    Mr. 

French ;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope  My  33, 

1664 
Lime  Juiee,  Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  28, 

406 
Navigation  of  the  Red  Sea^  Question,  Mr.  D. 

Jenkins ;    Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  June  28,  399 
Spontaneous  CombuttioH  of  Coal  at  Sea — Re» 

port  of  the  Royal  Commiition,  Question,  Mr. 

Childers;    Answer,  Sir   Charles    Adderley 

June  28,  398 


Merchant  Shipping  AeU 

MisoxLLAHxons  QuxsnoHs 
Deek  Cargoes-^The  **  BuetemwOeJ*  QoeetioB, 
Mr.  Gourley  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderl^ 
June  25. 192 
The  **  Cairo"  Question,  Mr.  Meldon  ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  Adderley  July  26, 1860 


Metbopolis 

BfjsoxLummus  Qvunom 

Artisans  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Act — 
J>emolitions  in  Fetter  Lane,  Obeenrations, 
The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury;  Reply,  Earl 
Beauohamp  July  10, 1039 

Cleopatra's  Needle,  Question,  Lord  Ernest 
Bruce ;  Answer,  Afr.  Gerard  Noel  June  26, 
190 

BawunerswUth  Bridge  and  the  Jntemaiicnal 
Regatta,  Question,  Mr.  Pulestoo ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Assheton  Cross  July  23, 1666 

Indian  and  Colonial  Museum— The  Fife  Bouse 
Site,  Question,  Mr.  Grant  Duff;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  26, 
1855 

Parochial  Chanties  (City  of  London),  Qne*. 
tion,  Mr.  Fawoett;  Answer,  Bir.  Assbeioo 
Cross  July  2, 594 

Sl  Margarets  Church,  Question,  Sir  George 
Bowyer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gerard  Noel  June  21, 
83;— TAtf  Albert  Memorial,  Qnestioo.  Mr. 
Baillie  Cochrane;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  July  5, 814 

SmaU^Pox  {Metropolis),  Qnestaon,  Dr.  Loih : 
Answer,  Mr.  Sdater^Booth  J^  16,  1821  . 

Street  Trefic,  Qnestioo,  Mr.  Gregory  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Jviy  26, 1858 

Thames  Floods,  Questioo,  Mr.  WaOiey ;  An- 
swer, Sir  James  M'Garal-Hogg  Jusss  25, 191 

The  New  Lodge  in  Byde  Park,  Qnsition,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke;  Answer,  Mr.  Gerard 
Noel  July  12,  1168;  Question,  Mr.  Ry- 
lands ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  11.  Smith  July  19, 
1524 


[< 


DriOs, 
Mr. 


Mr. 


The 
Coope  ; 
June  28,  408 


MetropoKe  BuiUinge  Aett—JEUfH  of 

Bmldinqe 
Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor;   Answw,   Sir 
James  M'Garel-Hogg  J^  26, 1856 

Motropolifl    IinproveiiiflBt    ProriiioBal 
Orders  Conitrmatifln  BUI  [a^] 

0.  Read  1«  *  Jmm  21  [BiU  SM] 

Read  2«*  June  25 

Committee*;  Report ^iify 3 

Read  3^* /m^  4 
/.  Royal  Assent  July  12    [40  h  41  Fist  c  loq 

MetropoUB  Improfeinent  ProrifioBftl 
Orders  Cawflmiatifln  (Qrest  WHd 
Street,  te.)  BiU  [h.l.] 

(  The  Lord  Steward) 

L  Conunittee  *  June  26 

Report* /m^  2 

Read3«*/ic/y3 
0.  Read  1«*  July  5 

Read  2*  •  Juiy  9 

Committee*;  Report /k^  17 

Read  3*  *  July  18 
L  Royal  AsMnt  Jn/y  23    [40  A  41  VieLn,  133] 


(Now  81) 


[EmSST] 


ICetropoUs  Tell  Bridges  Bill 

(lie  Lord 


L  Report  of  Select 
Committee  *  June  29 
Report  * /iiiW  2 
Read3**  Jn/yS 
Royal  Asaent  Jidy  19 


OoaM.*/HiMS5 


O^isy 


[40  4  41  FMl.«.e»] 


Metropolis  Water  Aet,  1871— SMiOmri 
and  VauxhaH  Water  St^pif 
Qnestioo,     Colonel     North;    Aaswer,      Mr. 
Sclater-Booth  July  16,  1320 

MetropolitaiL  Board  ei  Works  (Maamj) 

Bill        [Mr,   William   Hmry  Smitk,  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Etehofuer) 
e.  Ordered;  read  l«*/H/y  16  [Bill  SSS] 

][etn>pol]ta]i  Conuums  FroTisiaoal  Qtdtr 

Bill  (The  Lord  Steward) 


L  KotA  f^*  June  t5 
Committee* /w/y  IS 
Report*  .^17 
Read  3  •  Ai^  19 


(Xo.  Ill) 


MeimnoIii£am 

ctal  Serriee 

Qnestioos.  Mr.  Wait; 

CroM  My  24, 1738 


Peli€$—Oratmtie»  Jm  Sjpt^ 


;  Mr. 


MstrepoUtan  Street  Impretemesttt  BiU 


L  Rend  2%  aaer  Aoti 
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HUB 


Mtdubtok,  TiflooTint 

Priaoat,  3R.  Mft 

UDlT«niUM  of  Ozibrd  and  CMnbridgt,  8R.  677 

MnAAKK,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Tarlihir$^  N.R. 

DiTiiM  Wonhip  FaoUiiiet,  3E.  780 


Mills,  Mr.  A.,  JSxeUr 

Edoemtion   Department — School   Boardt— So- 

leetion  of  Soojecti,  \0M 
India— Cburoh  of  England   Minionarief  and 

Indian  Bishops,  1662 
Sooth  Africa,  2R.  090 
South  AfHea  Confederation->TranfTaal  Terri- 

torjr,  1 170, 1687 


Minei  Act,  1872— Com^um  of  Mr.  B. 
Thomoi 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Macdonald ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asiho- 
ton  CroM  J%dy  2,  698 


Hurro,  Earl  of 

Game  Laws  (Seotland)  Amendment,  Report, 
«/.  8,  Amend t.  147,  149 ;  Amendt.  164 

Preeognition  (Scotland)— Sodden  and  Sospi- 
ciotu  Deaths,  Motion  ibr  Retomi,  1316 


Konej  Laws  (Irelaad)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Iklahunty,  Mr.  Richard  /Wtr) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Jmhf  12  [BUI  198] 


Monk,  Mr.  0.  J.,  OhHce$Ur  City 

Confessional,  The,  Res.  761 
Divine  Worship  Facilities,  2R.  773.  774 
Locomotives  on  Common  Roads,  2R.  43 
Parliament—  Business  of  the  Iloase,  1663 
Parliament — Business    of    the    House,    Ree. 

Amendt.  1669,  1679 
Russia— Hon.  Colonel  Welleslej— Military  At- 

Ucb6, 1032 
Russia   and   Turfcej— English  Occupation  of 

Constantinople,  967 
South  Africa,  Consid.  Prsamble,  1806, 1806 
Supplj— Law  Charges,  1286.  1289 

Suet  Canal  (British  Directors),  1418, 1419 


MoNTAOu,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  B.,  W$$U 
wuaik 

Parliament  —  Order — Committee  of  Supply, 

Res.  204,  261 
Russia  and  Turfcej— Austrian  Policj,  401 
Ubiverut/  Education  (Ireland),  2R.  1920 

MoNTooMXRT,  Sir  O.  O.,  P4$hl$$9h%r$ 

Church  Rates  Abolition  (Scotland),  2R.  1138 
Game    Laws    Scotland    Amendment,    Lonb' 

AmendU.  Consid.  1037. 1241 
Illegitimate  Intastatea  Estates  (Scotlaad),  Ret. 

292 
Supply — Learned  Societiet  and  Scienti6c  In- 

Testigatioo,  1401 


MooBB,  Ifr.  A.  J.,  CUmm$l 

Post  Offlce  Tdegraphe— Tipperarj,  200 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
laad), Re-comm.  701 
Univeruty  Educataon  (Ireland),  2R.  1911 

MooBB,  Mr.  S.y  T^erary 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Re-comm.  703 

MoBOAK,  Mr.  O.  Osborne,  Denhigh$hire 

Burials,  1182 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 
cl  6, 167  ;  add,  el  1686 

MoBLET,  Earl  of 

Prisons,  2R.  392 

Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Re- 
comm.  0^  16, 1265  ;  add,  d,  1266 

MoRLSY,  Mr.  8.,  Briitol 
Science    and    Art    Department  —  Prorincial 
Scientiflc,  and  Industrial  Museums,  1360 

Morris,  Mr.  O.,  Gahoay 

County  OfBcers  and  CourU  (IreUnd),  2R.  172 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (IreUnd),  Consid. 
<;/.6,264 

MuNBELLA,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Sheffield 

County  Franchise  and  ECe-distribution  of  Seats, 

Res.  669 
InUnd  Revenue— Collection  of  Taxes,  Res.  415 
Post  OiBce—Sunday  Duty— SheiBeld,  Ac.  1663 
Stationery  Office,  Controller  of  the— Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,  Res.  1346 
Wine  and  Beerhouse  Act  (1869)  Amendment, 
1038 


Mnnieipal  Corporations  (Hew  Charters) 

Bill  [H.L.]  ( The  Lord  Fretident) 

L  Presented  ;  read  1«  *  Jwne  29        (No.  125) 

Read2«*7Wy3 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  5 

Read  3*  *  July  6 
e,  Readl«*JN/yll  [BiU  244] 


/ 


MuifTZ,  Mr.  P.  H.y  BirminghMm 

Bdncatioo  Department — Conference  on  Domes- 
tic Economy.  Birmingham.  1042 

Inland  Revenue — Collection  of  Taxes.  Res.  414 

South  Africa,  1046 

Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justioe.  1290 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 
cl.  13.856 

Mmu,  Colonel  W.,  Rmfrmo 
Army—  Militia  Surgeon*— The  Warrant,  608 
Army  Promotion  and  Retirement—The  War- 
rant. 601 
Army   Retimstee  —  Olothing   Establishments, 
Serrices.  and  Supplies,  834 
Reserve  Force  Pay.  Ac  830 
Volunteer  Corps  Pay.  Ac  646 
Russia— Hon.  Colonel  Wellealey— Military  At- 
tache, 1034 
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MuBPHT,  Mr.  N.  D.,  Cork  City 

lotoxieatiog  Liquors  (Ireland),  2R.  1484, 1470 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sondaj  (Ire- 
land), Re-comm.  Amendt.  331,367,  692, 1109 
Sapreme  Conrt  of  Judioatnre  (Ireland),  Comm. 
0^.  62, 1542 

Naghtkn,  Colonel  A.  R.,  Wtneheiter 
Army — Misoellaneons  Questions 

Numerical  Titles  of  Line  Regiments,  251 
Rifle  Militia  Regiments — Uniforms,  1517 
Troops  for  Foreign  Service,  1859 
Army  Estimates — Militia  Pay  and  Allowances, 
641 

Navy 

MlBOILLAHEOnS   QuXSTIONS 

AreHe  Expedition^  The,  Question,  Captain 
Pim ;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  June 21, 90 

DeHgnt  of  Ships  of  JFar—A  Select  Committee, 
Questions,  Captain  Pim ;  Answers,  Mr.  A.  F. 
Egerton  Jvne  25,  203 ;  June  26,  260 

Dockycard  Engineers  at  Malta,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
Cowen ;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  Julff  5, 
818 

English  Ofieers  in  the  Turkish  Service,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  Wbitworth ;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F. 
Egerton  July  10,  1043 

Ounnery  Lieviencmts,  Question,  Captain  Price ; 
Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  June  28,  400 

B,M.S  '* AUxandra"— Alleged  Insubordina- 
tion, Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ;  Answer, 
Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  June  21,  85  ;  Question, 
Captain  Pim  ;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton 
June  28,  409 

SMS,  '*  Jn/lexible,"  Questions,  Mr.  Ashbury, 
Mr.  E.  J.  Reed  ;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton 
June  25,  198 ;  Obserratioiks,  The  Duke  of 
Somerset;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Richmond 
and  Gordon  July  10,  1040  ;  Questions, 
Captain  Pim  ;  Answers,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton 
Jufy  12,  1181;  July  16,  1325;  July  26, 
1858;  —  Committee  of  Inquiry,  Question, 
Sir  John  Hay ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  July  9,  972 ;  Questions,  Sir 
John  Hay,  Mr.  Goorley  ;  Answers,  Mr.  A. 
F.  Egerton  July  16,  ld20;~TAtf  Instruc- 
tions, Question,  Mr.  Ashbury  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  19,  1522 
[See  title  Navy^HM^S,  "  Jn/lexible  " 
and^Cavtain^l 

BM.S.  ** Monarch**  Question,  Mr.  Gourley; 
Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  July  19, 1516 

H,M.S.  **  Repulse,"  Question,  Mr.  P.  A. 
Taylor ;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton 
June  28,  399  I 

Keyham  Factory — Case  of  Edward  Owens, 
Question,  Mr.  Puleston ;  Ajiswer,  Mr.  A.  F. 
Egerton  July  17, 1388 

Naval  Chaplains—The  Society  of  the  Holy 
Cross,  Question,  Mr.  Wballey ;  Answer,  Mr. 
A.  F.  Egerton  July  9,  971 

Naval  Education,  Obsenrations,  Bir.  T.  Brassey ; 
Reply,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton;  short  debate 
thereon  Jtdy  6, 891 

Navigating  Sub-Lieutenants,  Question,  Mr. 
Bruen  ;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  July  9, 
968 

Promotion  and  Retirement  of  Marines^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Gorst ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  July  23,  1660 

Iconi. 


Natt— «»<. 

Retired  Naval  O/ieers,  Qpestions,  Mr.  P.  ▲. 
Taylor ;  Answers,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egwtiw  Jtdjf  C, 
813  ;  July  12, 1178 

The  Herring  FUhtries,  QoestioB,  Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay  ;    Answer,    Mr.    A.    F. 
July  9,  969 

The  New  Naval  College, 
tions,  Mr.  Edwards,  Mr.  Baillie 
Answers,  Mr.  A.  F.  EgOTtoa  /dfjr  ««81«: 
Question,  Mr.  Edwards ;  Amwer,  Mr.  A.  F. 
Egerton  July  9,  970  ;  QttMtke,  Sir 
F^erick  Perkins  ;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F. 
Egerton  July  10,  1045 ;  Qaestko,  Sir  H. 
Dnimmond  Wolff ;  Answer,  Mr.  A.  F. 
Egerton  July  12,  1179  ;  Qneatiou,  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answers.  Tbe  Ckaa- 
cellor  of  tbe  Ezobequer  July  19,  f51t; 
July  23, 1660 

mvySr.M.8.  ''InJUxible''  tmd  "  Cap- 
tain " 
Mo? ed,  '<  That  there  be  laid  befi»re  this  How*, 
a  Return  to  be  added  to  tbe  Reiam«  Havj 
(H3f  .S.  *  Inflexible ').  No.  295.  1877,  Um 
our?e  of  stability,  with  tbe  Report,  dated 
23rd  August  1870,  of  H.M.S.  *Oaptoiii.' 
witb  the  cunres  e,  f,  and  g  of  H  M.S.  *  !»• 
flexible '  set  out  thereon  to  tbe  same  scale*  ; 
also  the  Letter  of  tbe  late  Cbief  Coostnwtar, 
dated  23rd  August,  published  in  tbe  '  Timt^* 
24th  August  1870,  and  tbe  sobmissum  of  tbo 
late  Controller,  dated  24tb  Angoil  187«. 
respecting  the  stability  of  H.M.S.  'Ca^ 
tain'"  (Captain  Pim)  July  23, 1735 ;  after 
short  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  17,  N.  95  ; 
M.  8  (D.  L.  247) 

Navy— Shipbuilding— The '' Agamsmmon** 
Clatt 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  6,  Te 
leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add  **  it  is  ioti. 
pedient  to  build  any  more  veesela  of  tka 
*  Agamemnon  '  class  until  that  type  has  boaa 
tried,  and  that  tbe  money  proposed  to  bo 
▼oted  for  such  ressel  be  expended  in  boildiBf 
a  ressel  of  war  with  full  sail  power,  eapaUo 
of  cruising  and  blockading  under  sail  stops, 
but  able  to  steam  when  necessary  300  miles 
in  24  hours,  witb  a  ooal  supply  for  7  dajs» 
and  with  an  armament  eoonstiog  of  ooo 
armour  piercing  gun  of  tbe  longest  rmogo. 
as  well  as  Shrapnel  and  GatUng  gone  aad 
torpedo  apparatus"  {Captain  Pm)  v.,  904  ; 
Question  propoeed,  **  Tbat  tbe  words.  Ao. ;  "* 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  witbdrawa 

Nelson,  Earl 

Ecclesiastical  Commission  (Chnreb  BoildtQf), 

Motion  for  a  Paper,  188,  189 
Public  Worship  Regulation  Aoi.PeUtloB,  lS4i« 

1849 

Newdeoatb,  Mr.  0.  N.,  WanneksAir$,  N. 
Parliament — Prifilege— Praetiee  of  Ibis  Bo«a«» 

830 
Prisons,  3R.  15 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (tre» 

land),  Re-oomm«  327 
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Hew  Foreit  BQl  (^-  WmUm  Emry  Smth^ 
Mr.  CnumceUor  0/  tU  £xehsqiter,  Mr.  Noet) 

€.  Report  of  Select  Comm.*  June  22    [No.  881] 
Committee  *  (on  fv-tfomm.)  ;  Report  Jtm4  36 
Qneetion,  Sir  Charlet  W.  DUke ;  Answer,  Mr. 

W.  H.  Smith  June  25, 198 
Reftd  d''  •  June  26  [Bill  313] 

I  R9aA  l^^  {The  Lord  President)  June  2S 

(No.  128) 
Moved,  •"That  the  BiU   be   now  rend  3*" 

Jufy  5,  704 
Amendt.  tn  lenTe  out  ( *'  now  ")  and  ndd  (**  this 

daj  three  months  ")( JAtf  XHiiatf  0/ &mi«r«tfl) ; 

nfter  short   dehst9»    Amendt.   withdrawn  ; 

original  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2* 
Report  */ti2y  9 

Oommittes ;  Report  Julp  10, 1041     (No.  129) 
Readd**yu/y  13 
Royal  Assent  Jufy  83    [40  A  41  Vict  0.  131] 

NoKL,  Right  Hon.  O.  J.  (First  OommiB- 
sioner  of  Works),  Euiland 

Cleopatra's  Needle,  100 

Illegitimate   IntetUtes  Estates   (Scotland)  — 
Paterson's  EiUte,  407 

Metropolis— New  Lodge  in  Hjde  Park.  1168 
St.  Margaret's  Cbnroh,  83 

NoLAH,  Oaptain  J.  P.,  Oahcay  Co. 
Army  Medical  Department,  618 
Armj  —  Rml    Artillerj   and    Engineers  — 
Arrears  of  Indian  Pa/,  Motion  fbr  a  Seleot 
Committee,  316 
Army  Estimatee    Divine  Senrioe,  8d4 
Militarjr  Law,  Administration  of,  629 
Reeenre  Foroe  Paj,  Ac.  650,  661 
Colorado  Beetle,  1180 
Conntj  Offloers  and  ConrU  (Ireland),  3R.  174 ; 

Comm.  eL  60, 1703 
Indian  Cifil  Serf ioe— Admission  of  Candidates, 

462 
Irish  Peerage,  2R.  1166 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland),  Res.  1731 
Pnblie  Health  (Ireland),  2R.  1085 
Pnhlio  Works  Loans  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  2, 

Amendt.  144  ;  d.  4,  Amendt.  145 
Russia— Hon.  Colonel  Wellesle/— Military  At- 

tacb4, 1035 
South  Africa,  Comm.  1786  ;  Coosid.  Preamble, 

1824, 1825 
Snpplj — Ciril)  Serrices  and  Re?enne  Depart- 
ments, 474,  475 :    Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  476 
ConsUboluj,  Ireland,  1370 
General  Snrrej  and  Valoation,  Ireland,  1285 
Local  GoTemment  Board.  Ireland,  1239 
Pnblie  Edneation  (Ireland),  1231,  1235 
Pnblie  Works  in  Irehmd,  1281, 1283 
Supreme  Co«irt  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 

<A.  13, 857 ;  d,  18.  859  ;  el,  74.  1579 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  755 
Unifcrsity  Education  (Ireland),  2E.  1893 

Norfolk  and  Snfltolk  Fisheries  Bill 

(The  JSarl  0/ KimSerUf) 

L  Read  2**  June  19  (No.  104) 

Committee*  JuneiB 
Report  * /mis  90 
Read  2^^  July  % 
Royal  Assent  July  12       [40  k  41  Vid,  c  98] 

YOL.  OCXXXY.   [third  ssRos.] 


North,  Colonel  J.  S.,  Oxfordshire 

Arm  J  Medical  Department,  612 

Army — Royal  Artillery  and  Engineers — Ar- 
rears of  Indian  Pay,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  213 

Metropolii  Water  Act,  1871— Southwark  and 
Vaoxball  Water  Supply,  1320 

NOBTHBBOOK,  Earl  of 

India — (Coolie  Emigration),  Motion  for  Papers, 
1560 

Stationery  OfBoe,  Controller  of  the— Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,  Personal  Sute- 
ment,  1480 

NoBTHCOTE,   Rieht   Hon.    Sir    8.    H. 
{iee  Cluuioefior  of  the  Exchequer) 


Norwood,  Mr.  0.  M.,   Kingeton-upon- 
Hull 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland),  2R.  1430 
Na?y— Na?al  Education— H.M.S.  '*  Inflexible," 

Res.  910 
Supply — Police,  Counties  and  Boroughs  (Great 
Britain).  1365 
Wreck  Commissioner,  Ofllce  of,  1359 


O'Beibkb,  Captain  F.,  Zeiirim 
Army — ^Numerical  Titles  of  Line  ^Regiments, 
254 
Fay  of  Brevet  Majors,  596 
Army  Estimates  —  Proyisions,    Forage,    and 
other  Serfices,  832 
Supply,  ManufiMture,  Ao,  of  Warlike  and 
other  Stores,  836 
Inland    NaTigatioo    (Ireland)  —  Ballinamore 

Canal,  1201,  1659 
Supply — Public  Works  in   Ireland,  Amendt. 
1278, 1283 

O'Bbien,  Bir  P.,  JTtV  ^<'- 

Army  Promotion — The  Warrant,  155 
Army  Estimates — Administration  of  the  Army, 
838 
Full  Pay  of  Reduoed  and  Retired  OfBoers. 

Ac.  840 
Pay  of  General  OtBcers,  838 
Volunteer  Corps  Pay,  ^.647 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Re-conun.  712,  1193 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 
cl.  8,  267,  268,  269 

O'CoKOB  Don,  The,  Boeeommon  Co, 
Estimates,  The,  1876.7— ^  Writ  and  Seal  Offloe 

(Ireland),  Res.  1031 
Inland    Nafigation    (Ireland)  —  Ballinamors 

Canal,  1203 
Parliament^Public  Business,  685 
Supply — Cifil  Serrioes  and  Rerenue  Depart- 
menU,  472,  474 
Public  Education.  Ireland,  2R.  1230 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1270, 1283 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)^  Comm. 

158 
Uoifersity  Eduoatlon  (Ireland),  2R.  1022 
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O'DoiTKELL,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Dungarvan 

Army  Estimates  —  Reserfo  Force  Pay,  Ao. 

Motion  for  AdjoummeDt,  652,  663,  654,  657 
County  Frsnchise  and  Re-distribution  of  Seats, 

Res.  568 
East  India  Loan,  2R.  842 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1679, 

1680,  1681,  1682, 1683,  1686 
South  Africa.  2R.  1001  ;  Comm.  1769,  1770, 

1771  ;  Consid.  Preamble,  1797,  1708,  1832, 

1836,  1837,  1838,  1839,  1840,  1841,  1842 ; 

cl.  1,  Amendt.  1843 
Supply — Constabulary,  Ireland,  1381 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland).  Consid. 

cl.  13,  856  ;  add.  d.  1627,  1642,  1647 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  770 

O'DoNOQHUB,  The,  IVaise 

Colorado  Beetle,  687 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res..  1685 

Post  Office — Telegraphic  Communication  (Ire* 
land),  320 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Re-eomm.  368,  372,  373,  376,  689, 
1200 

University  Education  (Ireland),  2R.  1897 

0'Gk)RMAiT,  Major  P.,   Waterford 

Army— Major  De  Dohse,  822 

Promotion  and  Retirement — The  Warrant, 
201 

Army  Estimates — Reserre  Force  Pay,  Ac. 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  652,  658,  661 

County  Officers  and  Courts  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  59,  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1793 

Criminal  Law — Pardon  of  the  Fenian  Convicts, 
Res.  1591,  1597 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland),  2R.  145 

Irish  Constabulary— Salutes,  1522 

Post  Office,  Waterford,  89 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Re-comm.  330,  1200 

Solicitors  Examination,  Ac.  Comm.  867 

South  Africa,  Comm.  1771  ;  Consid.  Preamble, 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1833,  1835 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 475,  470 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 
160;  el.  18,  860,  861,  862,  863 

O'Hagan,  Lord 
Crime  (Ireland)— Protection  of  Life,  1311 
Imbeoile,  Lunatic,  and  other  Afflicted  Classes 

(Ireland),  2R.  Bill  withdrawn,  787.  794 
Irish  Statutes,  Revision  of,  1384 

O'Leabt,  Dr.  W.  H.,  Drogheda 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land),  Re-comm.  715 

O'LoGHLBN,    Eight   Hon.  Sir  0.    M., 
Clare  Co. 
Army  Estimates— Military  Law,  Administra- 
tion of,  255.  623,  631 
County  Officers  and  Courts  (Ireland),  2R.  169 
Estimates,  The,  1876-7— Writ  and  Seal  Office, 

(Ireland),  Res.  1027 
India — Army  Medical  Service,  87 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland),  2R.  1429 


0*LooHLiir,  Right  Hon.  Sir  C.  M.- 

Military  Law,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 

38 
Order — Committee  of  Supply,  Res.  203,  206 
Parliament — Supply — Order  of  Businesa,  Rsa. 

972 
Roberts  Court  Martial,  Motion  for  an  Addrats, 

940 
Succession  Duty  Act — Double  Duties — **  The 

Attorney  General  v.  Charlton,"  818 
Supply,  Report,  1548 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  CoDMd. 

159,  160 :  cl.  6,  167 ;  d.  8,  267 :  el.  IS.  855. 

858 ;  el  18,  Amendt.  864  ;  e/.  51.  Amendt 

1539 :   el.  62,  1541 ;   d.  64,  1542 ;  d.  74, 

Amendt.  1582  ;  add.  d.  1586 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  761 

Onslow,  Earl  of 

Law  and  Justice — Surrey  Assiies,  256 


Onslow,  Mr.  D.  E.,  Ouildford 
East  India  Loan,  2R.  844 
India — East  India  Loan — Financial  Statement, 

Comm.  180 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Re-comm.  325 
South  Africa,  Consid.  Preamble,  1807 


Open  Spaces  MetropollB  Bill 

(The  Duke  of  JTestminster) 

I.  Committee*  July  16  (Nos.  24-149) 

Report  */tt/y  17 
Read3**7Wy20 


Obanhose  AND  Browne,  Lord 

Confessional  in  the  Church  of  England — *'  The 

Priest  in  Absolution,'*  883,  884 
Crime  (Ireland)—  Protection  of  Life,    1297, 

1315 
Imbecile,  Lunatic,  and  other  Afflicted  Classes 

(Ireland),  2R.  Amendt.  Bill  withdrawn,  792 
Society  of  the  Holy  Cross,  1242 


Ordnance  Survey — Reduction  of  8U^ 
Question,  The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne ;  An- 
swer, The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon 
July  18,  1267 


O'Rbillt,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Longford  Co, 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland),  Res.  1730 
University  Education  (Ireland),  2R.  1015 


O'Shattohkebbt,  Mr.  £.,  Limeriek 

County  Officers  and  Courts  (Ireland),  3R.  174 
Intermediate  Education  (Ireland),  162C 
Royal  Dublin  Sociey  fNo.  2},  2R.  Amendt.  966 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Re-oomm.  704 
Supply — Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  1376 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 
86,   161  \  el.  6,   167,  2ti4 :    el.  70,    1544; 
Amendt.  1545  ;  add,  d,  1642 
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0*8i7ixiYAK,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Zimertek  Co. 

Faeton  Aet  Amendment,  Oomm.  868 
Inland  ReTenoe — Spirits  in  Bond,  1041 
Intoxicating  Liquori  (Ireland),  2R.  1428,  li55 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquon  on  Sunday  (Ire- 

land).  Report,  66 ;  Re-eomm.  324,  726, 1106 
Solioitort  Examination,  Ac,  Comm.  865 
Snpplj — Oastomt  Department,  Amendt.  1422 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Contid. 

eL  18,  863  ;  add,  el  1627  ;  Motion  for  Ad- 

jonrnment,  1629 
Union  Jnstioet  (Ireland),  2R.  162,  770 


OxFOBD,  Bishop  of 

UniToriitiee  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Re- 
oomm.  cl,  15,  1261 

OjwUft  ind^osael  FiiheriM  Order  Con- 
flmuttioii  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Th4  Lord  Elphimtont) 

(No.  73) 

[Bill  222] 


2.  Report*  /tMi#21 

lUadS^*  /mm  22 
e.  Read  VJum2^ 

Read  2<»*  Jwm  29 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  9 

Cooaidered^/Wy  10 

Read  3®  *  /icfy  1 1 
/.  Royal  Aiaent  July  23    [40  k  41  Viet,  c.  126] 


Paoxt,  Mr.  E.  H.,  SomerseUhirey  Mid 
Criminal  Law — Conreyanoe  of  Priaonen,  1179 

^atlunnent 

LORDS— 

Private  Butinen^  Dower  and  Deal  Railway 
BiU,  Obaenrationa,  Earl  Gran?ille ;  Replj, 
Tbe  Earl  of  Redeadale  July  26,  1844 

COMMONS— 

Order 

Committee  of  Supply,  Moved, «'  That  thia  Hooae 
will  immediate! J  reaolve  itaelf  into  tbe  Com- 
mittee of  Supplj  *'  (Mr,  Ckaneellor  of  the 
Emehequer)  Jime  25,iOS  ;  after  abort  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to ;  Obeenratiooa,  Lord  Robert 
Montagu;  Replj,  Mr.  Speaker  June  26. 
261 

MetropoHtam  Commont  BiU^Lordt*  AmemU 
wtente,  Qoeetioo,  Sir  Cbarlea  W.  Uilke ; 
Anawer,  Mr.  Speaker  July  24, 1742 

PrMleye 

RHeetiome  on  a  Member  of  tkie  Bouee,  Notice, 
Vf  r.  Blake  July  3.  684 :  QneaUon.  Mr.  E. 
Jenkioa ;  Anawer,  Mr.  Speaker ;  sbort  do> 
baU  tbereoo  July  5, 828 

R^eetUmeom  the  Speaker  of  tkie  Bouee,  Qoea- 
Uoo.  Mr.  Poleeton  ;  Anawer,  Tbe  Cbaneellor 
of  tbe  Exobeqoer;  ebort  debate  tbereoo 
July  5,  824  '^WitKdrawal  of  Motion,  Mr. 
Puleaton:  ExplaoaUoa,  Mr.  PameU ;  Obeer- 
▼ationa,  Tbe  Cbaooellor  of  tbe  Exobeijuer ; 
abort  debate  tbereon  July  6,  887 

drculari  to  Membert,  Queatioo,  Mr.  Fortjtb  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  Juiy  19,  1513 

[CMl. 


pABf.fAifiwT^CoMMOiia — cont. 

Buiinees  of  the  House 

Precedence  of  Oovemment  Burineee,  Queetion, 
Mr.  Monk ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  tbe 
Exchequer  July  20.  1563 

Order  of  Bueiness,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  E.  For- 
•ter,  Mr.  Cogan,  Mr.  E.Jenkins  ;  Answers, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  27, 
321  ;  Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn  :  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  7ii/y  24,  1743; 
—  Um'vertity  Education  {Ireland)  Bill, 
Question,  Mr.  Butt ;  Answer,  The  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  June  29, 487  ;  Question, 
Obserrations,  TheO'Conor  Don  ;  Replj,The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  3, 685 

Scotch  Billi,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  5, 820 

StaU  of  Public  Bueiness—  The  Half -past  Twelve 
Rule,  Question,  Mr.  Fortescue  Harrison; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  3,  685 

Supply,  Moved,  '<  That  after  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  tbe  Second  Reading  of  the  South 
Africa  Bill,  this  House  will  resolre  itself  into 
the  Ck>mmittee  of  Supply  *'  {Mr,  Chancellor 
of  the  Bscchequer)  July  9,  972 ;  short  de- 
bate tbereon 

The  Business  of  the  Session,  Question,  Obser- 
▼ations,  TheMarauessof  Hartingtoo  ;  Reply, 
The  Chancellor  or  the  Exchequer ;  short  de- 
bate tbereon  July  19,  1529 

Cost  of  Printed  Retume,  Queation.  Mr.  Her- 
mon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  July  24,  1738 

Parliament — Busineu  of  the  Howe 

MoTed,  *'  That,  for  the  remainder  of  the  Sea- 
sion.  Orders  of  tbe  Day  bare  precedence  of 
Notices  of  Motion  upon  Tuesday,  Gorem* 
ment  Orders  having  priority  ;  and  that 
Government  Orders  have  priority  upon 
Wedneaday*'  {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) July  23,  1668  * 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  after  *' priority,"  in 
line  3,  to  end  of  Question  (Mr,  Monk) ;  afler 
debate,  the  Question  '*  That  the  said  Amendt. 
be  withdrawn  "  being  challenged.  Question 
put,  "  That  tbe  words,  die. ; "  A.  386,  N.  15  ; 
M.  371  (D.  L.  244) 
Main  Question  put;  A.  321,  N.  13;  M.  308 
(D.  L.  245) 

Parliament — Rutinea  of  the  JTowe 

Notice  {Mr,  PuUston)  July  3,  688 

To  move,  *'  That  in  Committee  of  tbe  Whole 
House  no  Member  have  power  to  move  more 
than  once  either  that  tbe  Chairman  do  report 
Progresa,  or  that  tbe  Chairman  leave  the 
Chair,  and  that  no  Member  who  has  made 
one  of  those  Motions  have  power  to  move 
tbe  other  in  tbe  aame  Committee  " 

Parliament — Bueineu  of  the  Houee^Late 
Sittinge 
Notice  {Mr,  Whalley)  July  3,  688 
Moved,  **  That  the    practice   of  commencing 
business  in  this  House  at  hours  varying  on 
each  day,  and  continuing  its  sittings  up  to 
indefinite  and    unreasonable  hours    of   the 
night  and  morning  is  at  variance  with  ex- 
perience aa  to  the  prope^mode  of  transacting 

3  I  2  [cent. 
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charge  of  the  dutie.  of  this  House     (Mr. 
mMty)  July  6. 868  [House  oouuted  out] 

ParUanmi— County  Framhitt  and   Rt- 
di$triMion  of  5w<«        ,,„,«,  t« 

teoeh"Td  ^^rss^; 

(Mr  Treveiycin)v.,m;  Question  proposed, 
i.  Ti.t  tte  wois.  Ac.  •/•  after  long  debate. 
Question  put ;  A.  276.  N.  330  ;  M.  86 
DiT.  list,  A.  and  N .  686 


Petri  for  Seotlani-EarUom  ofMor 

Moved.  That  upon  hearing  the  Petition  of  the 
"e«{  of  Mar  and   Kellie  th«  Hou«,  doth 
order  that  at  all  future  meeting,  of  »^e  Peers 
of  Scotland  aa«imhled  under  ""T J^J*' ^^ 
clamation  for  the  election  of  a  Peer  or  P^« 
to  represent  the  Peer,  of  Scotland  the  Lord 
Clerk  Register,  or  the  Clerk,  of  Sewion 
officiating  in  his  "»«»•.  <«o  "all  the  title  ol 
Mar  in  the  Roll  of  Peers  of  Scotland  in  Par- 
HamMt  called  at  such  elections  in  the  place 
.'nmedence  to  which  it  ha.  bwn  dedared 
t,  thr^solution  and  judgment  of  this  Hou«) 
on  36th  February  1876  to  be  ontitUd  aocord- 
"nVto  the  date  of  the  creation  of  that  Earldom, 
and  in  no  other  place,  with  a  """g,"'*'-: 
thelcM  as  well  to  the  Mid  Earl  of  Mar  and 
Sellle  a.  to  all  other  P**""  S««>'1*S'>>:.'J 
right,  and  place,  upon  <«""«:.  "f,"^' 
authority  showed  for  the  wme'  (The  Duke 

tlon    moyed  (The    Marque,   ej   *^f y) • 
after  sl>ort  debate.  Motion  and  original  Mo- 

*     tion  withdrawn  ^.  .   . 

Moved  That  a  Select  Committee  he  appointed 

^  to  consWer  the  matter  of  the  Petition  of  the 

Earl  of  Mar  and  Kellie  presented  on  the  6th 

of  June  1877.  and  the  P™~"«°^,'W'4i'?^^ 
thereto :  and  to  report  thereon  to  the  House 
ni^Lord  ChaJiaor) :  Motion  agreed  to  : 
List  of  the  Committee,  968 


Notice  of  Reaolutiont,  Mr.  Ohmnoenor  of  the 

that  tie  Preamble  be  Postponed.  MoUoo 
made,  and  Question  proposed.  "Ttat  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  a*  l«»»e 

to  .i7ag.in"    (Jfr-   <y^»»««)j    ^^^ 
«isinB-and  Mr.  Pamell,  Member  for  Me«th, 
bavinf  in  the  eoum  of  Debate  expr-sed^ 
regarding  fhrther  Progress  of  the   BiU  m 
Commitwe.  "his  sati.f«rt.on  •»  P«:«"^ 
and  thwarting  the  iBtentton.  of  tta  &w«- 
ment  in  this  respect."  the  Clerk  wa«  directed 
to  take  down  those  words,  and  the  mbm  wet* 
Uken  down  accordingly :—  ^  ,  ,.      _.    . 
Motion  made,  and  Question, "  That  the  Ch«r- 
man  do  report  the  same  to  the  How.    put. 

And MlftSi^ having  «x>«~  "P?*^„*r^ 
House,  it  was  Moved,  "That  Mr.P^neU^ 
having  wilfully  and  persUteotly  obstnMted 
PubliS  Business.  U  8""'?/ »  «?°""gVf 

this  Hou«."  (^'••.<^*-~*^ 'Z.*^,^ 
qaer) :  Debate  arising  ;  Debate  •djonmed 

till  Friday 
Question,  The  Marquess  of  Harlington:    An- 
swer    The  ChanceUor   of    the    Excheqn^ 
My  26,  1862  ;    Order    for  reeuming  tlie 
adjourned  debate  read,  and  discharged 

Parliament— House  of  Loeds 

8at  First  .    ^    *w  ^ 

July  2— The  Lord  Minster,  after  the  death  of 

his  Father  .    ^     ^    .v   -^ 

Jul4f  6— The  Lord  Byron,  after  the  death  oC 

his  Grandfather 
July  24— The  Lord  Erskine,  after  the  deatb  of 

his  Brother 

Pabxiament— House  of  Commons 

New  Mmhers  Sworn 
June  2e— Frank    Hugh    O'Donnell,    esqnife, 

Dungarvan 
July  5— Viscount  Mandetille,  CimtUy  of 

ingdon 


New  Writ  Issued  . 

Jtdy  26— For  Great  Grimsby,  v.  Jotin  Cbap- 
man,  esquire,  deceased 


P^liament^  Private   Btlh-'Post    Office 
(TeUgrapU)'-'The  Telegraph  Clauses 
Moved.  «•  That  it  is  not  expedient  to  agree  to 
the  introduction  of  the  clauses  propowd  by 
the  Post  Office  for  partial  protection  of  the^ 
lelecraphs  into  certain  Private  Bills    (The 
Earl  of  RedfidaU)  July  6,  878  ;  after  short 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn 
The  Chrutchurch  Gat  BiU  having  been  read  a 
third  time,  it  was  moved  *<>  insert  certom 
of  the  clauses  proposed  by  >»>«  P<>»*  ^®^ 
Authorities  to  be  inserted  m  Private  Bills 
which  may  afltect  the  Post  Office  Telegraph 
system  ;  on  Question,  MoUon  f»^^Jo 
Pbotebt  (  The  Earl  ofRedesdale,  lAfrd  Hanmer) 
July  16,  1295 


Parliamentary  aad  Miinicipal  Begistra- 

tion  BiU  i^r,  Martm,  Mr,  Torr,  Mr,  IMd») 
e.  Nomination  of  Select  Comm.  JWy  23,  17S5 

Moved.  "That  the  Select  Comnu  do  «^ 
of  Twenty-one  Membere  (Mr.  Mart^ 
Moved,  "  That  the  O'Donoghue  he  one  otbfr 
Member  of  the  Comm. ;"  after  abort  deUte. 
Question  put ;  A.  34,  N.  none  (I>-j^jj^**|> 

Pabotll,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Meath 

Army  Estimates— Reserfe  Force  Pay,  «•»»• 
654,  665  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  ««, 
65?!  659,  660,  661 
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Pabvkix,  Mr.  C.  S.— Mn<. 

CooTiot  Prisons— Diaeipline  and  Manftgmnent, 
Addrwi  for  a  Ro/al  CoBmianon,  1960, 1275, 
1277 
Coanty  OiBoera  and  Courts  ( Ireland  X  Conaid. 

el,  43,  Amendt.  1793 ;  c/.60,  1798 
Gmm  Uwa  (Sootland)    Amendment,    Lords' 
Amendta.  Consid.  Motion  for  Adjooniment. 
1037 
NatKHial  Sohool  Teaohera  (Ireland),  Rea.  1733 
Parliament — Miaeellaneoos  Qoestions 
Business  of  the  Session,  1586 
Prif  ilege^Prmotioe  of  this  House,  839  ;— 
Reflections  on  the  Speaker  of  this  House 
—Explanation,  887 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  1671. 
1674,  1683 

Parliament  — Order— Committee  of  Supply. 

Rea.  203,  208 
Priaons,  3(1.  80 
Solicitors    Examination,   &o,  Comm.  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  868,  866, 867 
South  Afriea,  Comm.  1768  ;  Consid.  Preamble, 
1806.  1806,  1807.  1808,  1809,  1810,  1812, 
1813,  1814,  1833,  1834,  1835,  1838,  1841, 
1842,  1843  ;  d,  3,  Amendt.  %h„  1844 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Rofeuue  Oepart- 
menu,  475,  477 
Colonial  Local  Revenue,  Ao.  1417 
ConsUbolary,  Ireland,  1380 
County  Prisons  and  Reformatories,  Ireland, 

1382 
Customs  Department,  1428 
Dublin  MetropoIiUn  Police,  1375,  1378 
Local  Government  Board,  Ireland,  1237 
Public  Education.  Ireland.  1233, 1235 
Public  Works  in  IreUnd,  1285 
Report,    Motion  for    Adjournment,   1548, 

1549 

Wreck  Commissioner,  OflSoe  of.  1293 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 

34.  158.  159.  160,  101  ;  cl.  6,  Amendt.  168, 

264,  265  ;  cl.  7,  Amendt.  tf6.  ;  el.  8,  Amendt. 

i6.,  271,  272  ;  <?/.  10,  Amendt.  275,  277, 278. 

279  ;    el,   17,  Amendt.  858,  859  ;    cl.    18, 

Amendt.  t6. ;    Amendt.  860,   864 ;    d.   34, 

Amendt.  1536  ;  el.  48,  Amendt.  1537  ;  el.  70, 

1514;   cL  74.  1580;   add.  el.  1585,   1586, 

1587,  1627,   1629,  1633,  1640,  1643,  1645, 

1646,  1648,  1649;    Amendt.  1650;  Motion 

for  reporting  Progress,  ib. 

Votes  on  Account,  469 


Patents  for  Inventioiu  Bill 

(Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral,  Th4  Lord  Advocate,  Mr. 

Solicitor  Oemraljor  Ireland) 
t.  fiiU  withdrawn  •  /Wy  19  [Bill  64] 


PJUSB,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham,  8. 
Criminal  Law^Pardon  of  (he  Fealan  Con- 

Tiota,  lUa.  1598 
Intoxieaang  Uquora  (Lioenaing  Boards),  2R. 

1478 
Vaccination,  Res.  Amendt.  737 

Pkll,  Mr.  A.,  Letce*hr»hire^  8. 
Locomotives  on  Common  Road^,  2R.  51 


Pbmbebtoh,  Mr.  E.  L.,  Kent,  E. 

Cattle  Disease  (Ireland)  Act— Importation  of 
Stock,  1326 

Pbnninoton,  Mr.  F.,  Stockport 
Vaccination  Act—Case  of  J.  Abel,  405 

Penzance,  Lord 

Sutioncrj  Office,  Controller  of  the— Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  I'igott,  Personal  SUte- 
ment,  1489 

Percy,  Right  Hon.  Earl,  Mrthumher- 
land,  N. 
Army— Militia  Surgeons— Royal  Warrant,  608 

Numerical  Titles  of  Line  Regiments,  253 
Army  EsUmatea— Militia  Pay  and  AUowanoes. 

634 
Vaccination,  Res.  732,  742,  750 

Perkins,  Sir  F.,  Southampton 
Navy— Naral  College  Site,  Dartmouth,  1045 

Permiflsive  Prohibitory  Liquor  Bill 

(Sir  Wilfrid  Laweon,  Sir  Thomaa  Bazley,  Mr. 
Ihuminff,  Mr.  Richard,  Mr.  William  Johnston, 
Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Balway.) 

e.  Order  for  2R.  read,  and  discharged  ;  Bill  with- 
drawn July  25,  1795  [Bill  42] 

Periia  and  Turkey 

The  Boundary,   Question,  Observations,  The 

Earl  of  Uarrowby  ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Derby 

/i«/y3, 681  ' 

The  Feriian  Embassy,   1873,    Question,    Sir 

Thomaa  Cbambera;   Answer,    Mr.    Bourke 

July  16,  1322 

Peru 

The  Peruvian  Iron-clad  "  Huasear**  Questionn, 

Captain  Pirn ;  Answers,  Mr.  A.  F.  Efferton 

/Wy  12,  1180  ;  July  16.  1325 

The  Peruvian  Loans  of  18701872,  Question, 

Mr.  Ry lands  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  July  1 7, 


and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation 
(Ho.  1)  Bill 

(The Lord  Elphinetone) 

I.  Read  2^  •  June  25  (No.  1 12) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  5 
Read3*»/u/y6 
Royal  Aaaent  July  12    [40  k  41  Viet.  c.  97] 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orden  Confirmation 
(Ho.  3)  Bill 

(The  Lord  Elphinetone) 

(.  Read  2«  • /(WNf  25  (No.  113) 

Coamiittee*/ii/y  16 
Rep^irt  •  yr</y  17 
Reads**  Jii/y  19 
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Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmatioii 
(Ho.  3)  BiU 

{The  Lord  ElpkituUme) 

I.  Read  3'»  June  19  (No.  100) 

Royal  Assent  Jwm  28    [40  A  41  Viet.  c.  74] 
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PiM,  Captain  B.,  Gravetend 
Nary — Miscellaneoas  Qoettions 
Arctic  Expedition,  90 
H.M.S.  '<  Alexandra"— The  Reported  Mo- 

tinr,  409 
M.M.S.  <«  Inflexible,"  1181,  1325,  1858 
Ships  of  War— A  Select  Committee,  203, 
200 
Naff— n.M.S.   "Inflexible"  and    "Captain, 

Motion  for  a  Paper,  1735 
Nav/ — Naval  Edocation — H.M.S.  *<  Inflexible, 

Kes.  AmendL  904 
Nary   Estimates — Coast    Guard    Serrioe  and 

Royal  Naval  Services,  kc.  918,  920 
Pern— Pemrian    Iroo-olad  <*  iloascar,"  1180, 
1325 

Playfair,  Eight  Hon.  Mr.  Lyon,  EUn- 

hurgh  and  St.  AndreuP$  Unwenities 

Army — Militia    Surgeons — Royal    Warrant, 

1870,  600 
Elementary  Education,  Expenditure  on,  1079 
Indian  Civil  Service — Admission  of  Candidates, 

452 
Science   and    Art    Department  —  Provincial 

Scientific  and  Indastrial  Museums,  1353 
Supply — Learned  Societies  and  Scientific  In- 
vestigation, 1392.  1398 
Paris  International  Exhibtttoo,  1403 
Public  Education  in  Scotland.  Motion  for 
reporting  Progress,  1084, 1207 

Plumstead  Common — Legal  Proce$ding9 
Qaestions,  Mr.  Boord;  Answers,  The  Chancellor 
of  the   Exchequer  July  2,  600 ;    July  16, 
1329 

Pluwkbt,    Hon.    D.  R.,    Dublin    Uni- 
versity 

Irish  Peerage,  2R.  1164 

Landlord    and    Tenant   ( Ireland)  Act  (1870) 

Amendment,  Amendt.  61,  64 
University  Education  (Ireland),  2R,  Ameodt. 

1887 

FoHce  EzpenBes  Act  Contmiiaiice  Bill 

(Mr.  Wiliimm  Hemry  SmitA,  Mr.  CUmedhr  0/the 

Eiektquer) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !••  July  20  [BiU  259] 

Rcad2<'*/H/y23 

Poor  Law 

The  Boardinp^mt  Sytiewk,  Queetion,  Viseoont 
Enfield ;  Aosver,  The  Duke  of  RIfhimd 
and  Gordon  July  5, 809 

Poor  Law  Amendment  (Sootlaid)  Bill 

{The  Lord  AdvemU^  Mr.  S^ertUry  Ohsm) 
c.  BiU  withdrawn*  Jtiy  19  [BUI  134] 


Post  Officb 

MncKuanoos  Q 
CamoHn  Fo§t  Ofee,  Wiafmi^ 

Redmond;    Aagwtt 

/■iy2.  593 
EtUMimgk   Beeeimmy 

M'Laren  ; 

Juiy  2,  591 
Modi  Bao^Twerim 

John  Heathcoat  Amory ; 

Manners  Jmm4  25, 19# 
Mail  Paekei  Ctmirmas, 

booe;  Answer,  LordJakn 

1742 
Postal  JhkMfl, 

vatioos,  Mr.'H.  B. 

John  Mann 

1733 
Pott   OjfUse  DeHweriet^    WnUffmd, 

Major  CGoroMa ;  Anawsr.  Ui4  J 

ners,^iaie21,  89 
Sunday  Duiy—SkefaU,  ^ 

MundeUa;    Aatwer,  Loi4    J 

Julyi9,  1663 


TeUgrapk 

Closing  of  Td^egrofk  Ofces^ 

Beekett-Deoiaofi :  Answer,  Lord 

ners  7mn«  28,  406 
FemaU     Tdogrmfk     CUrka. 

Cameron ;    Answei,    Lord 

Ji0m21.  91 
T€Ugnq)kie  CommumieaHtm  { 

tion.  The  O'Doooghue  ; 

l^nners  Jwu  27. 320 
Tdtgrapk  Scatiewf  —  Tippumy, 

A.  Moore;    Answer,    Lord  Jote 

7«iw25,200 


The  Royal  Enginsrr»,  ijmmwm.  Si 
Watkin  ;  Answer,  Lord  Jeha 
July  16,  1324 

[See  title— Parjunvaf—iViM 
Post  Ofiee  ( Tekgrapksy^TU 
Ctauift} 


Poft  Offiee  Money  (Mart  BiU 

{Mr.  WiUimm  Hmry  Smiik,  UrdJoJ^ 

e.  Ordered  :  read  !••  /mm  91 
Moved,  "That  the   BiU  he 
July  12,  1240 ;  Moved,  •* 
be  now  adjoomed**  {Sir 
Motioa  agreed  to ;  Debate 

PcnTKR,  Mr.  T.  B.,  RoeUaU 

Malta— Food  Tane— Mr. 
1514 


PowEB,  Mr.  J.  O'Connar,  Mtf 

Army— Covrto  Martial  on  Swgsaat  M*Cbrtihf 

and  others,  199 
Army    rsiiinHee    ITsetsie    Forea    Pnf,    Ac 
Motioo  Ibr  refortiag  ProgrsM,  ftft,  ft»l« 
652 :  Motioa  Ibr  A^jevuMBft,  •»,  tSi, 
658,659,669 
Votntecr  Oorpe  Pky,  Ae.  656 
Criminal  Law— Murder  of  SstgMl  Brwtt»  961 
Criminal  Law — Pardon  of  the 
Kes.  1587, 1607,  1695 
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PowmB,  Mr.  J.  O'Coiuor— eofit 

National  School  Teftoheri  (Ireland),  (Ut.  1733 
Parliameot— BotineM  of  the  Home,  Ret.  1683 
Sale  of  Intozioating  Liquors  oo  Sondaj  ( Ire- 
land)»  Re-oomin.  365,  367, 373 
Sooth  Africa,  Consid.  Preamble.  1829,  1835 
Sapplj — Civil  Serfioet  and  Rereoiie  Depart- 

meoU,  474,  476 
Sopreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Coniid. 
cL  8,  370  ;  el.  18,  861 


PowBB,  Mr.  R.,  WdUrford 

Armj  Estimatei^ Reserve  Foroe  Psj,  Ac. 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  656,  658,  661 

Conntj  OfBoen  and  Courts  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  59,  1793 

Fisheries  (Ireland)— Chuokpoint  Pier,  1856 

Poblio  Works  Loans  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  4, 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  145 

Roaeia  and  Turkej — The  War — Russian  Atro* 
cities,  485, 1517 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sondaj  (Ire- 
land), Re-oomm.  359 


Powi8,  Earl  of 

Prisons,  Comm.  eL  li,  873 ;  et  83,  Amendt 

876 
See  of  Sodor  and  Man,  Address  for  a  Return,  1 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Re- 

eomm.  el,  16,  Amendt.  1365 


Price,  Captain  O.  E.,  Ihvonport 

Nav/— Naval  Education— B.M.&  **  Inflexible, 
Res.  913 


$t 


Price,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Tewke%hury 

Armj — Aoxiliarj  Forces,  Ofltoers  of,  408 
Numerical  Titles  of  Line  Regiments,  253 

Navj— Gunnery  Lieutenants,  4U0 

Navj    Estimates — Coast    Guard    Service  and 
Ro/al  Naval  Reserve,  Ac  919 
Scientific  Branch,  930 


PrifoniBm 

{Mr,  Secretary  CroUf  Sir  Henry  Silwin^Ibhetton) 

e.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  noir  read  3«" 
June  19,  4 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*  now,*'  and  add  *'  upon 
this  da  J  three  months  *'  {Mr.  Ry  lands) ; 
Question  proposed,  *«  That  '  now,'  Ac.  ;  " 
after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill 
read  3«  [Bill  181] 


/.  Read1**(rA«Lord5<«iiNmfj/iiii«31  (No.116) 
Read  3*,  after  short  debate  June  38,  383 
Committee:  Report /w/y  6,  869 
Read  3*  *  July  9 
Rojal  Assent  July  13     [10  A  41  VieL  c.  31] 

Frisom  Act  —  The  Prison  Commissioners, 
Question,  Mr.  llibbert ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assbe* 
ton  Cross /uiy  19,  1537 

iMnatie  As^lmtns,  Question,  The  Barl  of  Sand- 
wich ;  Answer,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  and 
Gordon  ;  Observations,  EarlCowper  Jul^  36,  ' 

I 


PriflonB  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Sir  MiehMsl  Hi€ks'Be4tch,  Mr,  Solicitor  General 

for  Ireland) 

e.  Committee  *  ;  Report  June  35    [Bills  3-319] 
Committee  *  (on  rtf-comm. )—r.p.  Jtdy  33 
Committee  *  (on  re^coimn,) — ^r.p.  July  36 

Priflons  (Scotland)  BiU 

{The  Lord  AdvoeaU^Mr.  Secretary  Cross) 

c.  Committee  *  {on  r«-«omin.)— b.^  July  4 

[BUI  134] 

Provisional  Orders  (Ireland)  Confirma- 
tion (Artisans  and  Labourers  Dwell- 
ings) Bill  [B.!..] 

c.  Read  3«  •  June  31  [  Bill  301  ] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  39 

Read  3^*  yuiy  4 
/.  Royal  Assent  July  33  [40  A  41  Via,  c.  138] 

ProTisional  Orders  (Ireland)  Confirma- 
tion (Bnnis,  Ac.)  Bill  [h.l.] 

e.  Read  3^  •  June  31  [BiU  303] 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  39 

Read3«*/ti/y  4 
/.  Rojal  Assent  July  33    [40  A  41  Via,  c.  133] 

Provisional  Orders  (Ireland)  Confirma- 
tion (Holywood,  Ac.)  Bill 

c.  Committee  *^r.p.  June  30  [BUI  193] 

Report  of  Select  Coram.  *  July  3 
Committee  •— a.p.  July  5  [BUi  335] 

Committee  *  {on  re^eomm.) ;  Report  July  9 
Read  3«*  July  10 

/.  Rojal  Assent  July  33   [40  A  41  Viel,  c.  130] 

Public  Health 

Public  HeaUh  Act^The  Parish  of  Ash,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  A.  H.  Brown ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclator* 
Booth  July  3,  596 

SmalUPox  (Metropolis),  Question,  Dr.  Lush ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth  July  16, 1331 

Public  Health  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Sir  Michael  Hickt-Beach,  Mr,  Attorney  General 

for  IreUntd) 

e.  Read  2^,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Com* 
mittee  July  10,  1085  [BiU  116] 

Select  0>mmittee  nominated  ;  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee July  19,  1550 

Public  Health  (Metropolis)  Bill 
e.  Question,  Mr.  J.  Holms;  Answer,  Mr.  Sctater* 
hoolh  Julys,  817 
BUI  withdrawn  •  July  19  [BUI  187] 

Public  Libraries  Act  (Ireland)  Amend* 

ment   Bill    ( The  lord  a  Mayan) 
I.  Rojal  Assent  June  38    [40  A  41  Via.  e.  16} 


(INDEX) 


Public  Loans  EemiBiiion  Bill 

(Jfr.  Raika,  Mr.  Chanalkr  of  Iht  Kcchtqatr, 

Ur.  William  Smry  Smith) 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  JuM  29 

Resolution    reported,    and    agrae. 

ordered  ;  rend  1° '  July  *  [BiU  226] 

Read  2°  •  July  » 

Coniinillee*;  Report  Ju^  12 

Read3°"/uijll3 
I.  Re»dl'"{tordfi-eri(fcn<)/uiy  Ifl    (N< 

R«id3'*  Jutysa 


BiU 


ISO) 


Pnblic  Parks  (Scotl&nd)  Bill 

(Jfr.  PorlaCM  Earriton,  Sir  Windham  An 
ttmther.  Sir  Qtorgt  Balfour,  Dr.  Camtrm 
Mr.    WiUiam  Holmt) 

e,  BUI  withdrawn*  Jixly  18  [Bill  111] 


Public  Works  Loam  Bill 

(  The  Lord  Fruident) 
I.  Read  2*  •  June  28  (No.  88) 

CommiU«e*  ;  Report  JuM  29 

Re«d3*»/trfya 

Ro7»l  Awent  July  13    [40  M  «  Via.  1. 19] 


Public  Works  Loans  (Ireland.)  Bill 

(Jfr.  Saikei,  Sir  Miihatl  Sitla-Beaek,  Mr.  AL 

lanuy  Oeneralfor  Inland) 
t.  Committoo— ».P.  /MmBI,  H*        [BUI  189] 

Committee*;  Report  JvX-^S 

CoDtidered  '  /uiy  9 

Ile»d3**/«(y  10 
I.  R«m1  !■•  {The  Lord  PrtlidtM)  July  12 

Re«d3'*Jui»10  (No.  113) 

Committoe  *  ;  Report  Juiy  17 

Read  3>*  July  IS 

RojU  Auent  JWy  23    [40  A  41  Fid.  e.  3T] 


PuLESTOK,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Dnonporl 
Armj   Eatimatet  —  ReMrre  Force    Ptj, 

064 
Bubkdosa,  Ugiititare  ot,  ISU 
HmmmrrNnilh   Bridge  and    Ibe  latematioiutl 

Regatta,  1860 
Kaif— Kerham    Factor?— Ckm    of    Edward 
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Pariiameat— B  DsineM 

fririSege  —  Reflection!  in  thi*  Bouae,  SS4  ; 

ExpUnation,  887 
South  Afrioa,  Conaid.  Preamble,  1608 
Saprsma  Court  ofJadicatDTc  (lr«laDd),CoBaid. 

cl.  18,  804 


Quarter  Seuioiu  (Borongha)  Bill 

{The  Urd  Winmarbifh) 
I,  Committee*;  Report  Jmtt  19         (No. 90) 


Eaikes,  "Mi.  H.  0.  (Chairman  of  Oom- 
mittees    of    Waja    and    Heana), 
ChetUr 
Armr    Eatimatei— lliUtia    Pi^    aai    JkB^- 
aDoei,e3S 
Paj  cf  General  Offioen,  830 
[U»rTe  Fnroe  Paj,  *a  U2.  S5S,  CH.  681. 
830,831 
Church  Patronage.  Rm.  317 
Citil    Serrice    Eatimatea     Edanation   V«ta»— 

Departmaatal  Statemeot,  *«.  1061 
Dublin  Central  Tramwafi,  Ccetid.  ISM 
Faoton  Act  AnwndmeDt,  Comm.  W8 
Solioitor*  Examination,  Ac.  Cooib.  BM 
South  AFriea,  Cooaid.  Preamble,  1797.  tlW. 
1800,  IBOe,  1807,  1808.  IBD9,  1810, 1SS4, 
1830.  1836.  1S37.  IB39. 1B42 
Supplf— Ciril  SenioBs  and  Rnn>a  INfW- 
menta,  4T3,  47B,  477 
CoDStabalar},  Ireland,  1379, 1381 
Cnitoma  [>eputa>rat,  1 491 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Polioa,  137C 
Public  Woriu  In  Ireland.  1379 
Snpreme  Coiut  of  Jndieatare  (Ir«la>d),CMaU. 
158;  cl.   10.  978:  cl.   18.  860.  8S9.    8SI. 
8S4 :  aid.  J.  1386.  1BS7.  IS30, 16U,  IMS. 
1646. 164T 
Taimanian  Haia  LiM  BaOwaj,  SB.  819 


BuuAT,  Ur.  J.,  Aftiri,  ^. 
Cboroh  Patrooago,  lUa.  SIB 
Chonih  EUtea  AboliUon  (Saotlaad).  9a.  IIU, 

1149 
Supply— Bnndaoor  Criminal  LnmO*  Av^*^^ 
186T,.1971 
Conrta  of  Lav  and  Jnatlo*.  ScotlaaJ.  18Tt 
Laud  Rfglitry  OBk*.  1360 
Leainod  Societiei  aod  SaenliSe  lavMtica- 

Uon,  1S99 
Local  OoToramtnt  BnH  (Iitlaad)^  11» 
Pnblio  Eduealiau,  SeoUand.  1)11.  1913 
Public  Work!  U  Irriaad.  IKS.  ISSS 
Training  Collegea,  Rm.  1 068 

Rathboiiz,  Ur.  W.,  Z*p«rpoo/ 

Education  DepartmMt— AUavancM  a*d  Fm- 

aioua  to  Teaeben,  1071 
Poet  Offloe— IbU  PaekM  Contneta.  17U 

Real  Estate  of  Intertatet  BOl 

Afttrtetrdt — 

Beal  Bitate  Intertacf  BOl 

(Jfr.  FOlUr,  Mr.   Itlham,  Mr.  Strtmd,  Mr- 

friet.  Sir  Wilfrid  Lamm) 
e.  Bill  witbdrawn  •  /a^  S  [BOl  «•] 

BzoBBDALK,  Earl  of  (Ciliainnaa  of  Com- 
mittaee) 
Burial  AcU  OoBMlidatiea,  Bayort.  BiU  «kk- 

drewD.  164 
loeloanre  of  CaamoB*,  IB. Ml 
Metropolitaa  StioM  Imptuiwwl^  911.  Tl 
Parliament- Elaotloa  ef  Bip-aalatiw  Fan 
lor  SeoUand- Earitea  af  Mar.  Raa.  931 

i>„.  n«-  ,-pj I..I  n-  97S.  IS) 

llUhrn.  15U 
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Rkdicoto,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Wexford 

Post  OfBoe—Caroolin  PosI    Oflee,  Wexford. 

Priions  (SootlADd)^OathoIie  Prifooeri,  1661 
Bebd,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Pemhroks 

Nat/— H.M.S.  "  Inflexible,"  198, 199 
Natj— NataI  EdiMAtion— H.M.S.  ••Inflexible,'' 
Ret.  896,  897,  899,  901,  906 

Bagiftered  Writs  Execution  (Scotlaiid) 

BUI  {Ths  Lord  AdvocaU,  Mr,  8eer$Uiry  Cron) 

e.  Committee  •—BJ*.  July  4  [Bill  133] 

Committee  * ;  Report  J\dy  0 

Readd«*/M/y  10 
I.  RMtd  !••  {Lord  Prciideni)  July  19    (No.  144) 

ReedS**  JuiWlT 

Committee  •/u/v  30 

Report  ^jM^y  33 

RoAd  3»  • /tOy  34 

Bagiitratioii  of  Leaief  (Sootland)  Act 
a857)  Amendment  BiU 

iMr.  Montgomsri$,  Mr,  Muckintoth,  Sir  WiUimm 

CHminghmi^) 

c  Ordered :  roAd  V**  Juiy  11  [Bill  846] 

ReAd3«*/Wyl8 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  19 

Read3**/ti^30 
L  Read  !>•  {The  Lord  Gordon  of  Drumeam) 
Jttly  33  (No.  156) 

ReAd3**Jiffy36 

REPTOir,  Mr,  G.  W.  J.,  Warwiek 
FrAoee — pAuports,  1178 

Beserroirs  Bill 

(Th€  £arl  of  Jersey) 

l.  RoAd  3* •  June  96  (No.  103) 

Committee  *  July  5 
Report*  July  6 
ReAd3**7Mly9 

BioHMoirD  AKD  QowDOv,  Duko  of  (Lord 
President  of  the  Oounoil) 
BoriAl  AoU  ConiolidAtioo,  Minieterlal  StAte- 

meot,  67 ;  lUport,  BiU  withdrAwn,  185 
ConUgioos    Dieemsei  (AoimAls)  Aet,  1869— 

Imported  CAttle,  1633 
Eodoired  Schools  Aete,  Motion  for  An  Addreet. 

964 
Geme  Lewt  (SootUod)  AmendmeDt,  Report, 

cl,  3, 149,  150;  eL  7.  151,  154  :  3R.  483 
Imbeeile,  LiuAtic,  And  other  Afflicted  ClAioee 

(IrelAod),  3R.  Bill  withdrAwn,  794 
Natj— ILM.S.  "  Inflexible,"  1040 
New  Foreet,  9R.  794 

OrdnAnee  Sanrej— Reduction  of  StaiT,  1367 
Poor  Law— The  BoArding^ot  System,  809 
Preeognition   (SootUnd)-- Sadden   And    Sns- 

pioloos  DeAths,  Motion  for  Returns,  1316 
Pritons,  Comm.  el.  14,  871.  873 
Prisons  BiU— LonAtio  Aejlums,  1845 


RiTOHiB,  Mr.  0.  T.,  Towor  Hamlets 
Army    Estimstet— MiUtiA    Paj  And    AUow- 

Anoes.  643 
RossiA  And  Tarkey— Rassian  Atrocities,  1175 
Supreme  Court  of  Judioeture  (IreUnd),  Consid. 

culd,  d,  1639 
Turkej— Bosnis — DespAtoh  of  Consul  Holmes, 

1033 


Boadfl  and  Bridges  (Scotland)  Bill 

{The  Lord  AdvootUe,  Mr.  Secretary  Crou) 

e,  ObserfAtioBS,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  June  33, 
155 
Committee*:  Report /une  33  [BiUs 65-314] 
Questioos,  Sir  Robert  Anstrutber,  Sir  Wind- 
ham  Anstrutber  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 
July  11,  1139;  i^estion,  Mr.  M'Uren  ; 
Answer.  Mr.  Orr  Ewiog  Jtdy  19,  1525  ; 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins;  Answer,  Sir 
WindhAm  Anstrutber  July  34,  1740 


Boadfl  and  Bridges  (Scotland)  (No.  3)  Bill 

(Sir  JBdward  CoMrooke,  Sir  Windham  Anstru^ 

ther,  Colonel  Mure) 
e,  BiU  withdrAwn  •  July  35  [BUI  73] 

BoDWBLL,   Mr.  B.  B.   H.,    Camhndffe- 
•hire 
Dirine  Worship  FacUities,  3R.  779 
Dublin  CentrAl  TrAmwajs,  Consid.  1654 
IntoxicAtiuf  Liquors  (Lioensinf  Boerds),  2R. 
Ameodt.  1473 

EoBBUOK,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Sheffield 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  SundAy  (Ire- 
lAud),  Re-oomm.  355 

BossBSBY,  Earl  of 

OAme  Laws  (ScotlAud)  Amendment,  Report, 
el,  3,  148,  149,  150 ;  d,  7,  151.  153  ;  Pro- 
▼iso,  153.  154 :  3R.  Amendt.  480,  481,  483 

MArried  Women's  Property  (Sootland),  3R. 
1736 

Royal  Dublin  Society  {No.  2)  BiO 
€,  MoTWl,  ««ThAt  the  BUI  benow  roAd  3«"  July  9, 
966 
Amendt.  to  leare  out.  "  now,"  And  add  "  upon 
this  day  three  months  "  (iTr.  0* Shaugkneeiy)  ; 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Maiu    QuestioA    put.   And   Agreed    to  ;    BiU 
roAd  3« 

Bojal  Iriflh  Conatabnlary  Bill 

{Sir  Michael  ffieke^Beaeh,  Mr,  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland) 

e.  RoAd  1*  •  June  19  [BUI  303] 

Read3«*/mw31 

Committee*;  Report /ww 33 

Read3»*/Mi«35 
L  RaaA\^*(TheLordFretident)Junen 

Read3**/Hfy3  (No.  130) 

Committee  •  :  Report  Jidy  3 

Read  3**/m^5 

R^^al  Assent  Viify  19   [40  *  41  Viet.  o.  30] 
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KnssELL,  Sir  C,   Westminster 
South  Afrioa,  Conaid.  Preamble,  1813 


jRussia — See  title  Turkey 


(INDEX)  SAL  SAL 

335. 

Sale   of  Food  and  Brngt  Act   (187J 
Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.  I$aac,  Mr.  Athhmy,  Mr.  Eir»ehdr) 

e.  Ordered  *  July  23 

Read  l^"*  July  95  [KU  964] 


Eylakds,  Mr.  P.,  Burnley 

Broadmoor  Criminal  LuDatic  Asjlom,  Report 

of  the  Committee,  1002 
CitU   Service  Estimates — Education  Votes — 

Departmental  Statement,  Ao.  1049 
Gibraltar— Trade  Regulations,  1564»  1740 
Metropolis  —  New    Lodge   in    Hyde    Park, 

1524 
f)av7_NaTal  Edacation— H.M.S.  *'  Inflexible/' 

Res.  903,  912 
Navy   Estimates — Coast   Guard   Senrices  and 

Royal  Naval  Reserres,  Ac.  920 
Peru— PeruvUn  Loans  of  1870-1872, 1391 
Prisons,  SR.  Amendt.  4,  31 
Stationery  OflSce,  Controller  of  the— Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,  Rescinding  of 
Res.  1688 
Supply — Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum, 
1367 
Convict  Establishments  In  England    and 

the  Colonies,  1366 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  Amendt. 

1404, 1407 
Land  Registry  Oflloe,  1361 
Learned  Societies  and  Scientific  Investiga- 
tion, 1397 
Superannuations  and  Retired  Allowances, 
1420 
Supreme  Coart  of  Judicature  ( Ireland),  Coosid. 

el.  74.  1572 
Turkey — Bosnia  and  Henegovina,  1663 
British  Ambassador  at  the  Porte,  86 
Votes  on  Account,  463,  467 

St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J.,  Cornwall^  W, 
Army  Estimates — Militia  Pay  and  Allowances, 

641 
Army — Auxiliary  Forces — Teomanry  Uniibrros, 

1851 

Saint  Catherine's  Harbonr,  Jersey,  Bill 

(Mr.  William  Hmry  Smith,  Mr.  Secretary  Crou) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  July  16  [BiU  251] 

Read2«*  July  19 

Committee  *  :  Report  July  20 

Read  3«  •  7i«/y  23 
L  Read  1*  •  ( Jf.  0/  Saltshury)  July  24    (No.  158) 

Saint  Stephen's  Oreen  (Dublin)  Bill 

(Sir  Miehoil  Hicks-Beoth,  Mr.  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland) 

c.  Report  of  Select  Comm.*  June  25 

Committee  *  (on  re-«omm.) ;  Report  June  28 

Considered  •  June  29  [BiU  216] 

Read  8<^  *  July  4 
/.  Read  l^^  {The  Lord  President)  July  5 

Read2>*/«/y  13  (No.  134) 

Committee*;  Report  July  17 

Readd»*/M/y  19 

Royal  Assent  July  23  [40  A  41  Vict.  c.  134] 


Sale  of  Intoxicating 

Bill  (Mr.  Chmrlee 

Mr.  M" Arthur,  Mr.  (hhorm 
Jamee) 
c.  BiU  withdrawn*  July  18 


on  SndBj 

Mr.  SirUp. 

Mr. 


[BUI  83] 


Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqaors  on  Siindjij 
(Ireland)  Bill    (Mr.  siehard  Smytk,  n, 

(y  Conor  Don,  Mr.  Charlee  Leune,  Mr.  J  a 
Corry,  Mr.    William  Johnetom,   Mr. 
Mr.  Diekton,  Mr.  Redmond) 

e.  Report  of  Select  Coinm.  brought  op  /mw  SO, 
66 

Report  of  Select  Oomm.*  Juate  29  [No.  SSSl 

Committee  (<mre-ewRM.)7«j««  27, 322  [BUI  lio] 

Moved, "  That  the  first  six  Orders  of  the  Dsy  b« 
postponed  till  after  the  Order  ibr  Cooraut- 
tee  on  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Lioaors  om 
Sunday  (Ireland)  (re-<!onmHted)  Btll'*(Jfr. 
Chancellor  0/  the  Exchequer);  after  sbort 
debate,  Question  put ;  A.  99,  N.  23  ;  M.  7€ 
(D.  L.  196) 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  '<  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,**  390 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,**  a»d  aiM 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  not  ex- 
pedient that  the  prorisioos  of  this  BUI  abovM 
be  extended  to  the  whole  of  Ireland  **  {Mr. 
Murphy)  V. ;  Question  proposed,  **  That  thm 
words,  Ae. ; "  after  long  debate,  M«tv^ 
*<  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  '*  {Mr. 
M'Carthy  Dooming) ;  Question  pat ;  A,  37, 
N.  256  ;  M.  219  (D.  L.  197) 

It  being  after  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Stx 
of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjoonied 

Debate  resumed  July  3. 689 ;  after  k»g  debate, 
it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seves  of  tW 
clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned 

Question,  Mr.  Charles  Lewis;  Anewvr,  TW 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  5,  833  ; 
Question.  Mr.  Richard  Smyth :  Asawer,  Thm 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Jvdy  12.  1182  ; 
Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjovn  ' 
(Mr.  Sullivan);  after  debate,  QuttJoa  p«t, 
and  negatired 


Salisburt,  Marquess  of  (Secretary  of 
State  for  India) 
India  (Coolie  Emigration),  Motion  far  Pkpmw 

1558 
India — Estate  of  General  Sombre,  81 
Inland  Navigation  (Ireland),  MoCioo  kr  s 

turn,  590 

Kirwee  Booty,  Motion  for  a  Paper,  1554 
Universities  of  Ozfocd  and  Cambridfe,  9R.  $U* 

678,  690;  Kmoowl  eL  15.  1949:  eL  16. 

1264,  t$U;  sM,  4i  UM :  KtpmU  W.  18, 

Amendt.  l«t 
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Samttda,  Mr.  J.  D'A.,  Tow0r  ffaniUU 
Navy— Naval  Education— B.M.S.  ••InflezibU,'' 
Ret.  902,  Oil 

Saxttblsoit,  Mr.  B.,  Banbury 
Civil  Service  Estiniatei — Eduoaiion  Votee — 

DepartmeDtal  Statement,  Ac.  1051 
Locomotives  on  Common  Roade,  2R.  60 
Training  Colleges,  Res.  1053 

Samuelson,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Frtme 
Armj — School  of  Military  Engineering  at  Chat- 
bam,  U  75 
Troops  for  Foreign  Service,  1860 
Post  OfBoe— Postal  Messengers  and    Letter 

Carriers,  1733 
Torkej— Outrages  in  Armenia,  1664 

Sakbebson,  Mr.  T.  K.,   Wakefield 
Trades'  Unions— Sooth  Torkshire  Miners'  As- 
sedation,  813 

Sakdok,  Bight   Hon.    Yifioount   (Vice 

President  of  Committee  of  Oounoil 

on  Education),  Liverpool 

Cattle  PUgne— Spread  of  the  Disease,  1339 

Charity  Commissioners^  Betton's  Charity,  1853 

Civil  Service   Estimates — Education   Votee — 

DepartmenUl  Statement,  3ec.  1047,  1058 
Colorado  Beetle,  410 

Education  Depsrtment — Conference  on  Domec- 
tic  Economy,  Birmingham,  1043 
The  Confessional,  259 
Education  —  Endowed    Schools  —  Tonhridge 

School,  1658 
Elementary  Education  Act — School  District  in 

Llocolnsbire,  410 
Elementary  Education,  Expenditure  on,  1075 
Endowed  Schools— SUmfordham  School,  1177 
Science  and  Art  Department — Provincial  Scien- 

tiflc«  and  Industrial  Museums,  1351,  1352 
Supply— Public  Education,  EngUnd  and  Wales, 
1079 
Public  Education,  Scotland,  1204, 1221 
Training  Colleges,  Res.  1055 
United  Sutet— PhiUdelphia  Exhibition,  Report, 
1181 

Sakdvioh,  Earl  of 

Prisons  Bill— Lunatic  Asylums,  1845, 1846 

Science  and  Art  Department 

Saii(mal  OalUry  —  David  Rcberte,  HA., 
Qnestioo,  Mr.  Collins  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  Jmiv  2,  592 

Prcvincial  Scientifie,  and  InOHitrial  MuHtmi, 
Observations,  Mr.  ChamberUln  ;  Reply, 
Viscount  Sandon  ;  short  debate  thereon 
July  16,  1348 

SoLATXR-BooTH,  Bight  Hon.  O.  (Presi- 
dent  of  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board),  Rawkpehire^  N, 

Elementary  Schools — Case  of  John  Jenny, 
1862 

Uighwajrt,  190 

[com. 


SoLATBB-BooTB,  Right  Hou.  G.— conl. 

Local  Government  Board — Engineer  Inspec- 
tors, 484 
Local  Taxation— Highway  sand  Turnpikes,  1520 
Locomotives  on  Common  Roads,  2R.  52 
Metropolis  Water  Act,  1871— Southwark  and 

Vauxhall  Water  Supply,  1320 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Session,  1534 
Public  Health  Act— Parish  of  Ash,  596 
Public  Health  (Metropolis),  817 
Public  Health— Small  Pox  (Metropolis),  1821 
Vaccination  Act— Penalties,  398 ;  Ree.  741 


SoOTLAND 

HiSOlLLAVBOUS   QUBSTIOHS 

Coal  Minee^Eome  Farm  CdUery,  Inundation 
of  the.  Question,  Mr.  Maodonald ;  Answer, 
Mr,  Assheton  Cross  July  19, 1524 

Oame  Lawt — Employment  of  ConstaUet,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  J.  w.  Barclay  :  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  July  16,  1318 

Herring  Fisheriee,  Question,  Sir  William 
Cuninghame ;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope 
July  5,  812 

Law  and  Jutiiee 

Prisone  —  Roman  Catholie  Prisonen  —  At 
Irvine,  Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer, 
The  Lord  Advocate  July  5.  821 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
July  23,  1661 ;— /n  Perth  Choi,  Question, 
Mr.  M'Ourthy  Downing ;  Answer,  Bir.  Asshe- 
ton Cross  /iJy  26, 1855 


Scotland — Illegitimate  Inteetatee  Eetatee 

Moved,  '*  That,  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
is  inexpedient  for  the  Treasury  to  depart, 
without  previous  notice,  from  the  immemorial 
custom  of  Scotland,  and  for  the  first  time  to 
appropriate  the  estate  of  an  intestate  bastard 
when  there  are  blood  relations  who,  if  he  had 
been  legitimate,  would  have  been  his  next  of 
kin  acoording  to  the  Law  of  Scotland"  (Ccto- 
ml  AUgander)  June  26,  279 :  alter  debate, 
QnesUon  put ;  A.  135,  N.  197 :  M.  62  (D.  L. 
195) 

Patermm'i  Eetate,  Question,  Mr.  Ernest  Noel ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
June  28,  407 


Scotkmd — Precognition — Sudden  and  Sue* 
picioui  Deathi 
Moved  for.  Returns  from  each  county  in  Scot- 
land  of  the  number  of  cases  of  sudden  death 
or  of  death  under  suspicious  or  unknown  cir- 
cumstances which  have  been  the  subject  of 
precognition  by  procurators  fiscal  in  each  of 
the  years  1875-76 ;  also  specifying  the  num- 
ber of  such  cases  as  have  afterwai^  been  the 
subject  of  criminal  trials"  iThe  Earl  of 
Minio)  July  16,  1316  ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  amended,  and  agreed  to 

SxxLT,  Mr.  0.,  Lincoln  City 

Parish  Churchyards,   Dissenting  Servicct  in, 
1650 
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Belborne,  Lord 

Married  Women's  Property  Aot  (1870)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  80 

PArliament — Election  of  RepretentatiTe  Peers 
for  ScotUind— Earldom  of  Mar,  Res.  953 

Prisons,  Comm.  cL  14,  872 


Selkibx,  Earl  of 
Game  Laws  (Scotland)   Amendment,   Report, 
el,  3,  Amendt.  149  ;  el,  7,  Amendt.  151, 152, 
103  ;  dR.  Amendt.  480,  483 


Selwin-Ibbbtson,  Sir  H.  J.  (Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment), Essex,  W, 

Army  Estimates — Reserfe  Force  Pay,  dec.  662 
Convict  Prisons — Discipline  and  Management, 

Address  for  a  Royal  Commission,  1277 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licensing  Boards),  2R. 

1476 
Supply— Metropolitan  Police,  1362 

Police,  Counties  and  Boroughs  (Great  Bri- 
tain), 1364 


Settled  Estates  BiU 

(The  Lard  Winmarleigh) 
I.  Royal  Assent  June  28   [40  &  41  Vict,  o.  18] 


Sbvernb,  Mr.  J.,  Shropshire 

Local    Taxation — Highways    and    Turnpikes, 
1520 


Shaftesbxirt,  Earl  of 

Artisans  and  Labourers  Dwellings  Act — Demo- 
iitions  in  Fetter  Lane,  1039 


Shaw,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co. 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland),  2R.   Amendt. 

1435 
Supreme     Court    of    Judicature     (Ireland), 

Consid.  36.  158,  159,  160;  el,  4,  Amendt. 

165 :  el,   51,  1538 ;  el,  58,   1541 ;  el.   70, 

1545  ;  d.  74, 1576 ;  add,  el,  1637 


Sheriff  Courts  (Scotlaiid)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Advocate,  Sir  Henry  Behoin^Ibbeteon) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  June  21  [Bill  209] 

Read2<**/ti/y9 


Sheblooe,  Mr.  Serjeant  D.,  King*s  Co. 
Christ's  Hospital— Suicide  of  a  Scholar,  1172, 

1173 
County  OflSbers   and    Courts   (Ireland),  2R. 

171 
Estimates,  The,  1876-7— Writ  and  Sesl  Office 

(Ireland),  Res.  1030 
Supply—Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1281 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 

d.  6,  Amendt.  262,  263 ;  <^.  10,  274  ;  d.  58, 

1540 ;  d,  64,  1543  ;  c/.  70,  ib. 


Shtttb,  Major-GFeneral  0.  0.,  BrighUn 

Army — Mounted  Riflemen,  604 
Army — First  Class  Reserfes,  Res.  236 
Army  Estimates — Pro? isions.  Forage,  and  other 
Serfices,  833 
Supply,  Mano&oture,  Ac.  of  Warlike   and 
other  Stores,  835 
Roberts  Court  Biartial,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

929 
Russia— Hon.  Colonel  Wellesley— Military  At- 
tache, 1031, 1032 

Sidebottom,  Mr.  T.  H.,  SUtUyhrid^^ 
India  Tariff— Import  Duties  on  Cotton  Manu- 
fiustures.  Res.  1108 

Simon,  Mr.  Serjeant  J.,  Dewshury 

Army — Medals — Malay  Campaign,  1854 
Illegitimate  IntesUtes  Estates  (Scotland),  Bee. 

285 
Prisons,  3R.  25 
Roumania— Treatment  of  the  Jews,  402 


8lw>e  Trade 
Africa  {East  Coast)— LUtercOed  Slaves,  Qaes- 

tion,  Sir  Robert  Anstruther ;   Answer,  Mr. 

Bourke  July  19, 1518 
Red  Sea,  Question,  Bffr.  Anderson ;   Answer. 

Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton  June  21,  88 ;   Question, 

Mr.    Anderson  ;     Answer,    The    Attorney 

General  June  25, 199 

Smith,  Mr.  W.  H.  (Secretary  to  the 

Treasury),  Westminster 
British  Museum — Salaries,  486 
Civil  Service  Competition,  598 
Civil  Service  Estimates — Education  Votes— 

Departmental  Statement,  Ac.  1 049 
Customs  Department — Re-organization,  89 
Estimates,  The,  1876-7— Writ  and  Seal  Office 

(Ireland),  Res.  1026 
Forest  of  Dean— Sale  of  Lands,  402,  970 
Illegitimate  Intestates  Estates  (Scotland),  Res. 

285 
Inland  Revenue— Stamp  Office  at  Monuban, 

1854 
Local  Finance — Scotch,  Welsh,  «nd  Colonial 

Loans,  1323 
Metropolis — New  Lodge  in  Hyde  Park,  1524 
New  Forest,  193 

Order — Committee  of  Supply,  Res.  204 
Public  Works  Loans  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  2, 

144;  cl,S,  145 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  1129 
Stationery  Office,  Controller  of  the^^Appoint- 
ment  of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigott,  Rescinding  of 
Res.  1710 
Supply — Admiralty  Registrar  and  Marshal  of 
Probate,  Ao,  of  the  High  Court  of  Jus- 
tice, 1293 

Customs  Department,  1422 

Land  Registry  Office,  1359 

Law  Charges,  1286 

Learned  Societies  and  Scientific  Investiga- 
tion, 1397,  1399, 1402 

Miscellaneous  Expenses,  1421 

Miscellaneous  Legal  Charges,  Ireland,  1383 

Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1281,  1285 

Register  House  Departments,  1374 
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Sinn,  Mr.  W.  B^-'^^aiU, 

Report,  1549 

Sues  Canal  (British  Dirmstors),  1418 

Superanniiation  and    Retired  Allowmnoea, 

1420 
Wreck  CommiMioner,  Office  of»  1203 
Townlandfl  and  Towns  (Ireland) — Alphabetical 
Index,  816 

Smollbtt,  Mr.  P.  B.,  Cambridg$ 

County  Franchise  and  Re-distribution  of  Seats, 

Res.  608 
East  India  Irrigation  Company,  1867 
India— East  India  Loan,  Financial  Statemenl^ 
Comm.  130 

SiiYTH,  Mr.  P.  J.,   We^tmeatk  Co. 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland),  2R.  1408 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Re-comm.  870 

Bmyth,  Mr.  £.,  Londonderry  Co, 
Customs  Department — He-organisation,  89 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland),  2R.  1466 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland),  Res.  1730 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Re-comm.  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress, 830.  689,  690,  1182, 1196 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  ( Ireland),  Consid. 
el.  18,  866  ;  add.  cl.  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  1680,  1638,  1646, 1648 

SoLicfiTOB   Oevebal,  The  (Sir   H.    S. 

OifPard),  LauneesUm 
East    India — Mr.  Fuller   and    Mr.    Leeds— 

Independence  of  Judges  of  the  High  Courts, 

Res.  438 
Illegitimate  Intestates  Estates  (Scotland),  Res. 

293 

Solicitors  Examination,  ftc.  Bill  [hj.] 

{Mr.  Oregory) 

€.  Committee*— B.F.  June  26  [Bill  190] 

Committee— B.F.  JMly&,  866 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  12 

Read  d^  *  Jvly  13 
I.  Royal  Assent  Jvly  23    [40  h  41  Vitt.  c.  26] 

Solway  Salmon  Fiaherios  Bill 

{The  Lord  AdvoeaUf  Mr.  Secretary  Crote) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Jtdy  16  [Bill  260] 

Read  2^  •  July  19 
Committee*;  Report  Jii/y 24 
Read  8«  •  July  26 

Somerset,  Buke  of 

NaTy— H.M.S.  «  Inflexihle,"  1040 
New  Forest,  2R.  Amendt.  800,  809;  Comm. 
1041 


South  Africa 
ConfederatUm  —  The    Treamfaal    Terriiory, 
Questions,  Mr.  A.  Mills ;   Answers,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther  July  12, 1170  ;  Jtd^  19, 1627 


South  Aflrica  Bffl  [h.l.] 

{Mr.  J.  Lowther) 

6.  Moved,  "That   the   Bill   he  now  read  2«" 
July  9,  974 

Amendt.  to  lea?e  out  '*  now,"  and  add  **  apon 
this  day  three  months  '*  {Mr.  Courtney) ; 
after  debate,  Question  put,  "That  'now' 
Ac. ;  "  A.  81,  N.  19  ;  M.  62  (D.  L.  226) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill 
read  2»  [Bill  196] 

Notice,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins  ;  Questions,  Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster,  Mr.  Munts  ;  Answers,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Eicbequer  July  10,  1046 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Mored,  "That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leafc  the  Chair" 
July  24, 1743 

Amendt.  to  leare  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"no  measure  establishing  a  self-goTcming 
Federation  for  South  Africa  will  be  satisfac- 
tory, unless  direct  provision  is  made  for  a 
settlement  of  the  relations  of  the  white  and 
black  races "  {Sir  George  Campbell)  v. ; 
after  long  debate.  Question  put,  *'  That  the 
words,  Ac. ;  "  A.  221,  N.  22  ;  M.  199  (D.  L. 
249) 

Main  Question  put ;  A.  229,  N.  6 ;  M.  224 
(D.  L.  260) 

Committee — r.p. 

Mored,  "That;the  Preamble  be  postponed" 
July  26, 1797 

Mored, "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro* 
gross,  and  ask  leare  to  sit  again"  {Mr» 
CDonneU)  ;  Debate  arising  ;  after  angry 
discussion,  it  was  moved,  "  That  Mr.  Pamell, 
baring  wilfully  and  persistently  obstructed 
Public  Business,  is  guilty  [of  a  contempt  of 
this  House ;  *'  Debate  arising  ;  Debate  ad- 
journed till  Friday 

Preamble  postponed  ;  after  short  time  spent 
therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow 

Southern  Pacific — The  Samoa  IsUtndi 
Question,  Mr.  Baxter;  Answer,  Mr.  Boarko 
/u/y  12, 1168 

Speaker,  The  (Eight  Hon.  H.  B.  W 

BRAin>),  Cambridgeshire 
Ciril  Serrice  Estimates — Education  Votes 

Departmental  Statement,  ^.  1048,  1049 
Conrict  Prisons — Discipline  and  Management, 

Address  for  a  Royal  Commission,  1273 
Criminal  Law — Pardon  of  the  Fenian  Coo- 

ricts,  Res.  1696, 1697, 1626 
Dirioe  Worship  Facilities,' 2R.  773 
England  and  Russia,  1796 
Estimates,  The,  1876-7— Writ  and  Seal  Offlce 

(Ireland),  Res.  1026 
Game    Laws    (Scotland)   Amendment,    Lords 

Ajnendts.  Consid.  1241 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland), 2R.  1429, 1430 
landlord  and    Tenant  (Ireland)  Act   (1870) 

Amendment,  66 
Mediterranean  Fleet— Besika  Bay,  914 
Nary— Naral  Education— H.M.S.  "  Inflexible," 

Res.  901,  904 
Parliament — Miseellaneous  Questions 
Cost  of  Printed  Returns,  1738 
Metropolitan    Commons,  Lords'  Amendts. 
1742 
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SPBAism,  The — eont,  | 

PriTilege — CirooUn  to  Members,  1513 ; — 

Praotioe  of  this  House,  829 ;— Refleo- 

tions  on  this  House,  Notice,  684,  824, 

827,  828  :  EzpUoatioD,  890 

Publio  Business,  689 

ParliameDt —  Business    of   the    House,    Res. 

1673,  1680,  1681, 1682,  1683,  1686,  1687 
Parliament  —  Order~  Committee    of   Supplj, 

Res.  203.  205,261 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  1526 
Roberts  Oourt  Martial,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

935 
Russia —  Hon.    Colonel    Wellesley,    Military 

Attach^,  1032 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundaj  (Ire- 
land), Report,  66  ;  Re-comm.  823,  372,  373, 
382,690,1192,  1194,  1195 
South  Afnoa,  2R.  1001  ;  Comm.  1770, 1771  ; 
Consid.  Preamble,  1810,  1811,  1812,  1813, 
1814,1826 
Stationery  OflBoe,  Controller  of  the— Appoint- 
ment   of  Mr.  T.   D.    Pigutt,  Res.  1571  ;— 
Rescinding  of  Res.  1697, 1703 


Spinks,  Mr.  Serjeant  F.  L.,  Oldham 

Countj  Franchise  and  Re-distribution  of  Seats, 

Res.  539 
Supply — Paris  International  Exhibition,  1402 


Staopoole,  Captain  W.,  JEnnts 

Army — {Regimental    Majors   and    Lieutenant 

Colonels,  1177 
Boards  of  Guardians,  Ac.  (Ireland),  1521 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland),  2R,  1454 
Roberts  Court  Martial,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

946 


Staib,  Earl  of 

Game  Laws  (Scotland)  Amendment,  Report, 
el.  6,  Amendt.  153,  154 


Stanhope,  Hon.  E.,  Lincolmhire,  Mid 

County  Franchise  and  Re-distribution  of  Seats, 

Res.  549 
Fisheries  (Oysters,  Crabs,  and  Lobsters),  821 
Mercantile    Marine  —  Holyhead    Harbour  — > 

Wreck  of  the  Steamship  **  Edith,"  1665 
Scotch  Herring  Fisheries,  812 
Supply — Report,  1548 

Wreck  Conunissioner,  Oflloe  of,  1294, 1358, 
1359 


STA27LET  OF  AlDERLEY,   Lord 

Imbecile,  Lunatic,  and  other  AiBicted  Clsisss 

(IreUnd),  2R.  Bill  withdrawn,  793 
Married  Women's  Pn^erty  Act  (1870)  AoMnd- 

ment,  2R.  80 
Russia  and  the  Porte— Circular  Despatch  of 

the  Ottoman  Gofemroent,  Motion  for  Papers, 

1506 
Russia  and  Turkey— The  War— Excesses  by 

the  Russian  Army,  477 


FAHLET,  Hon.  Captain  F.  A.  (Fmiirial 

Secretary  for  War)  Laincm9kir0,  N. 
Army—Numerical  Titles  of  Line  RnpmiBts, 

252 
Army  Estimates— Militia  Pay  and  AllowmDces, 

636 


SxAirsFELD,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  HaUfi 
County  Franchise  and  Roniistribatioii  of 
Res.  519 


SiaUimery  Ofiee,  CimtroUmr  of 
pointment  of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pi^ 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  JtUf  16, 
To  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  **  hmmg 
regard  to  the  reeommendatioos  and*  in 
1874  by  the  Select  Commitcee  oo  Pi^fie 
Departments  (Purchases,  dMs.),  this  Hooee  is 
of  opinion  that  the  recent  appointmeot  of 
Controller  of  Her  Majesty's  Stationery  Oflbe 
is  calculated  to  diminish  the  usefblneai  aad 
influence  of  Select  Committees  of  this  Hmhsi, 
and  to  discourage  the  interest  and  seftl  ef 
officials  employed  in  the  Public  Departmeats 
of  the  Sute"  (Mr.  John  Bolmt)  v..  139t : 
aaer  debate,  Question  put,  ^  That  the  wor^ 
Ae. ;"  A.  152.  N.  156 ;  M  4  (D.  L.  S33) 

Words  added ;  main  Question,  as  amendad,  p«t, 
and  agreed  to 

Personal  Statement,  The  Earl  of  BeneoBsAeld : 
Obsenrations,  Earl  Granrille ;  short  debsf 
thereon  Jtdy  19.  1477 

RuolMtUm  of  \M  July,  ObeervmtioBS,  TW 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  short  dshata 
thereon  Juiy  20, 1564 

Orders  of  the  Day  postponed  ;  Resolntion  [1 6tfc 
July]  read 

Moved,  *'  That  this  House,  whUe  moat  snsiw 
to  maintain  the  usefulness  and  inflneneeef 
its  Select  Committees,  and  to  eneonragv  the 
interest  and  seal  of  officials  employed  in  the 
Public  Departments  of  the  State,  alter  kesf^ 
ing  the  fbrther  ezplanatioos  ooncerniny  the 
recent  appointment  of  the  CootroQcr  of  Her 
Majesty's  Stationery  Office,  withdraws  tks 
oensure  conTeyed  in  the  said  RasolattoB** 
(Sir  Waher,  B.  BartUlot^  1690  ;  after  kiif 
debate.  Question  pat,  and  agreed  to 


Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Wi$t^  Bo, 

Ajrmy  Estimates— Tolnnteer  Corps  Pay*  *e.  646 
Church     Rates     Abolition     (SooCland),     2R. 

Amendt.  1430 
Colorado  Beetle,  410 
Game   Laws   (Scotland)    Amsndmsnt, 

Amendts.  Consid.  1941 
LooomotiTOs  on  Common  Roads,  2R.  55 
Snpply^PnbUe  Education,  Sootland,  1918 

Stobeb,  Mr.  O.,  Nott%m§kam%kiro^  8. 
on  Cooaon  Bends.  2R.  M 


StrmiU  SoUknunU 

The  MaUtM  Pommmtm-^Ftpamt  tf  Ifa 
paign^  Question,  Sir  Cia\m    W.    Dilk*; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowthcr  M^  17»  1J8T 
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Swar  Convmtion  of  7ih  Mlareh 

4oMtioD,  Mr.  Thornhill ;  Aniwer,  Mr.  Bourke 
June  26,  201 


SuLUYAK,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Louth  Co, 

Highways,  196 

Intoiicmting    Liquors    (IreUnd),    3R.    1426, 

1427, 1428,  1430,  1483,  1447, 1462, 1468 
Mftgittraoj  (IreUnd)— Mr.  Aoketell,  92,  1046 
Sale  of  IntozicatiDg  Liqoort  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Re-comm.  372,  373,  708  ;  Motion  for 
A<Uoumment,  1182 
South  Africa,  Consid.  Preamble,  1817 
Supply—Public  Education,  Ireland,  1231 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Coniid. 
163  ;  d,  8,  268 


Superannuation  Aet  A$nsndment  Act,  1873 
— Departmental  Circulan 
Resolution  {Mr,  Boord)  June  22, 176 

[House  counted  out] 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  2,  To 
leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add  "  it  is  unjust 
that  Departmental  Circulars  should  be  issued 
in  such  a  form,  or  so  interpreted  as  practi- 
cally to  repeal  or  modify  the  operation  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament ;  and  that  it  is  ezperient 
that  those  persons  who  have  been  debarred 
from  participation  in  the  benefits  of  'The 
Superannuation  Act  Amendment  Act,  1873,' 
by  the  War  Office  Circulars  dated  the  29th 
August  and  the  17th  Deoember  1861,  and 
numbered  709  and  729  respectively,  should 
be  restored  to  the  position  they  would  have 
occupied  had  such  circulars  never  been 
issued"  (Mr.  Boord)  v.,  618;  after  short 
debate,  (Question,  "That  the  words,  Ae." 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Snpenumoation  (Mercantile  Marine  Fund 
Officers)  Bill 

{Mr.  RaiktM,  Mr,    WiUimn   Henry  Smith,   Sir 
Charles  Adderley) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  Jum  25 

Resolution  reported,  and  agrsed  to;   Bill  or- 
dered *  Jnne  26 
Bead  1«  *  /lend  29  [Bill  324] 

SUPPLY 

HlSCSLLAVBOUl  QUBSTIOHS 

Civil  Service  EetimaUe — Th$  Education  VoUe 
— Departmental  Statement — Ruiee  and  Prac- 
tice of  the  Bouee,  Observations,  Viscount 
Sandon  ;  short  debate  thereon  J%Uy  10,  1047 

Votes  on  Aeeotmt^  Obeervations,  Mr.  Rylands ; 
short  debate  thereon  June  28,  463 


SUPPLY 

Considered  in  Committee  June  23,  934— Abmt 
fc'STiMATBs  —  Committee  b^.  —  Reeolntioo 
reported  June  26 

Considered  in  Committee  June  28,  470 — Civil 
Ssavici  EsmcATBs  Aim  Rivmub  DtPAnr- 
MMTs,  £1,327,910  ON  AcooURT— Resolution 
reporttd /mm  29 

1 1WM^# 


Supply— cont. 

Considered  in  Committee  July  2,  623— Abmt 
EsTDCATXS — After  very  long  debate  and  many 
Divisions  [House  counted  out  at  am,  7. 16] 

Considered  in  Committee  July  5,  830— Abmt 
EsTDUTKs— Armt  (Indun  Homx  Chabobs)^ 
Armt    Pdhchasb    Commission — Resolutions 
r2nd  and  6th  July]  reported  July  6,  921 
First  Seven  Resolutions  agreed  to 
Eighth  Resolution 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  £2,986.000,"  and  in- 
sert «' £2,986,686"  (Mr,  Boord)  v.;  aRer 
short     debate,      (Question      put,     '*  That 
•  £2,986.000,'  Ac. ; "  A.  146,  N.  69  ;  M.  87 
(D.  L.  229) 
Further  Proceeding  adjourned 
Further  Proceeding  resumed  July  9 
Eighth  Res.  agreed  to 
Res.  9  to  26  agreed  to 

Considered  in  Committee  July  6,  917 — Navt 
EsTiMATBS — Resolutions  reported  July  9 

Considered  in  Committee  J%Uy  10,  1079 — Civil 
Sbbvicb  Bstimatbs — Departmental  State- 
ment of  Viscount  Sandon  in  moving  Votb  1 
— Class  IV.  —  Education,  Scibncx,  and 
Abt  —  Committee  b.p.  —  Resolutions  re- 
ported July  11 

Considered  In  Committee  Ju/y  12, 1204 — Civil 
Sbbvicb  Estimatbs — Class  IV. — Education, 
ScntNCB,    AND    Abt — Class  II. —  Salabibs 

AND      EZPBNSBS   OF     PUBUO     DXPABTMBNTS— 

Resolutions  reported  July  16 

Considered  in  Committee  July  13,  1278 — Civn. 
Sbbvicb     Estimatss — Class    II. — Salabibs 

AND    EXPBNSBS    OP    PUBUO     DbPARTMBNTS — 

Class  III. — Law  and  Jostiob — Committee 
B.p.  —  Resolutions  reported  July  16 
Considered  in  Committee  July  16,  1368 — CrviL 
Sbbvicb  Estimatbb — Class  III. — Law  and 
JusTiCB— Resolutions  reported  July  19, 1648 
First  Resolution  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 

and  second  time 
Moved,  •*  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution  ;  "  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr. 
Pamell) ;  aOer  short  debate.  Question  pot ; 
A.  16,  N.  98  :  M.  82  (D.  L.  238) 
Question,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree  with 
the  Committee  in  the  said  ResoluUon  "  put, 
and  agreed  to ;  The  next   18  Resolntioni 
agreed  to 
Res.  16,  17,  26  postponed 
Res.  16, 18  to  26,  27  to  31  agreed  to 
Considered  in  Committee  July  17,  1392 — Civil 
Sbbvicb  Estimatbs— Class  IV. ^Education, 

SOIBNCB,     AND     AbT— ^ClaSS     V. — COLONUL, 
CONSULAB,  AND  OTBBB    FoBBlON    SbBVICBS— 

Class    VI.~Sopbbannoation   and   Rbtibbd 
Allow ANCBs  and  Gbatuitibs  por  Cbabitablb 

AND  OTBBB  PUBPOSBS— ClASS    VIL— MuOBL- 
LANBOUS,  SpBOUL,  AND  TbMPOBABT  ObJBCT»— 

Rbvbnitb  Dbpartmbnts— Committee— B.P. 

Resolutions  reported  July  18 

First  Twenty-seven  Resolutions  agreed  to 

Twenty-eighth  Resolution  postponed 

Subsequent  Resolution  agrettd  to 
Postponed   Resolution  to  be  considered  To- 
morrow 
Postponed  Resolution  (28.)  £12.969.  Tbmpo. 
BABT     CoMMMsioNS,    oonsldervd    aud,    atier 
•bort  debate,  agreed  to  July  19, 1648 
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Snprone  Court  of  Jndicatnro  (IrdMid) 

Bill  (iff-  SoUoitor  QmMToiJvr  IrtUmd, 

Sir  Michael  SUks^BMch) 

€,  Committoe  (on  re-eomm.) — ii.p.  June  19,  32 
Ck>mmittee  (tm  re-€omm.)—tt.T,  June  22, 100 
Oommittee  (on  r^-eomm.)— r.p.  Jmu  26,  262 
Commiitoe  (on  r^-oomm. )—b.p.  Juty  0,  864 
Committee  {ijin  r»-«0mm.)— b.p.  July  12, 1636 
Committee  (on  ro^<mm,) — ^r.p.  July  20,  1672 
Oommittee  {on  re-^omm.)  July  20, 1626  ;  Com- 
mittee report  no  Progrtn 
Oommittee  (on  tv-OMnm);    Report  July   21, 
1630  [BUlt  66-184-260] 

TAI4BOT,  Mr.  J.  G.,  JBjmt,  W. 
Army  Examiiiations,  86 

Tasmanian    Main    Line    Raikoay    Bill 

\_Lordi\ 
€.  Order  for  3R.  road  July  6,  812 ;  Bill  read  8° 

Tatlob,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Leie$Bter  Bo, 

Metropolis  Bnildingi  AeU— Height  of  Baild- 

iogi,  1856 
NaT7 — Misoellaneooi  QneitioDi 

£.M.S.  '*  Aleiandra,"  86 

H.M.S.  ••  Repulse,"  300 

Retired  NaTal  OfBoert,  818, 1178 
Prisons,  3R.  11 

Telegraphs  (Koney)  Bill 

(Mr,  Saikea,  Lord  John  Mmm&n^  Mr,  William 

Henry  Smith) 

€.  Considered  in  Committee  *  June  20 

Resolution  reported,  and  agreed  to ;   Bill  or* 
dered  ;  read   !<>  •  July  4  [BUI  227] 

Read2«*Ju/y  12 

Committee* ;  Report  July  16 

Considered  *  July  17 

Read  S<>  *  July  10 
I  Read  l^^  (The  Lord  President)  July  10 

Read  2«  •  July  24  (No.  ]  62) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  26 

Thames  River  (Prevention  of  Floods)  Bill 
€.  Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke ;  Answer,  Sir 
James  M*GareI-Ilogg  June  21,  01 ;    Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Gordon  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W. 
DUke  July  10,  1623 

Thobnhill,  Mr.  T.,  Suffolk,  W. 
Sugar  CouTention,  201 

Trade  Marks  BiU  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I.  Read  2«  *  June  20  (No.  106) 

Committee  *  July  2 

Report  *  July  3 

KetA  3^*  July  5 
c.  Read  l^  *  July  0  [Bill  242] 


TVades  Unions — South  Yorkshire 
Association 
Question,  Mr.  Sanderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshe- 
ton  Cross  JtUy  6, 813 


Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  10,  To 
lea?e  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  **  febe  EBglish 
Education  Code,  hj  requiring  that  all  stu- 
dents of  training  colleges  reoeiving  GoTom- 
ment  aid  must  reside  within  such  collages,  s 
condition  not  imposed  hj  the  Scotch  Gode^ 
and  bjr  withholding  from  graduates  of  univer- 
sities  the    encouragement   offered    bj  the 
Scotch  Code  to  enter  on  the  profesaiss  ei 
Elementary  Teachers,  tends  to  increaaitbe 
cost  of  the  erection  and  maintenance  of  that 
colleges,  and  to  diminish  the  number  of  dulj 
qualified    teachers"    (Mr,    Samueleou)  r, 
1063 ;  Question  proposed,  *<That  the  werdi. 
Ac.;"   after  short  debate.    Question  pH; 
A.  121,  N.  78 ;  M.  43  (D.  L.  220) 


Tramways  Bill  [hj..j 

(The  Lord  De  Roe) 

I  Presented;  read  1'*  JWm20 
Bill  withdrawn  •  July  6 


(No.  124) 


Tramways  Orders  Conflrmatloii  (Bartoa, 

ftc.)  Bill  [nx.]        (I7te  Lord  Elphinetone) 

(No.  61) 


[BiU  218] 


I,  Report* /iiiM  10 

Read3»*  Jim«21 
tf.Readl»*  /tme26 

Read2«*  Jimm20 

Committee*;  Report /wlyO 

Read3»*  Jic^ylO 
I,  Royal  Assent  July  23    [40  h  41  VieL  c  124] 

Treasury  Chest  Fond  Bill 

(Mr,   WiUiam  Henry  Smithy  Mr,  ChmeeOer  ef 

the  Exchequer) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  July  10  [BiU  2533 

Treaties  of  Paris,  1856 
Moved  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majestj  for  extracts  of  anj  correspon- 
dence which  has  taken  place  since  the  24th 
of  April  between  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment 
and  other  Powers  as  to  the  manner  of  ful- 
filling their  enfj^gements  under  the  Treaties 
of  Paris  of  1860  (Lord  Stratheden and  Camp-^ 
bell)  June  26, 170 ;  after  short  debaU«  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 

Tbbyslyak,  Mr.  O.  0.,  Mawiek,  ^e. 

Arm  J — Promotion  and  Retirement,  1M6, 1667  : 

—  Increase  of  Charges,  1861 
County  Franchise  and  Re-distribution  of  Seats, 

Res.  488 


TUSKBY 
The  Eastern  Queetion 

Austnan  Poliey — Protest  of  Count  Andrassy, 
Question,  Lord  Robert  Montagu;  Answer, 
Mr.  Bourke  June  28,  401 

Eueeia  and  England,  Question,  Obaarrationa, 
Mr.  Whalley  ;  Reply,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  26, 1706 

The  Britieh  Ambassador  at  the  PorU,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Ry lands;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
June  21, 86 

[cont. 
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AMmonrMl  InUrvitUioiHf  Qnattiont,  Mr.  Whal- 

toj  ;  Answtn,  The  Chanoellor  of  the  Exohe- 

qiMT  Mf  9,  9t2 :  July  10. 1044 
Tht  Smeg  Canals  Qoeition,  Mr.  Dillwyn  ;  An- 

tw0r.  Mr.  Boorke  Jwm  19, 4  ;  Question,  Mr. 

Oourl^  ;    Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Ezebeqner  J%me  25, 193 

Emgliik  Oecupatien  of  ComtafiHnopU,  Question, 
Mr.  Monk ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Jnljf  9,  908 

EmaHMk  OecupatUm  of  (MUpoU,  Question,  Mr. 
Oalliui :  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Julu  23,  1006 ; 
Question,  The  Marquess  of  Uartington  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Julf  23, 1008 

7%4  MmUierrwnean  Fleet,  Question,  Earl 
GranTiUe;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Derby 
JWjf  3,  003 ;  Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  3,  088 ;  Questions,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson, 
Mr.  Gourley;  Answers.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  July  0,  880;  Obserrations, 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Reply,  The  ChanceUor 
of  the  Exchequer  July  0,  914 

The  MedUemmean  Oarrismit  Question,  Earl 
OranTille;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Derby 
July  S3,  1032  ;  Question,  Mr.  Whalley  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  34, 1741 

The  Paper  $  amd  DeepaUhee 

Lard  Derhfi  Deepateh  of  May  0,  Questions, 
Mr.  Whalley ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Jme  20, 200 ;  July  6,  816 

The  War 

AUeged  Bueeiam  AtroeiHee,  Question,  Mr.  R. 
Power :  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  June  39,  483 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Ritchie,  Sir  George  Bowyer ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Bourke,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  12.  1176 ;  Question,  Mr.  R. 
Power ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  July  19,  1617 

Emee$9e$  by  the  Rueeum  Army,  Question,  Ob- 
serrations,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  :  Reply, 
The  Eari  of  Derby  Jmu  29,  477 

Aeia  MitumSir  Arnold  KewbaO,  Question, 
Mr.  Lainf ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  June  26, 
196 :  QnestioQ,  Mr.  Oallan ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  July  23, 1000 

Bon.  CoUma  WelleeUy,  MOUary  Attaehi  at 
Rueeian  Beadquarterit  Question.  Obserra- 
tions.  Lord  Doroheeter ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of 
Deri^  June  36,  177  ;  Question,  Lord  Francis 
Cooyngham  ;  Answer.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  2.  692 ;  Obsenrations,  Ge- 
neral Sbute  :  Reply,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy ; 
short  debate  thereon  July  9, 1031 

The  Sulina  Afouth  of  the  Danube,  Question, 
Mr.  Hanbury ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  July  19, 
1620 

TWHsA  BUekade  of  the  Blaek  Sea,  QoeeUons. 
Sir  Charles  W.  DUke :  Answers,  Mr.  Boorke 
July  10, 1334  i^Neutral  VeeeOtinthe Blaek 
Sea,  Qoections,  Mr.  Ooorley,  Sir  Charles 
W.  DUke;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  July  17, 
1388 

War  JnteUdyenee—The  Ameer  of  Kaehgar, 
Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  DUke ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Bourke  Jtdy  17,  1390 

YOL.  OCXXXV.  [THiw)aiRiE8.][<»«^ 


MuoxLLAVBOiTS  QuxsTioirs 

Alleged  Outrages  in  Armenia,  Question,  Blr. 

H.    B.    Samuelson ;   Answer,  Mr.    Bourke 

July  23.  1004 
Boema  and  Bergegovina,  Question,  Mr.  Ry- 

Unds ;  Answer.  Mr.  Bourke  July  23.  1603 
'    Bulgaria —  The  Protectorate  of  the  Czar,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  E.  Jenkins ;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke 

July  10, 1319  ;  July  24,  1743 
Release  of  Bulgarian  Prisoner s,  Questioo.  Mr. 

Baxter;  Answer.  Mr.  Boorke  July  12, 1171 
Roumania — Treatment  of  the  Jews,  Question, 

Mr.  Serjeant  Simon  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Bourke 

June  28,  402 


I\irkey — Circular  Deepateh  of  the  Ottoman 

Government 
Moved  that  an  humble  address  bb  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  for.  Copy  of  any  answer  from 
Her  Mi^iesty's  GoTemment  to  the  circular 
despatch  of  the  Ottoman  Government  to  its 
representatives  abroad,  dated  25th  January 
(Lord  Stratheden  and  Campbell)  July  19, 
1491 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Turikieh  Loan  (1S54) 
Moved,  '*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  honourable  obligations  contracted  in 
1864  by  the  alUed  Governments  of  England 
and  France  towards  the  Turkish  Bondholders 
of  that  year,  will  not  permit  a  lengthened 
acquiescence  of  the  Bntish  Government  in 
the  unsatisfactory  reply  received  from  the 
Ottoman  Porte"  (Jfr.  Russell  Qwmey) 
July  17, 1423  [House  counted  out] 

Turnpike  Acts  Continiiance  Bill 

{Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Selater-Booth) 

e.  Ordered  :  read  1**  June  20  [BiU  204] 

Read  2«*  July  4 

Union  Jnstices  (Ireland)  BiU 

{Mr.  (/Sullivan,  Captain    Nolan,  Mr.  Richard 
Power^  Mr.  C  Byrne) 

e.  Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2« " 
July  4,  762 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  *' now,"  and  add  ''noon 
this  day  three  months"  {Mr.  De  La  Foer 
Beresford)  ;  after  debate,  Question  put, 
"  That  *  now,'  ke. ; "  A.  36.  N.  178 ;  M.  142 
(D.  L.  217) 

Words  added ;  nuun  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  2R.  put  off  for  three 
months  [Bill  28] 


Union  of  Benefices  BiU 

( Jfr.  MilU,  Sir  ffarcourt  Johnstone) 
€.  BiU  withdrawn  •  July  24  [  Bill  96] 

Union  Bating  (Ireland)  BiU 

{Sir  JoMph  MKenna,  Mr.  Collins,  Mr.  O'Clery, 

Dr.  Ward) 

€.  Bill  withdrawn  •  June  19  [Bill  33] 
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United  SiaUi^Ths  Philadelphia  J^hibi- 

ii&n — 7%e  Repwrt 
QneBtion,  Sir  Henry  HaTelook ;  Answer  Vis- 
count Sandon  Jtdy  12,  1181 


Universitdes  of  Oxford  and  Camlnridge 

Bill     ( The  Marquen  of  Salitbwy) 

I  Read  1*»  June  19  (No.  114) 

Moved,    "That   the  Bill   be  now  read    2»" 

July  B,  663 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  all  after  ("  That,'*)  and 
insert  ("  that  legislation  with  reference  to  the 
Universities  will  be  premature  unless  pre- 
ceded by  an  inquiry  into  the  working  of  the 
changes  effected  as  to  the  state,  studies,  and 
discipline  of  those  Universities  by  the  legis- 
lation ofa854  and  1856"  {The  Lard  U<d- 
ehetUr) ;  after  short  debate,  on  Question,  Whe- 
ther the  words,  Ae, ;  resolved  in  the  affir- 
mative ;  original  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill 
read2» 
Committee*;  Report /uiy  6  (No.  138) 

Committee  (anre-comm,)July  13,  1242 

(No.  146) 
Report  July  17,  1384  (No.  151) 

Read  3",  after  short  debate  July  19, 1490 


UnlTersily  Education  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Butt,  The  0*  Conor  Don,  Mr,  Mitchell  Menry, 
Mr.  MaeCarthy,  Mr,  8uUiv€m) 

e.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2° " 
July  26, 1863 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  three  months "  {Mr.  David  Plun- 
kei) ;  Question  proposed, "  That  *•  now,'  Ac. ;" 
after  long  debate,  Question  put  ;  A.  55  ; 
N.  20Q ;  M.  145  (D.  L.  253) 

Words  added ;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  2R.  put  off  for  three 
months  [Bill  66] 


Vaccination  Act 

Pejudties,  Question,  Mr.  Greene ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Sclater-Booth  June  28,  397 

Progeeutions — Case  of  Joseph  Abel,  Question, 
Mr.  Hopwood  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
June  25,  194 ;  Question,  Mr.  Pennington  : 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  June  29,  405 


Vaccination 

Moved, "  That  it  is  expedient  that  an  inquiry 
should  be  instituted  into  the  practice  of  vac- 
cination, for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whe- 
ther it  cannot  be  conducted  in  a  more  satis- 
factory manner  than  it  is  at  present "  {Earl 
Percy)  July  8,  732 

Amendt.  to  add,  at  the  end  of  Question,  *'  and 
whether  the  Law  relating  to  the  accumula- 
tion or  repetition  of  penalties  for  the  same 
offence  does  not  require  amendment "  {Mr, 
Peaee) ;  Question  proposed,  '*  That  those 
words,  Ac.;"  after  short  debate,  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put ;  A.  56, 
N.  106;  M.  50(D.  L.  216) 


Valuation  of  Land  and  HerdditaflftentB 

BiU      {^r.  Rmntmf,  Sir  Orahem  Momt^ 
ffomery,  Mr,   Baxter,    Mr,   RodweU^    Mr» 
Joseph  Cowen^  Mr,  Maitkmd) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l"*  •  JtUy  18  [BiU  256] 

Valnation  of  Property  Bill 

{Mr,  Sclater-Booth,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Sxehe-- 

quer,  Mr,  SaU) 

c.  BiU  withdrawn  •  July  19  [BiU  «37 

Valuation  of  Property  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Sir  Miehmel  Hieks-^ 
Beach,  Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 

e.  BiU  withdrawn  •  July  19  [BUI  102] 

Yebneb,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Armagh  Co, 
Locomotives  on  Common  Roads,  2R.  54 
Party  Procesaions  (Ireland)— Orange  Prooaa- 

sion  at  Lurgan,  1852 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 

el.  74,  4581 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  757 

YttulS,  Mr.  H.  Hussey,  Glamorganshire 
Burials  Question,  1181 

Society  of  the  Holy  Cron— *'Tb6  Priest  in 
Absolution,"  1174, 1175 

Wait,  Mr.  W.  K.,  Gloucester 
Italy  and  Albania,  1661 
Law  and  Justioe— Stokesley  Oeuniy  Oourta, 

1658 
Metropolitan  PoUce  —  Gratuifctes  for  Special 

Service,  17S8 

Walker,  Colonel  0.  0.,  Salford 
India  Tariff— Import  Duties  on  Cotton  lianu- 
fixtures,  Res.  1097 


Walter,  Mr.  J.,  Berkshire 
Divine  Worship  Faculties,  2R.  781 
Supi^y^Broadmoor  Criminal 

1368, 1371 
Vaccination,  Rea.  749 


Asyiom, 


Ward,  Dr.  M.  F.,  Galwof 

Army  Medical  OfBeers  Retirement,  1176 
Estimates,  The,  1876>7— Writ  and  Seal  Office 

(Ireland),  Res.  1030 
Supply — Local  Government  Boards  Inland, 
1237 
Public  Education,  Ireland,  1232 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 
35  :  c2. 8,  266 :  0j.  13,  Ameodt.  279 ;  Amendt. 
854;  Amendt.  855, 857 

Watkin,  Sir  B.  W.,  E^ 

Post  Office  Telegraph  Department,  The  Royal 
Engineers,  1324 


WAT 


WHA         {SESSION    1877)         WHA         WIL 


935. 


Wathit,  Mr.  J.,  Surrey,  £. 
TbMSM  FkMdi  (llttropoUi),  101 


WATS  AND  MEANS 

MuCVUAJISOUt  QOBfTXOirB 

Jnkmd  B4venue 

Oroeert*  Luenioe$,  QoesUoo,  Mr.  DalrjmpU ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Anbeton  CroM  Jtify  19,  1591 
SfiriU  Ml  Bomi,  QoMaoo,  Mr.  O'SoUlTan ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

My  10. 1041 
Stamp  Ofic4  ai  Momaphan,  Qaettion,  Mr.  Fay  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith /lOy  36,  1854 

Sueeestian  Duty  Ad—lhuiU  Duties—-  The 
Attorney  Oeneral  t.  Ckarlt&n»"  Qaeetion,  Sir 
Colman  O'Logblen;  Answer,  The  AUoraey 
General  July  5,  818 


Waif$  and  Means — Inland  Revenue 
Amendt.  on  (Committee  of  Supply  June  28,  To 
leaTO  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add  **  the  prac- 
tice of  imposing  oompnlsorily  on  pritate  in- 
dividuals the  duty  of  collecting  Income  Tax, 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  and  Liuid  Tax,  is  un- 
just and  inexpedient,  and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Ck>Temment  be  reauested  to  make  provision 
for  discontinningit^'  {Mr,  Scmpson  Hcyd) 
v.,  412  ;  after  s£:>rt  debate,  on  Question,  that 
leave  be  given  to  withdraw  the  Motion,  there 
beinff  eeveral  *'  Noes  ; "  Question,  *'  That  the 
words,  Ac.,"  put,  and  agreed  to 

WA  T8  AND  MEANS 

Considered  in  Committee  July  0 

Resolved,  That,  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  year 
ending  on  the  dlst  day  of  Marah  1878,  the 
sum  of  £20,000,000  be  granted  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom 

Reeolntion  reported  Juhi  10 

[See  title  ConsoUdaied  Fund  (£20,000,000)  BUI 

Whallky,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Peterbarawfh 
Army  Estimates^  Military  Law,  Administration 
of,  627 
Reserve  Force  Fay,  Ac.  655,  657 ;  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  661,  662, 830,  831 
Volunteer  Corps  Pay,  Ac.  640 
Yeomanry  Cavalry  Pay,  Ac.  643 
Church  of  England  Endowments,  Res.  1128 
Church  Patronage,  Res.  318 
Confessional,  The—"  The  Priest  in  Absolution," 

407 ;  Res.  750,  946.  967 
Convict  Prisons— Discipline  and  Management, 
Address  for  a  Royal  Commission,  1272, 1273 
Divine  Worship  FaciUUes,  2R.  777 
East  India  Loan,  2R.  845 
Education    Department  —  The    ConfeesionaL 

259 
England  and  Russia— The  Mediterranean  Gar- 
risons. 1741,  1796 
Factors  Act  AmendoMot,  Comm.  868 
Navy— Naval  Chaplain*— ll»e  Society  of  the 
-  Holy  Cross,"  971 

Obwwne  PnblieatioBS— Lord  CampbeU'i  Act, 


WsALUT,  Mr.  O.  K^^eemL 

Pku^ment— Privilege  — RefleetioBa  in  this 
Hooee,  827,  828 
Public  Business,  688,  689 
Pariiament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  868, 

1674 
Russia  and  Turkey— Intervention,  972, 1044 
Lord  Derby's  Despatch  of  May  6,   260, 
815 
Solicitors  Examination,  Ac.  Comm.  867 
South  Africa,  2R.   1000,  1001  ;  Consid.  Pre- 
amble, 1801,  1827,  1842 
Supply — Public  Education,  Scotland,  1220 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 

el.  18,  863 ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  864 
University  Education  (Ireland),  2R.  914 


Wheelhot7SE,  Mr.  W.  St.  James,  I^ede 

Locomotives  on  Common  Roads,  2R.  45 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Uquora  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Re-comm.  328 


Whitbread,  Mr.  S.,  Bedford 
Parliament — Business  of   the    House,    Res. 

1679 
South  Africa,  Consid.  Preamble,  1815 


Whitwell,  Mr.  J.,  Kendal 
Supply— Admiralty  Registrar  and  Manhal  Pro* 
bate,  Ac.  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice, 
1293 
Police,  (Aunties  and  Boroughs,  Great  Bri- 

Uin,  1364 
Wreck  Commissioner,  OIBce  of,  1358 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 
add.  el.  1637 


Whitworth,  Mr.  B.,  KUkemy 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquora  on  Sunday  (Irt- 
land),  Re-comm.  724,  725 


Whitworth,  Mr.  W.,  Newrv 

Navy— English  Offloen  in  the  Turkish  Ser* 
vice,  1043 


iTiLLiAMS,  Mr.  W.,  Denbigh,  ^e. 

Intoxicating  Liquora  (Licensing  Boards),  2R. 
1476 

Stationery  OIBce,  Controller  of  tho— Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.  PigoU,  Res.  1344 


WiLMOT,  Sir  J.  E.,  Warunekehire,  8. 
Criminal  Law—  Case  of  Franoes  Isabella  Stal- 

land,  822 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  Consid. 

el.  10,  273 


WiLBOK,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Kingeton-upon-IIuU 
LooomoUfot  00  Coounoo  Roads,  2R.  48 


[etmL 


WIN 


WTN 


(INDEX) 


WTN 


TOB 


Wine  and  Beerhonie  Act  (1860)  Amend- 
ment BiU  [BiU  177] 

(Mr,  Stav^ley  SiU,  Mr,  MundeUa) 

e.  MoTed»   "That  the  Bill  be   now  road   2«" 
July  9, 1038 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendieh) ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  agreed  to ;  Debate  adjourned 

WoLFP,  Sir  H.  D.,  Chrutohureh 
Criminal  Law — Importation  of  Italian  Children, 

596 
Narj —  New  Naral  College,  Dartmouth,  1179, 

1519,  1660 
Turkej — Bosnia — Despatch  of  Consul  Holmes, 

1020 

Wtndham,  Hon.  P.  S.,  Cumherlimd,  W. 
Stationery  OflBce,  Controller  of  the— Appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  T.  D.   Pigott,  Rescinding  of 
Res.  1703 


Wthv,  Mr.  0.  W.,  Ifim^MMrydUfv 
Uw  and  Justice— The  Assises,  195,  4M 


YEAMAiTy  Mr.  J.,  Dundee 

Supply— Public  Education,  ScoUaad,  1 


YoBK,  Archbishop  of 

Public  Worship  Regulation  Act,  PeiliMm. 


YoBKSy  Mr.  J.  ILy  OlaueeeUreJUr^^  Z. 

Army  Estimates — Works,  Bnildiiife,  Ae.  8t7 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Svaday  ^ 

land),  1193 
South  Africa,  Consid.  Preamble,  1813 
Stationery  OIBoe,  Controller  of 

ment  of  Mr.  T.  D.  Pigoti,  R— cimdfi^  rf 

Res.  1698 


END  OF  VOLUME  OOXXXV.,  AND  POUBTH  VOLUME  OP 

SESSION  1877. 


lonbok:  oo&nxlixjs  bt70K,   22y  patebvostxe  row,  X.0. 
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